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Abstract 

Thi - du.dy was intended to explore and examine the personal and structural 

facwi s that influence peoples' attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. To this 

em:, ,·e levant literature has been reviewed to shade light on the issue under 

stud.,;. Intermarriage is said to have a significant lessening of 'social distance ' 

betv. , 'en groups and enabling unions between them. This study primarily 

em})! .y s a quantitative research method, particularly survey questionnaire, in 

oreie ,' to obtain the data needed for the study. Samples of 500 people are 

seleC1ed us ing a simple random sampling technique for this study. In addition 

to tl :e . survey research, qualitative method (Case Study) has also been 

emp l:'yed to substantiate the data obtained by quantitative method. Both 

p ersl;.-wl and s tructural level factors have been examined in order to see their 

impc(t on p eoples' attitudes toward interethnic marriage. Different statistical 

mClr,·(Jds such as one-way ANOVA, t-test, correlation and regression have been 

used to test the effects of the independent variables (the factors) on the 

de 1)('.1' dent variable (attitude towards interethnic marriage). At personal level, 

var iC' )les such as age, gender, educational level, religiosity and sameness of 

p Oleids' e thnicity have been tested. While individuals ' age, level of religiosity, 

educ:tional level and sameness of parents' ethnicity have significantly 

in/ lu, :l1ced their attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage, there is no significant 

gen d e r difference on attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. Moreover, 

s tn LC 1 'l m l level factors like heterogeneity/ homogeneity of the social 

en v i /(} f'1 rnent, ethnic identity salience and an individual's social networks have 

significantly influenced attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. Finally, the Case 

St, Lel !, c nalysis revealed that inter-ethnically married couples did not view their 

man ; l y e as something different from intra-ethnic marriages. Moreover, 

aW L(' I ~gh they face challenges from relatives and neighbors they indicated that 

theLj iLcve resources to cope with the challenges. 

R cy , r d : interethnic marriage, ethnic identity salience, social distance, p rior in terethnic contact 
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Chapter One 

1. Introduction 

1.1. Background of the Study 

Interethnic marnage has been a topic widely studied by sociologists and 

other social scientists. The issue has attracted the attentions of many 

scholars because of the importance of ethnic intermarriage for the 

development and change of the society. Intermarriage has commonly used as 

a n indicator of the increasing strength of ethnic group boundaries and the 

decreasing social distance between them (Muttarak and Heath, 2010). 

Ever since the work of Bogardus (1925) the concept of social distance 1S 

comr.lon ly used for studying ethnic attitudes. Social distance refers to the 

degree of acceptance that people feel towards out-group members. Bogardus 

(1925) a lso provided the instrument to study social distance by developing a 

sca le tha t assesses group members' evaluation of different types of social 

interaction . He tried to show how ethnic attitudes affect the social distance 

people maintain during interaction. He considered intermarriage as the most 

intimate form of relationship and hence the domain of life with the closest 

socia l distance. He concluded that when there is an acceptance of other 

groups as kinsmen through intermarriage other forms of positive intergroup 

relations are also more likely to follow, thereby reducing interethnic conflict 

between groups. The level of interethnic marriage in a society is therefore the 
1 



common indicator of the societal integration of ethnic groups (Blau et a1. 

1984). 

Many different explanations (Brown, 1995, Duckitt, 1992) for ethnic relations 

have been forwarded and tested. For instance, researchers have examined 

personality correlates such as authoritarianism and social psychological 

p rocesses like group identification to predict ethnic attitudes. Studies 

(Schu man et a1. 1997; Taylor, 1998) have a lso focused on such indicators of 

ethn:c attitudes as educational level, labor market position and religiosity. 

More recently, attention has been shifted to the role of social contexts such 

as the country, the school and neighborhoods which provide or deny 

op portunities to meet people of different ethnic backgrounds (Quillian, 1995). 

In addition to the school and the neighborhood, the family has also enormous 

effect on interethnic marital relations. The impOrtance of the family on ethnic 

attitudes can be observed in the socialization process, the transmission of 

social position and in the structure and functioning of the family (Roberts et 

a1. 199 1). The family involves and stimulates shared values and norms and 

the pursuit of the common goal. 

In addition to the afore-mentioned factors demographic variables such as 

gender, age, ethnicity and marital status, have enormous effect on person's 

attitu de towards ethnic intermarriage. Hence, attitudes towards 

intermarriage are the commutative effects of both personal and structural 

factors. 

2 



Interma rriage has been proved to be an integrative social institution capable 

of binding together persons of d issimilar cultures. The positive effects of 

intermarriage are not limited to the intermarried couple alone; rather, they 

will be extended to the relatives of the spouses by creating new social 

relations on both sides (Girma, 2005). 

Ethn ic intermarriages have been common in Ethiopia since earlier times. For 

example, Bruce (cited in Lewis, 1985) noted about the relation between Agaw 

and Gumuz (perhaps one of the earliest records on interethnic relations). 

Bruce suggested that the Agaw and Gumuz of the eighteenth century 

Ethiopia had been exchanging their respective children through 

intermarriage so as to facilitate mutual trade and interactions, which had 

otherwise been at jeopardy because of the relapsing enmity between the two 

groups. 

Girma (2005) has also noted that ethnic intermarriage has been an aspect of 

the amicable relations between the Arsi-oromo and the Sidama ethnic groups 

since the earliest periods of their contact. Asebe (2007) has also noted the 

incidence of ethnic intermarriage between the Guji and Gedeo in South­

eastern Ethiopia and argued that ethnic intermarriage serves as a 

mechanism for enhancing intergroup cohesions. 

All th e existing literature considered ethnic intermarriage as an instrument 

for maintaining group relations and reducing interethnic conflicts. In general, 

3 



ethnic intermarriage is considered as a means for maintaining interethnic 

relations in multiethnic societies like Ethiopia. 

Therefore, this study attempts to explain attitudes toward ethnic 

interma rriages by emphasizing on the personal and structural factors 

affec ting people's perception towards ethnic intermarriages. 

1.2. Statement of the Problem 

Ethnic prejudices have always constituted the main obstacle in maintaining 

cooperation and good relations among people and have always used as 

instruments for aggravating bad relations and provoking intolerance, conflict 

and war. Ethnic intermarriage therefore, reduces such ethnic conflict and 

intolera nce by breaking down the ethnic boundaries that exist among 

different ethnic groups. 

Interethnic marriage promotes smooth relations in multi-ethnic societies like 

Ethiopia. Such ethnic relations are inevitable because of the fact that 

humans are social beings. This very nature of humans dictates them to 

engage in reciprocal relationships. Thus, the process of mixing of humans is 

a na tural phenomenon which usually begins as an economical or political 

context. But these interactions continue to evolve until people exchange 

social and cultural characteristics such as ideas, values, religion, and 

langu age and finally marry between themselves (Spickard, 1989). 

4 



There are a number of explanations which justify ethnic intermarriage 

(Quillian, 1995, Clark, 1991, Roberts et a1. 1991, Sanders-Thompson, 1999). 

These justifications can be personal or structural. These explanations 

include, for example personality correlates such as authoritarianism and 

socia l psychological process like group identification. Many researchers 

(Duckitt, 1992; Dykstra et a1. 2006; Johnson and Jacobson, 2005; Schuman 

et .al 1997; Johnson and Marrini, 1998) have also focused on demographic 

variables such as educational level, age, religiosity etc. to explain patterns of 

ethnic intermarriage. Structural level factors such as a country, school, 

gend er rela tions, and neighborhood compositions are also important 

indicators that shape up attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. Quillian 

(199 S) s tudied ethnic attitude within the European Union member states and 

revea.led that there is an association between ethnic minorities with relatively 

unfavorable economic conditions and levels of ethnic prejudice. 

Neighborhood characteristics such as ethnic compositions and SOClO 

economic conditions are related to ethnic attitudes and to the willingness to 

accep t m embers of ethnic minorities to one's street neighborhood (Clark, 

1991 ). 

The :a mily also influences ethnic attitudes by socialization of members into 

strong norms and attitudes and through the transmission of social positions. 

Ethnic attitudes can also be affected by the structure and the functioning of 

the family. Group functioning depends on the solidarity of its members. 

5 



Thus , the family as a group stimulates and involves shared values and norms 

and the pursuit of common goals within itself in order to ensure solidarity of 

its members (Roberts et al. 1991). 

There is also an association between the saliency of ethnic identity and 

ethn ic attitudes. The concept of ethnic salience refers to the importance of 

one's ethnic identity in relation to other identities (Sanders-Thompson, 1999). 

The over all commitment towards one's ethnic identity influences the saliency 

of one's identity. In turn the saliency of one's identity impacts some of the 

choices an individual makes including his/her relation with others. Hence, 

people with strong ethnic identity salience would perceive their membership 

in their ethnic group as relatively important to their lives (Jaret and Reitzes, 

1999). 

Ethiopia is a country inhabited by more than eighty ethnic groups (Befekadu 

and Oirribsa, 2005). This shows that the country is diverse in terms of 

ethnicity. This multi-ethnic nature of the country dictates members of 

different ethnic groups to come in to contact in different public places. The 

regularity of contacts enables different groups to establish intimate 

relationships which ultimately result in intermarriage. The effects of this 

marital union further expand to create new relationships between the 

relatives of the two partners. 

In spite of the importance of ethnic relations for the change and development 
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of the nation as a whole, a few researches on ethnic relations in general and 

interethnic marriage in particular, have been carried out in Ethiopia. Most of 

the r searches done on ethnic groups have only emphasized on in terethnic 

confl icts, while neglecting the positivG ethnic relations between the diverse 

ethmc groups in the country. 

Therefore, this study is intended to fill the knowledge gap on the nature of 

ethnic relations and the factors affecting those relations by emphasizing on 

interethnic m a rriage, the most intimate form of interethnic relations . Hence, 

the s tudy examines the major factors which influence the attitude people 

hold regarding ethnic intermarriage by taking the town of Nekemte as a case 

of stu dy. Nekemte is selected because of its diverse ethnic composition and 

the fact that the researcher has enormous experience about the town. 

Accordingly, from the literature reviewed and personal experiences and 

observations, the following hypotheses have been formulated and tested in 

this research: 

1 Individual factors such as younger age, higher levels of education and 

lower levels of religiosity tend to positively influence attitudes toward 

interethnic marriages. 

2 People who have interethnically mixed parents tend to approve 

interethnic marriages. 

3 Individuals with strong ethnic identity salience and commitment have a 

more negative attitude towards interethnic marriage. 
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4 The greater the ethnic heterogeneity, the more positive attitudes people 

have towards interethnic marriages. 

5 Women have a more positive attitude towards interethnic marriages 

than men. 

6 People with pnor interethnic contact have more positive attitudes 

toward interethnic marriage than people who do not have contacts. 

1.3. Objectives of the study 

1.3.1. General Objective 

The general objective of this study is to explore the factors which influence 

the attitude of people towards ethnic intermarriage. 

1.3.2. Specific objectives 

The s pecific objectives of this study are: 

1 To examine the relationship between heterogeneity of the social 

environment in which one is brought up and the likelihood of 

approving interethnic marriage 

2 To study differences in demographic variables such as age, gender, 

ethnicity, educational level, and religiosity on attitude towards inter 

ethnic marriage. 

3 To see if there is difference in attitude between respondents of the same 

and mixed ethnic families 
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4 To exam m e the relationship between ethnic identity salience and 

a ttitude towards interethnic m arriage 

5 To examine the relationship between prior interethnic contact and 

a ttitude toward interethnic marriage 

6 To explore the experiences and challenges of inter-ethnically married 

couples about their marital condition and how they deal with the 

cha llen ges 

1.4. The scope and significance of the study 

1.4. 1. Scope of the study 

There a re a number of factors affecting people's attitudes toward ethnic 

intermarriage . These include personal factors (such as age, sex, income, 

marita l status, political affiliation and levels of education) and structural 

factors such as family, socio-economic situation, heterogeneity or 

homogen eity of the population, group size, legal and social sanctions 

(QuilJain, 1995 ; Clark, 1991; Brown, 1995; Duckitt, 1992; Van Tunbergen 

and Maas, 2005) 

However, a ll these factors cannot be investigated at a time in a single 

research . Hence, m order to investigate attitudes toward ethnic 

intermarriage, the research gives due emphasis to factors such as age, 

educa tion a l level, previous contact with members of other ethnic groups, and 
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religiosity at personal eve!. In addition, structural factors such as gender, 

heterogeneity of the population, and ethnic identity salience were considered 

to see their relationship with attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. Due to 

the s hortage of both time and resources, the study did not cover other factors 

such as family influence, political affiliations, ethnic differences, income, etc. 

which may potentially influence ethnic attitudes toward intermarriage. 

1.4.2. Significance of the study 

This study serves both academic and applied purposes. Academically, the 

resea rch contributes to the existing knowledge gap on ethnic relations, 

because despite the existence of the large number of ethnic groups in the 

country, there have been few researches done on ethnic relation. The result 

of th e study will also be an input for policy makers and politicians who work 

on ethnic relations by providing information on the factors that hinder or 

promote e thnic relations in the country. 

1.5. Conceptualization and Operationalization of Variables 

In this section both dependent and independent variables will be defined and 

specified for measurement. But before conceptually defining the variables, it 

is better to show their relationships using a diagram. 

10 



Dependent and Independent Variables 

I;1.dependent variables 

:lender 

Religiosi ly 

~evel of ed ucation 

i!:thnic Identity Salience 

Homogeneity / heterogeneity 

)f snr.iRl p.n vi r nllmp.llt 

Mixed / same Ethnic parents 

Prior interethnic contact 

variable 
Dependent 

Attitudes toward 
Interethnic marriage 

Figurel.l. the relationship between the dependent and independent 

vari bles 

1.5.1. Conceptualization 

After identifying the variables and showing their relationships, the next step 

is to provide conceptual definitions. Hence, the conceptual definition for 

each of the va ria bles identified is given below. 

11 



. ' 

1. Attitude toward interethnic marriage- refers to a positive or negative 

perception of people toward a marriage that exists between two people (male 

and female) of different ethnic groups. 

2. Age- refers to the number of years a person lives. 

3. Gender- socially given attributes, roles, activities, qualities, behaviors and 

responsibilities connected to being men or women in a society. 

4. Level of education- the highest grade level an individual attended at the 

time of s urvey. 

5 . Religiosity- the level of an individual's commitment toward certain 

supernatural beings. 

6. Ethnic identity salience- the relative importance of one's ethnic identity 

in rela tion to other identities. 

7 . Homogeneity/ heterogeneity of the social environment- refer to the 

e thnic composition of a person's social environment. 

8. Prior interethnic contact- refers to a person's experience of relationship 

with ethnic groups other than his/hers. 

9 . Mixed/same ethnic family- refers to whether a person is of the same or 

mixed ethnic parentage. 

12 



1.5.2. Operationalization/Specific Measurement 

Opera tionalization helps us to identity the level at which the conceptualized 

va riables are measured. The table below shows the variables, their levels of 

measurement and the indicators used to measure them. 

Table1.1. tile level of measurement of variables 

No. Variable Indicators Level of 
Measurement 

I Attitude towards Opinions, values and attitudes measured on likert Ratio /interval 
interethnic marriage scale 

2 Age Number of years (in category) Ordinal 

'1 Gender Social categorization and roles attributed to males Nominal J 

and females 

4 Leve l of education Illiterate, literate, primary, secondary or tertiary Ordinal 
levels of education 

5 Religios ity frequency of church/ mosque attendance, number of Ratio/ Interval 
ritual's per day such as reading scriptures, prayer, 
fasting, paying tithes : ... etc 

6 Ethnic identity Importance of ethnic identity, group identification Ratio/ Interval 
sa lience as measured on scales. 

7 HOll1ogeneity/heterog Ethnic composition of the social environment in Nominal 
eneity of environment which an individual is brought up 

8 Prior interethnic Dating, friendship, neighborhood, schoolmate, co- Nominal 
contact worker 

9 Mixed/ same ethnic Marital type of parents i.e. ethnically endogamous Nominal 
family or exogamous. 

13 



Chapter Two 

2. Literature Review 

This section deals with review of literature rela ted to th e personal and 

structura l factors influencing people 's attitudes toward interethnic marriage . 

The review emphasizes on theoretical frameworks pertaining to interethnic 

marriage. Here, two theories are discussed because of their applicability to 

the issu e under study . These theories are: the Contact hypothesis and the 

Socia l-Structura l theory. In addition, personal level and structural level 

fac tors influen cing attitude towards interethnic marria ge will be discussed in 

this section. 

:?'.1. Theoretical Framework 

Any research problem evolves from a n already existing theoretical fra mework. 

And this s tudy is not an exception as it depends on theories of intermarriage 

for ana lyzing the issue under study. Two theories of intermarriage are central 

to th is s tudy: th e contact hypothesis and the social-structure theory. 

2.1.1. The Contact Hypothesis 

Contact hypothesis is a theory of intermarriage developed by Allport Gordon . 

Con tact hypothesis claims that under specific conditions contact with 

mem bers of different racial/ ethnic groups can promote positive or tolerant 

a ttitu des toward other groups (Gordon, 1964). Applied to marriage, the 

14 



contact hypothesis asserts that the chance for members of ethnic groups to 

intermarry depends primarily on their opportunities to meet and interact 

socially . As Kalmijn and Flap (2001) succinctly stated "mating requIres 

meeting". However, it is only under favorable condition that pertinen t 

informa tion about other groups can be obtained, synthesized and formulated 

into positive reactions so that good relationships develop. Under such 

conditions, interethnic friendships evolve and romantic relationships and 

intermarriages become more probable. Hence, positive contact and favorable 

a ttitudes towa rd members of other groups become important precursors to 

in termarriage. 

Contact hypothesis is important because of its direct application to inter 

group relations . Moreover, it has been deemed as an effective method of 

examining reduced opposition to interethnic marriage (Wilson and Jacobson, 

1995, Kalmijn, 1998). 

Contact hypothesis can also be applied in analyzing the relationship between 

prior contacts and how that affects ethnic opinion toward intermarriages. The 

assumption of contact hypothesis is therefore: ethnic groups who have had 

regu lar contacts with other groups tend to have more open and non­

discriminatory view of others and as a result have more tendencies to 

approve intermarriage. In short, contact hypothesis claim that the more 

contact you have with people of different race, ethnicity or culture, the more 

toler{mt you become to these different groups (Pettigrew, 1998). 

15 
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2.1.2. The Social Structure Theory 

Macro-structural fac tors may a lso play a key role In determining 

intermarriage patterns. This theory is developed by Peter Blau (Muttarak and 

Heath , 2010). Blau's theory of social structure builds on the assumption that 

stru c tura l constra ints and opportunities influence intergroup relations. 

Blau (cited in Mutta rak and Heath, 2010) holds that the two ma in conditions 

that constra in or crea te opportunities for intergroup contacts a re group size 

and heterogen eity. The second factor, heterogeneity is more pertinent to the 

prescnt study. Heterogeneity refers to the distribution of a population 

according to distinguishable individual characteristics such as ethnic 

background, religion, gender and socio-economic status. The heterogeneity 

th eorem h olds that greater heterogeneity promotes intergroup relations by 

acting as a counter force that alleviates prevailing in-group tendencies. 

Accordingly, the opportunities for interacting with members of other groups 

a re greater in heterogeneous and residentially integrated communities than 

in the opposite types. This theory implies that members of an ethnic group 

living in segregated residential areas will have lower propensity to intermarry 

(Peach, cited in Muttarak and Heath, 2010). 

Hen ce residential segregation is expected to be negatively associated with 

ethnic intermarriage. However, this may not be always true for ethnic groups 

with strong norms towards endogamy which is expected to weaken the 

impact of opportunity structure. 
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2.2. The Relationships between Demographic Variables and 

Interethnic Marriage 

The pa tterns and attitudes of ethnic intermarriage vary across different 

deme-graphic va ria bles including age, gender, religiosity and educational 

level. These va ria bles h ave been found to be associated with ethnic attitudes 

inclu ding a ttitudes toward interethnic marriages (Duckitt, 1992; Dykstra et 

a 1. , 2006; Jo hnson and Jacobson, 2005; Schuman et aI., 1997; Johnson and 

Marr ini , 1998). 

2.2.1. Age and Interethnic Marriage 

Literature on ethnic intermarriage generally assumes that the younger age 

grou ps would tend to marry more outside since they are more assimilated. 

For example , Johnson and Jacobson (2005) argued that older people tend to 

have more n ega tive ethnic attitudes than younger people, particularly related 

to in terethnic m a rriages. Johnson (2004) further noted that for each 

cate or ical in crease in age( increments of approximately 15 years) the odds of 

approvi ng interethnic marriage decreased by approximately 50 percent (p.22) . 

How ' ve r, Ma rcson (1951) argued that there are no unique patterns which 

show n egative relationships between the variable age and intermarriage. He 

r oted that while certain groups such as Germans in America tend to marry 

exogamou s ly a t younger age, others such as Slovaks tend to marry within 

their groups at younger age while marrying out at older ages. 
17 
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Age , t ma rriage IS a lso an important indicator of ethnic intermarriage. 

Mutt' ra k and Heath (2010) have found out that marnage In later ages 

indica te grater independence in partner selection, greater maturity and 

greate r exposure to different populations. Hence age at marriage has positive 

ffec t s on the probability of ethnic intermarriage. One possible explanation i 

that those who marry at older age have more opportunities to travel and are 

more exposed to diverse populations. 

This trend particularly works for women. Levin (1998) concluded that the 

degr e to which a woman has an influence on her partner selection increases 

with her age at m a rriage. 

Cene l-ally, literatures on intermarriage suggest tha t age and interethnic 

Glarriage are negatively correlated while age at marnage and interethnic 

m arr iage a re positively correlated. 

2.2.2. Gender and Interethnic marriage 

Another important factor related to the approval of interethnic marnage IS 

gender, which has both direct and indirect effects on ethnic intermarriage. Its 

in flu nce is especially related to the gender stratification that certain culture 

follows and the role of women in different societies. However, the effects of 

gender on interethnic marriage attitudes are inconsistent and vary cross 

cultu ra lly. For instance, Miur and McGlamery (1984) showed that black men 

a re more likely to accept persons of other races in more intimate 
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rela tionships including marriage and dating whereas black women are more 

likely to oppose interracial intimate relations. Black women's attitudes have 

been negative mainly because black women perceive interethnic/interracial 

marnage as substantively more threatening to their personal and 

racia l / ethnic welfare than do white women (Paset and Taylor, 1991). These 

a ttitudcs may also reflect the idea that races or ethnicities should not be 

mixed a s fa r a s marriages and relationships are concerned. On the other 

hand , other studies show that men have a more negative attitude towards 

e thni c interma rriage. For example, Asian women have shown greater 

propen sity than their male counterparts to marry outside their ethnic groups 

( Kulczycki and Lobo, 2002). 

Other findings of interethnic marnage (Johnson and Jacobson, 2005; 

Johmmn, 2004) have revealed that gender was not significantly related to the 

a pprova l of interethnic marriages. Hence, the influence of gender on attitudes 

a nd pa tterns of e thnic intermarriages requires further analysis in order to 

reach at consistent and reliable conclusions. 

2.2.3. Religiosity and Interethnic Marriage 

Religiosity, as measured by church membership and frequency of attendance, 

is thought to be negatively correlated to ethnic attitudes in general and 

intef" thnic marriage in particular. Johnson and Jacobson (2005) have found 

out tha t people who do not attend church are generally more accepting of 
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inter thnic marnage than those who practice their religion. Van Tubergen 

a nd Maas (2005) on the other hand, noted that people who are more 

committed and affiliated to their religion are less likely to respect the norms 

of eth nic endogamy, because they prefer people who have beliefs and values 

simila r to their own in mate selection. As a result they tend to marry out to 

other ethnic/racial groups who have religious beliefs and values similar to 

their own. 

The problem with religiosity as a predictor of ethnic attitudes toward 

intermarriage is the fact that it is difficult to measure the level of one's 

religiosity. Moreover, church membership and attendance cannot fully 

indica te people's level of religiosity. Hence, other indicators such as frequency 

of prayer, pilgrimage, and payment of tithes should be considered in order to 

examine level of religiosity. 

2.2.4. Education and Interethnic Marriage 

An oth er major predictor of attitudes toward interethnic marriage IS 

ed uC'ltion. The effect of education on ethnic attitudes is one of the most 

consistent findings in the literature. It is argued that highly educated people 

keep less social distance towards ethnic minorities than the lower educated 

people (Johnson and Jacobson, 2005; Schuman et al. 1997). Highly educated 

group members tend to participate in settings in which the presence of co­

e thni~s is smaller in number, thus they would be more attracted to out-group 
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mem bers . Higher levels of education are usually related to higher incomes 

a nd occupations, as well as to higher levels of acceptance and understanding 

towards different cultures and more open and tolerant attitudes. Education is 

not only strongly related to incomes and higher status, but also to values and 

life s Lyles (Van Tubergen and Maas, 2005). 

Acco rding to the assimilationist perspective, higher education Increases 

accu lturation and intermarriage. Educational level tends to be important 

cha racteristics in mate selection and there are also substantial evidences for 

educ'ltional homogamy (Leiberson and Waters, 1998; Kalmijn, 1998). 

Moreover, education and educational systems play key roles in the cultural 

assimila tion of groups because they promote universalistic and democratic 

norms which tend to break down rigid group barriers. The propensity to 

marry across racial/ ethnic lines will therefore; increase with education 

(Gull ikson, 2006). 

Higher educational institutions can also increase opportunities to interact 

with out-group members. Moreover, it is assumed that higher education 

weakens the normative preferences for spouses with ascribed characteristics 

since it expands an individual's ideological horizons. Hence it is expected that 

peopJe with high er levels of education have a higher propensity to intermarry 

(Muttarak a nd Heath, 2010). 

But it should also be noted that positive effects of education on ethnic 
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a ttit ldes are h a rdly universal , because sometimes education discourages 

smooth inter-group relations by letting people to become aware of their ethnic 

iden ti ties. When people become aware of their ethnic identities, they will 

iden Cfy themselves to a particular group and this creates a feeling of strong 

groul identification. Hence when people develop strong sense of group 

identity, they would tend to internalize group norms of endogamy (Kalmijn, 

1998). Hence, in such instances, education can hinder ethnic intermarriage. 

2.3. Identity Salience 

Iden1 ity Salience emerges as a key construct in the discussion of two 

complementary theoretical frameworks - identity theory (Burke, 1980; 

Stryker and Serpe, 1982) and social identity theory (Hogg, et al. 1995). 

Derived from symbolic interactionism, identity theory emphasizes the 

reciprocity of society and the self (Stryker and Serpe, 1982) . This theory 

asserts that identities reflect various roles people play in a differentiated 

society, and these role identities are organized in a salience hierarchy within 

the self concept (Stryker and Burke, 2000). Identity salience refers to the 

proba.bility that an identity will be invoked in a given situation; the higher the 

iden Lity salience, the greater the probability of identity related behavioral 

ch oi 'es (Stryker and Burke, 2000). Stryker and Burke emphasize the stability 

of id en t ity salience across time, situations and social contexts and hence 

conceptualize it a s an enduring construct. 
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Socia l identities refer to social categories such as nationality, gender, and 

e thn icity that prescribe the self-defining characteristics constituting a part an 

individua l's self-concept (Hogg, et al. 1995). The assumption here is that an 

indiv idual's self concept IS comprised of mUltiple dis tinct category 

mem l)erships a nd social identities that vary in their relative importance or 

salience in guiding how an individual thinks, feels and behaves. Salience 

refers to the ac tivation of the social identity conceptual structure in an 

individua l's self-concept In response to social contexts and environmental 

cu es through se1f- categorization, wherein individuals assign themselves to 

contextually relevant categories (Hogg, et al. 1995). Self-categorization further 

lead ' to self-stereotyping, a process of depersonalization in which individuals 

desc ribe themselves more in terms of social category (Rijswijk, et al. 2006) 

and adopt traits and values that are stereotypical to the category (Turner, 

1987). 

There exist two mechanisms of identity salience as noted from the above 

conccptualizations- enduring and momentary salience. 

Momen tary or episodic social identity salience can result from two factors: 

explicit social contexts or situations that make an individual aware of his/her 

socia l identification or implicit environmental factors that make individual 

process information based on the implicitly activated social identity (Reed 

a nd Forehand 2003). Situational factors such as the ethnic heterogeneity in 

23 



~--~~iiiiiiiIiiiii-. __ _____ _ 

an individual's social environment (McGuire et al., 1978), and Periods of 

heightened cultura l identity salience signify different norms for behavior. 

Another m echanism of identity salience, referred as enduring cultural 

ident ity salience, is base on the strength of ethnic identification. Strength of 

e thnic identification is the degree to which an individual is affiliated with the 

culture of origin (Deshpande, et al. 1986). Studies have found that higher 

stren ath of ethnic identification influences greater propensity to marry 

end ovamously within one's own ethnic group (Gafford, 2003). 

2.3. 1. Ethnic Identity Salience and Ethnic Intermarriage 

Ethn ic interma rriage is heavily affected by ethnic identities. Ethnic identity 

refers to the degree to which an individual may feel as belonging to specific 

thn ic group . These feelings of identification are created through the 

awareness of common social history and by a sense of differentiation with 

resp 'ct to oth er ethnic groups. Thus, the stronger such feelings of group 

identification, the more people have internalized norms of endogamy 

(Ka lmijn, 1998). As a result, people with strong ethnic identity salience value 

their membership to the group they belong as relatively important and then 

tend to marry with in their own group. Researches have shown that the 

impo rtance of ethnic identity varies according to each ethnic group (Jaret and 

Reitzcs, 1999). 
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Jaret and Reitzes (1999) have conducted telephone interviews to examine the 

importance of racia l-e thnic identity. They found out that Black's racial ethnic 

id n tily was more important to their self-concept than it was for multi-racia 

and whites. This is so mainly because of the social and historical experiences 

of blacks, that means the history of slavery and social segregation of blacks 

h as made racial/ e thnic identity more salient for blacks. The opposite has 

been suggest d for whites . Hence, racial ethnic identity of whites has been 

d scribed as "hidden" and not as important to their over all self concept 

(Jare t and Reitze , 1999) . 

Iden tity theory proposes that the self is composed of a hierarchical ordering 

of identities (Gecas and Burke, 1995). For example , an Africa n -American 

wom a n may identify herself more strongly with being a woman than being an 

African-America n, because her gender would rank higher on her hierarchy of 

identities. He nce she would be more committed to that particular identity. 

Moreover, the overall commitment toward an identity influences the saliency 

of on e's identi ty. Thus, if a person is more committed toward his/her ethnic 

iden t.i ty, he/ she will be more salient in terms of his / her ethnic identity. 

Research suggests that the more salient an ethnic identity is, the lesser the 

probRbility to marry outside. People's ethnic identity may be challenged for 

their involvement in interethnic relationships. Participating in a relationship 

with someone of different ethnicity may cause an individual to raise 

qu esLions a bout the identities of those involving in such relations. (Rosenblat 

et a l.1995). 
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Generally , it can be argued that people who question the ethnic identity of 

thos who participated in interethnic marriage have strong ethnic identity 

salience. It follows that persons with strong ethnic identity salience would 

pe rceive their membership in their ethnic group as relatively important to 

th eir lives and thus, influence their attitudes toward inter ethnic relations 

including ma rriage (Rosenblat, et a1. 1995) . 

2.4. Previous Social Networks and Interethnic Marriage 

Soci' 1 n etworks have powerful effects on the inception, stability a nd well-

being of intimate dyadic relationships (Felmlee, 2003). Felmlee (2003) found 

out that an ethnica lly diverse and supportive social network is an important 

va riable affecting interethnic relationship behaviors. People who have more 

co ntact with persons of different ethnicities on a day-to-day basis tend to 

norm alize interethnic social contact and hence, they no longer view 

in terethnic interaction as a deviation from social norms. Social networks 

shap" the interac tion patterns of individuals and relationship partners are 

often introduced to each other by common network members. People whose 

ne tworks reflect different rather than the same ethnic backgrounds are apt to 

h ave more opportunities to meet a possible interethnic romantic partner. 

Alter natively, those whose network members are from the same ethnic 

herilage may en counter barriers to meeting potential interethnic partners. 
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Networks act a s a source of positive or negative informa tion about a n existing 

potentia l pa r tner. People attempt to lower uncer tain ty a bout a prospective 

curr nt partner by ga ining information about the person (Berger, 1979). 

There is some empirica l support for the role of socia l network diversity in 

interethn ic m arriage . According to Mok (1999), having interethnic friends was 

a sso 'ia ted with in terethnic marriage a mong a sample of Asian-Americans. In 

addition , the s trongest predictor of interethnic marriage among Asian­

Americans was propinquity (i .e . physical closen ess between e thnic groups), 

and increased propinquity of different ethnic groups is likely to reflect higher 

diversity of socia l contacts (Fujino, 1997). 

Ya ncey (2002) found out that individuals who attended interra cial schools 

were generally more likely to date and marry interracially. 

Differen t socia l networks influence interethnic marriage people initiate 

including friendship networks, school contacts and neighborhoods. These 

network ' m ay differ in their ethnic diversity. For example, a person could 

h ave attended a diverse high school but had friends from only one ethnic 

grou p. Contact Hypothesis maintains that equal sta tus interethnic contact 

reduces prejudice , but only if interaction takes place within a non­

competitive setting, and is personal and informal (Jackman and Crane, 1986) 
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2.5. Summary 

In th is section, literature on personal and structural factors affecting 

attitl, des toward ethnic intermarriage has been reviewed in order to gain an 

insight on the issue under s tudy. 

Two theories of intermarriage have been considered in order to shade light on 

the lssue under study: the contact hypothesis and the social-structure 

theory. The Contact Hypothesis claims that under specific conditions contact 

with mem bers of different racial/ ethnic groups can promote positive or 

toler 'mt attitudes toward other groups (Gordon, 1964). Applied to marriage, 

the ontact hypothesis asserts that the chance for members of ethnic groups 

to in terma rry depends primarily on their opportunities to meet and interact 

socia lly. 

The 'econd th eory, the social structure theory m a intains that structural 

const raints and opportunities influence intergroup relations. Blau (cited in 

Muttarak and Heath, 2010) holds that one of the two main conditions that 

const rain or create opportunities for intergroup IS heterogeneity. 

Hete rogeneity refers to the distribution of a population according to 

distin guishable individual characteristics such as ethnic background, 

religi on , gender and socio-economic status. The heterogeneity theorem holds 

that greater heterogeneity promotes intergroup relations by acting as a 

counter force that alleviates prevailing in-group tendencies. Accordingly, the 

oppor tunities for interacting with members of other groups are greater in 
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heteroge neous and residentially integrated communities than in the opposite 

types. 

With regard to age, literature on intermarriage generally assumes that the 

younger age groups would tend 0 marry more outside since they are more 

assimilated (Johnson and Jacobson, 2005). But other researchers (like 

Mar 'son, 1951) argued that there are no unique patterns which show 

n ga Live relationships between the variable age and in termarriage. 

Another important factor related to the approval of interethnic marnage IS 

g ndcr. [ts influence is especially related to the gender stratification that 

certain culture follows and the role of women in different societies. However, 

the ffects of gender on interethnic marriage attitudes are inconsistent and 

vary cross culturally. Some researchers argue that males are more open to 

ethn i intermarriage than females (Miur and McGlamery, 1984) while others 

main La in that females have shown greater propensity than their male 

coun terparts to m a rry outside their ethnic groups ( Kulczycki and Lobo, 

2002). 

The Endings on the influence of religiosity are also inconsistent. For instance, 

Johnson and Jacobson (2005) have found out that people who do not attend 

church a re generally more accepting of interethnic marriage than those who 

practi ce their religion while Van Tubergen and Maas (2005) noted that people 

who re more affiliated to a religion are less likely to respect the norms of 
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thni endogamy, because they refer people who have beliefs and values 

simil a r to their own in mate selection. 

The effect of education on ethnic attitudes is one of the most consistent 

findill gs in the literature. It is argued that highly educated people keep es 

social d istance towards ethnic minorities then the lower educated people 

(Joh] son and Jacobson, 2005; Schuman et a. 1997). According to the 

Assim ilationist perspective, higher education increases acculturation and 

inter marriage . Educational level tends to be important characteristics in mate 

selec tion and there a re also substantial evidences for educational homogamy 

(Leibcrson and Waters, 1998; Kalmijn, 1998). Hence, most literatures argue 

that educationa l level and ethnic intermarriage are positively correlated. 

However, there are exceptions in the literature which maintain that 

some tim es education discourages smooth inter-group relations by letting 

people to become aware of their ethnic identities. When people become aware 

of thcir ethnic identities, they will identify themselves to a particular group 

a nd his creates a feeling of strong group identification. Hence when people 

develop s trong sense of group identity, they would tend to internalize group 

norm') of endogamy there by disapproving ethnic intermarriage (Kalmijn, 

1998). 

Research on identity salience suggests that the more salient an ethnic 

iden tIty is , the lesser the probability to marry outside . People's ethnic identity 

may be ch a llenged for their involvement in interethnic relationships. 
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Pa rticipating in a relationship with someone of different ethnicity may cause 

a n ind ividua l to rais questions about the identities of those involving in such 

relations. Persons with strong ethnic identity salience would perceive their 

mem ership in their ethnic group as relatively important to their lives and 

Lhus , influenc their attitudes toward inter ethnic relations including 

marr iage (Rosenblat, et al. 1995) . 

Socia l n etworks h ave powerful effects on the inception, stability and well­

b in r of intimate dyadic relationships (Felmlee, 2003) . Felmlee (2003) found 

out Li laL a n e thnically diverse and supportive social n twork is an important 

variable affecting interethnic relationship behaviors. People who have more 

contact with persons of different ethnicities on a day-to-day basis tend to 

norm alize inter thnic social contact and hence, they no longer view 

in terethnic interaction as a deviation from social norms . There is some 

empi rica l support for the role of social network diversity in interethnic 

ma rr iage . According to Mok (1999), having interethnic friends was associated 

with interethnic marriage among a sample of Asian-Americans. 
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Chapter Three 

3.1. Background of the Study Area 

Nekemte is a market town found in western Ethiopia. It is ocated in the East 

Wollcga Zone of the Oromia Regional State. Nekemte has a latitude and 

longitu de of 9 °5'N 36°33'E/ 9.083°N 36.55°E and an elevation of 2,088 meters. 

Neke mte is the capital of East Wollega Zone, and is home to a museum of 

Wollcga Oromo culture. It is also the seat of an Apostolic Vicariate of the 

Roman Catholic Church. The town has relatively abundant educational 

infra ' tructure . There are about four public high schools and two private high 

schools . At tertiary level, a public university has been under operation since 

2006 /2007 Academic Year. In addition there are a number higher 

instilutions run by private owners in the town. 

Nekerntc is at the center of the road network for south-western Ethiopia. The 

first major road dates to the early 1930s, with a road that extended from the 

capital Addis Ababa to west through Addis Alem. A road connecting Nekemte 

to Gimbi, 110 kilometers in length, was part of the first stage of the Third 

High way Program in 1963. Postal service for this city has been present as 

early as 1923. A branch of the Ethiopian Electric Light and Power Authority 

began providing electricity to the city by 1960. By 1957, phone service 

extel ded to the city. 
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Bascd on figures from the Central Statistical Agency in 2005, this city has 

an estimated total population of 95,093 of whom 47,121 were males and 

47 ,972 were females. Nekemte is the largest city both in East Wollega Zon 

and Gu to Wayu woreda. In terms its ethnic composition, the Oromo ethnic 

group constitutes about 70% of the town's population followed by Amahara, 

and Guraghe, which together constitute about 20%. Tigreans and other 

ethnic groups cover the remaining 10%. 

3.2. Research Design and Methods 

This study employed a cross-sectional research design in order to obtain the 

da ta on the issue under study. The Self-administered Survey is widely 

employed in this study because it is the most suitable method of data 

collection on attitudinal research. 

This research was conducted in Nekemte town, East Wollega Zone of the 

Regional State of Oromia. The town is located at the distance of 330 Kms. 

West of the capital, Addis Ababa. The town is divided into six Administrative 

sub cities, namely, Bakanisa-Kasse sub city, cheleleki sub city, Burka-Jato 

sub city, Darge sub city, Bakke-Jama sub city and Kesso sub city. The 

population of the town is estimated to be 95,093 of whom 47,121 were males 

and 47,972 were females. The dominant ethnic group in the town is Oromo 

ethnic group, making up over 70% of the town's population. 
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3.2. 1. Sources of Data, Sample Design and Selection 

Procedures 

This research is mainly an explanatory research which establishes a causal 

rela tion ship between the attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage and the 

pe rsona 1 and structural factors influencing those attitudes. The research is 

mainly relied on primary data obtained by quantitative methods of data 

coll ec tion, specifically the self-administered survey research in order to 

measure the attitudes of people toward interethnic marriages. Survey 

research is employed because of its suitability for attitudinal research. 

Throu gh survey research, information about the personal backgrounds and 

opmlOns and feelings of respondents toward interethnic marriage was 

collected. In addition, the qualitative research method particularly, case 

study interview, was held with some selected cases in order to obtain 

information about the experiences and the martial situation and challenges 

of people who are involved in interethnic marriages. 

3.2.2. The Survey Research 

In th is s tudy, the self-administered survey research was used because ideas, 

beliefs, . values and attitudes of people are better captured by using this 

research method. Moreover, survey method helps to collect data that enable 

the researcher to establish the causal relationships between the dependent 

varia ble (attitudes toward interethnic marriage) and a number of independent 

variables . 
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Therefore household survey was carried out in Nekemte town in order to 

gather information on the factors which influence attitudes towa rd ethnic 

in termarriage. 

3.2.3. Population of the Study 

The target populations of this study are residents of Nekemte Town in Oromia 

Regional State of Eastern Wollega zone. The town has been selected as study 

site because of its diverse composition of different ethic groups the largest of 

whic h is the Oromo ethnic group constituting about 70% of the town's 

population followed by Amahara, and Guraghe, which together constitute 

about 20%. Tigreans and other ethnic groups cover the remaining 10%. 

Sucb relatively diverse population would give the researcher the opportunity 

to examine the issue under study. However, the major reason for the 

selection of the study area is the fact that the researcher has an enormous 

personal experience and knowledge about the study area. 

3.2.4. Samples and Sampling Technique 

This study employs both probability and non-probability sampling methods. 

In proba bility sampling, the simple random sampling and systematic random 

. sampling techniques were used in order to select sample respondents from 

the r:-0pulation. At first, sub-cities were selected randomly by lottery method. 

Accordingly, from the six sub-cities three of them, namely Cheleleki (with a 

population number of 17,489 in 3,497 households), Jato (with a population 
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number of17, 441 in 3,488 households) and Bekenisa-kesse (with a 

population number of 18,905 in 3,781 households) were chosen to make the 

final selection of sample respondents. After the selection of the sub-cities the , 

list of household heads (the sampling frame) of each selected sub-city was 

obtai ned in order to make the final selection of households by using a 

sys teln8tic random sampling. The town has a total popUlation number of 

95,093 in 19,018 households. The three selected sub-cities have a total 

population of 63,835 in10, 766 households. Out of the 10, 766 households, 

500 households were selected for data collection. 

In Cheleleki (3,497 households) and Jato (3,488 hoseholds) SUb-cities, a 

samp le of 328 households, 164 from the each sub-city, were selected to 

respond to the questionnaire. Every 21 st house number in the list was picked 

up. Similarly, a sample of 172 households, out of the total 3,781 households, 

was selected in Bekenisa-kesse sub-city. Every 22nd house number in the list 

was picked up to fill out the survey questionnaire. The sample size was 

determined based on Cohen, et al. (2005) table of representative sample size 

determination for research activities for a given population. 

Accordingly, household heads were contacted. One person, above the age of 

18 from each household was picked up (it can be the husband, wife or any 

member of the household) to respond to the questionnaires, The person to be 

contacted was selected based on his/her sex, to equate the number of male 

, h 'ble Hence if a male respondent is and lemale respondents as muc as pOSSl. , 
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picked in one household, the female respondent must be taken in the next 

household in order to balance the sex ratio. The respondent can be anyone 

who is the member of the household above the age of 18. The age of 18 is 

taken as a starting point because it is assumed that most people at this age 

are likely to take their own decisions including those concerned with mate-

selection. 

From the 500 participants, 468 of them were analyzed in this study because 

the rest of the respondents either did not complete the questionnaire or did 

not retu rn it at all . 

Moreover, non-probability sampling technique, particularily, purpOSlve 

sampling was used in order to select four couple respondents for case study. 

Thus, two couples from Bekenisa-Kesse and the other two from Cheleleki 

su b-cities were selected purposively based on certain criteria. These criteria 

include, sex (equal number of male and female respondents), marital status 

(the interviewees must be married or divorced) and marital types (ethnically 

exogamous marriages). This purposive selection was made because the 

researcher wanted to study the marital conditions and challenges of those 

who are involved in ethnic intermarriage. 

3.2.5. The survey instrument 

In orr:ler to gather quantitative data pertaining to demographic variables and 

attitudes towards interethnic marriage, structured and pre-coded 

ques lionnaires were developed. 
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The qu estionnaire generally has five parts. The firs t part of the questionnaire 

asks about the personal backgrounds of respondents such as their age, sex, 

ethnicity, educational level and so on. The second part of the questionnaire 

meas ures religiosity of a person by taking into consideration the frequ ency 0 

church / mosque attendance and the level of commitment to the core 

values/ dogmas of one's religion. The third part of the questionnaire eva luates 

the previous contact an individual had with different ethnic groups in his/her 

socia l ~nvironment. Here the respondents were asked to respond to a 

question by saying Yes==1 and No==2 . 

Th e i'ou rth part of the questionnaire measures the saliency of ethnic identity 

and ethnic commitment of respondents by using a likert scale with four 

po in ts. Thus, to this effect, a racial/ethnic salience index was adapted and 

modified from existing instruments (Sanders- Thompson, 1999) in order to 

measure the salience of ethnic identity. Here the respondents were asked 5 

questions to show the importance of their ethnicity and ethnic identity on a 

continuum of scale that ranges from not very important ==0 some what 

important == I, important == 2, and very important==3. A highest score 

indicates strong ethnic identity salience whereas low score indicates a weak 

. ethnic identity salience. In addition, a Multi-group Ethnic Identi ty Measure 

(MEIM) with 12 items was adapted (Phinney, 1992) and used to measure the 

level of one's ethnic identity search, commitment, belongingness and 

affirmation. The responses are coded by numbers 1 to 4 i.e. Strongly Agree==4, 
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Agree=3 , Disagree=2 and Strongly Disagree= 1. The highes 
score how 

s trong ethnic commitment and belongingness to one's own ethnic group 

while the lowest score shows weaker commitment and beiongingness . 

The la s t part of the questionnaire, having 15 items, measures the persona l 

feelings a nd attitudes toward interethnic marriage by using a liker t scale with 

[our points. Likewise, the responses are again coded by numbers 1-4 a s 

follows : Strongly Agree=4, Agree=3, Disagree=2 and Strongly Disagree= 1. The 

h ighest score shows positive attitude towards ethnic interma rriage whereas 

the lowes t score shows negative attitude. 

Finally, checklists for case study were also prepared in order to obta in 

detailed information about the experience of ethnica lly in terma rried 

respcJl1dents. The respondents were asked about their feelings, experiences 

and the problems and challenges they have encountered in in terethnic 

partnership and how they have dealt with such problems. 

3 .2.G. Pilot test 

'J he p ilo t test is useful for improving the quality of the data obtained. Before 

admin istering the pilot test, the instrument was translated from English in to 

two ]ocal languages: Amharic and Afan Oromo by two graduate studen ts and 

the researcher. Backward and forward translations of items were made to 

avoid the mea ning difference between the original version and the transla ted 

version s of the questionnaires. Hence, prior to admin is tering the actu a l 
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ques tion n a ire pilot test has been conducted on 30 individuals in 8 cko a 
, 

town adjacent to the study area. Pilot test reviewers were asked not only to 

answer the questionnaire but also to give the investigator feedback on each 

section of the questionnaire. Then based on the pilot test items were added , 

deleted or rephrased to avoid meaning disparities. 

3.2. 7 . Secondary Data 

The primary data obtained was supplemented by review of relevant 

docume nts , both published and unpublished. The major secondary Sources 

that were u tilized in this study include books, articles, and previou s works of 

resea rchers, statistical pUblications of government organizations, journals, 

magazines and reports that are relevant to the issue under s tudy. 

3.2.8. Procedure of Data Collection 

Before distributing the instruments of data collection, the researcher has 

consulted and gave the letter of cooperation to the concerned bodies in 

Nekemte Town Administration and told them briefly the purpose and 

objective of the study in order to get permission for carrying out the research . 

After getting permission from the town administration, the researcher has 

con tactcd officials at sub-city level to obtain the necessary information 

includin g the figure of the town's population, the number of sub-cities and 

the nu mber of household heads. Having data . of the number of household 
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resid ents in the town, the researcher determined the sample size for the final 

data co;lection. 

The final data collection took the researcher about three weeks including 

orien tation for assistant researchers (from the first week of January up to the 

third week of January2011). Hence, with the cooperation and assistance of 

five pe:.Jple, the researcher started the process of data collection. The 

resea rcher oriented the assistants the basic skills in data collection and that 

respondents give information based on their consent. For those respondents 

who cannot read and write, the assistant researchers would help them in 

filling the questionnaire. The researcher carried out the case study after the 

collection of the quantitative data towards the end of January and the 

beginning of February 2011. 

3.2.9. Methods of Data entry and Analysis 

The data obtained through quantitative method (Survey Research) were coded 

and entered in to the Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS 

Version15.0) software in order to be analyzed by using appropriate statistical 

methods. The following statistical measures were used in order to attain the 

objectives set in the proposal: 

> Independent Sample t-test was used to examine gender differences on 

a ttitude towards ethnic intermarriage, because the researcher wanted 

to see the mean dIfferences etween , . b the two groups which fits to 
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independent sample t-test assumption AgalOn th t to ° I I 
° ,e same s a Istlca too 

was utilized in order to see the mean dlof'f"erences b t· d 
LI e ween respon ents 

of mixed and same ethnic parentageo 

>- Bivariate correlational analysis was used to see the relationship 

between religiosity and attitudes toward interethnic marriage and the 

relationship between ethnic identity salience and commitment and 

a ttitudes toward interethnic marriage. Here the purpose is to see the 

extent to which attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage are rela ted to the 

specific factors mentioned above by computing their coefficient 

correlation. 

:> One-way ANOVA was employed to test whether there is a variation 

anlOng respondents of different age groups, places of origin and 

educational levels in their attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage ° Since 

one-way ANOVA involves the analysis of one independent variable with 

more than two levels, it is an appropriate statistical method to be usedo 

>- The Tukey Post hoc comparison procedure was performed to examine 

the pair wise differences because it assumes unequal sample size 

across sample groups, which is appropriate for this studyo 

>- In order to check whether attitude towards interethnic marriage is 

predicted from variables of prior contact with other ethnic groups, 

multiple regressions have been computed. 
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.~ Finally, the qualitative texts obtained by interv· I d 
lew were ana yz u Ing 

conten t analysis. The summaries of the analysis were present d u In 

narrative and descriptive format in order to explain he dee p sated 

feelings, intentions and experiences of respondents who a re ethnically 

in term arried. 

3.2.10. Limitations of the Study 

This study specifically focuses on attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage and 

on tLe fac tors which influence its incidence. It would be more pre ~ fa ble to 

study the actual patterns of interethnic marriage instead of attitude. 

However, because of the scarcity of data on such marita l records, it would be 

d ifficult to get information on the issue. Therefore, the examination of 

a ttitude is a viable alternative. Since attitudes are predictors of behavior, it is 

possible to deduce the incidence of actual intermarriage from the a ttitude 

peop le hold. Schuman et al. (1997) noted that attitudes can be proscriptive 

by defining what may happen in the future. They also suggested that ethnic 

a ttitude constitute norms about what individuals consider to be acceptable to 

the general pUblic. Schuman et al. (1997) further noted that increases In 

a ttitl ldes toward intermarriage are associated with actual occurrences of 

such marriages. They conclude that the analysis of attitude towards ethnic 

intermarriage is a logical and important extension of the study of the actual 

interethnic marriages. 
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Sears (1 993) and Inglehart (1990) also argued that p ople ' ti ud n 

va lues reflect the material, social and political condi tion that pr v 

duriJ 19 th eir pre-adult years. 

The second limitation is the fact that there i no res arch 
rn o 

inten~thnic m a rriage in Ethiopia. This creates difficul ty to an Iyz h u 

with in the local context. However, the issue of ethnic relation is n 

importan t sociological variable to be investigated . Hence, In pi t of th 

li mita tion s, this study is expected to have enormous con tri bu ion in fi lli n 

the existing knowledge gap in the area. 



Chapter Four 

4. Analysis of Data 

Th is study was intended to examine the personal and tructur fa tor 

which influence people's attitudes toward interethnic marriage. 
ifi lly, 

personal factors such as age, educational level and previous in t r thni 

co ntact a nd structural factors such as ethnic identity salience and thnic 

commitment, belongingness and affirmation, gender, nd 

homogeneity jheterogeneity of the social environment in which on 

up are given a due emphasis. 
br u h t 

This chapter presents the resulting data and interprets them with r p t to 

the .hypotheses formulated. 

Th is chapter begins with a short demographic review of respondents , followed 

by the main analysis of data. Hence, each of the hypotheses 

simu ltaneously analyzed by using appropriate statistica l tools . 



4.1. Background CharacteriStics of Respondents 

Below, the background information of participants is presented in th 

following five summary tables: 

1'able4 .1. Sex by Age Cross tabulation 

~J les Sex 
Total Male Female 

N % N % N % 

Varia 

I 18-25 17 3.6% 16 3.4% 33 7.0% 126-30 109 23.3% 82 17.5% 191 40.8% 31 -35 68 14.5% 72 15.4% 140 29.9% 36-40 22 4.7% 29 6.2% 51 10.9% 41-45 6 1.3% 19 4 .. 1% 25 5.4% 46-50 5 1.1% 6 1.3% II 2.4% 51 and more 12 2.6% 5 1.1% 17 3.6% 239 51.1% 229 48.9% 468 100.0% .. 

Table 4.1 above shows the general characteristics of responden ts . In terms of 

sex, S l. 1 %male and 48.9% female participants were involved in the s tudy. 

Moreover, in terms of age categories 26-30 (40.8%) and 31 -35 (29.9 %) are 

the two most frequent age categories observed in the data. The least frequent 

age ca tegories are those found from 18-25, 46-50 and 51 and more 

represen ted by 7.1 %, 2.4% and 3.6% respectively. 



Table4.2. Characteristics of respondents in terms of their ethnicity 

E :1 hl1 icity 

Croll1c 

Amhal 

Tigre 

Other 

Tota l 
L __ -. 

Frequency 

) 

'a 

Ie 

Percentage 

322 68.8 

85 18.2 

21 4.5 

28 6.0 

12 2.6 

468 100.0 

As sh own in the table 4.2 above, the largest ethnic groups in the s mpl ar 

the Ororno ethnic group representing 68.8% of the total sample follow d by 

AmhJ ra and Tigre ethnic groups (18.2 and 6.0% respectively). 

Table4.3. Characteristics of respondents in terms of the Sameness of 

their Parents' Ethnicity 

Is your Parents' Ethnicity the 
same? Frequency Percentage 

Yes 340 72.6 

No 128 27.4 
1---_ _ 

Total 468 100.0 
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Table 4.3 shows that the majority (about 73o/c) f th 
. 0 0 e respond n t t Id th l 

they have parents who are the same in terms of th ' th" . 
elr e nlclty whll 

(27%) told that they come from parents of mixed ethnicity. 

1'abl ~4. 4. Characteristics 01' respondents in terms .1' th i 
'J OJ e r original 

place of residence 

[ Origi 

I Urban 

Semi-I 

Ru ral 

Total 

I ;~II place of residence 

Irban 

.. -

Frequency Percentage 

202 43 .2 

126 26.9 

140 29.9 

468 100.0 

From ta ble 4.4 above, one can note that over half of the respondent (5 .8%) 

have been brought up in rural or semi-urban areas while the rema ining 43% 

have been grown up in urban centers. With regard to educational level, abo ut 

40% of the respondents have obtained either certificate or diplom from a 

college while about 31 % of them have earned a bachelor's degree or above. A 

very small proportion of the respondents (1%) are illiterate. The details are 

given in the following table (Table4.5) 
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1'ab l A . 5 . Characteristics oj respondents in t .1' h 
erms oJ t e r Educationa l 

Level 

Educil tional Level Frequency Percentage 

Il literate 
6 1.3 

Primary Education 62 13 .2 
1-----

Secondary Education 70 15 .0 
-- - -, 

Certificate/Diploma 186 39. 7 
---- -

Degree and above 144 30.8 
- - -

Total 468 100.0 
L.._ 

4.2. Gender and Attitude towards Ethnic Intermarriage. 

In order to id entify whether there is gender difference in attitude towards 

interethnic marriage independent sample t-test was computed a nd th 

obtained result is given in the following table. 

'1'able4.6: mean difference in attitude towards interethnic marriage between 
male and female 

Group Statistics 

Std. Std. Error 
Sex N Mean Deviation Mean 

t--. 
AttitUde Male 
s 239 31.8201 6.22656 . .40276 

Female 229 32.8341 6.02542 .3981 7 
L-.. 
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Independent Samples Test 

I-test for quali ty f Mean 
r-

I Mean Std. Error % nfidcn e Intervul df Sig. (2-tailed) Difference DitTercn c o the Oi tTcrcl1 c 

Eq lla l variances Atti t 
-1 .789 466 udcs asslllI1ed .074 -1.01 98 .5 7 -2. I 2769 

Eq llal variances not 
-1.790 465.953 asslll1led .074 -1.01398 .56 5 -2. 12 0 

The table above revealed that there is no statistica lly significan t dif~ r n 

between male and female respondents in attitude toward in ter thni 

marr iage. Because t (466) =-1.79, p>.OS. Hence, unlike the hypoth si 

formulated there is no statistically significant gender difference in ppr Yin 

or di;:.;approving ethnic intermarriage. One can also note that th xi t 

small difference in the mean responses for both males (x=31.8) and fern 1 

(x=32 .8) . This means that both males and females have a positive a ttitude 

towards ethnic intermarriage because the mean score for both sexe is 31 . 

and :-3 2.8 . And this score is more than average since the highest score is 60 

and the lowest is 15. Thus, this finding disproves the hypothesis which 

asserts that Women have greater probability to approve interethnic marriag 

than men. Although there is a small difference in the mean respons s of th 

two sexes the t-test result has confirmed that difference is not statistica lly 

significant. 
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4.3. Age Difference in Attitude towards Interethnic Marriage. 

To examine the impact of age on attitude towards ' t th ' . 
In ere mc marn n 

way ANOVA was used. The observed result is show h d ' bl 
n ereun er In the t 

be low. 

Table 4.7: ANOVA summery table for age difference in attitude 

Att itudes toward Interethnic Marriage 

Sum of 
Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Lktween 
Groups 

644.374 7 92.053 2.494 .016 

Within Groups 16980.822 460 36.915 

Total 17625.197 467 

The ANOVA test result in the above table shows that there is a statisti a lly 

signi ficant difference in attitude towards interethnic marriage among different 

age groups. That is F (467) =2.494, p< 0.05. However, the result obtained 

does not show where the actual variation is found among the different age 

groups. Hence, to detect where the actual variation lies, The Tukey post hock 

tes t was computed and presented in the following table 

Dependent Variable: Attitude towards Interethnic Marriage 
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Tukey HSD 

Mean 
Difference (1 -

(I ) Age (J) Age J) Sig. 

18-25 26-30 -1.05108 .777 

31 -35 -3.01663(*) .037 

36-40 -3 .84251(*) .031 

41-45 -3.44979(*) .042 

46-50 -4.52251(*) .033 

51 and more -.22251 1.000 

.' .; The mean difference IS signIficant at the .05 level. 

The post hock test result detected that there is a differenc ttit Id 

between respondents in age category of 18-25 and 31 -35, 36-40, 41 -4, nd 

46-50. The mean difference between them is negative. This impli th t the 

attitude of respondents in the age group 21-25 is negative compared to tho 

of 3 1 -50. This implies that attitudes toward interethnic marriage b com 

negative for younger age groups. This finding again contrasts with the 

hypothesis formulated, because the hypothesis suggests that younger age is 

positively correlated with positive attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. 

However, the Tukey Post hoc test has not shown any statistically significant 

difference among the rest of the age groups. 
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4.4 l 'he Influence of Educational Level on Attitude towards Interethnic 

marriage. 

In order to examme the influence of educational level on attitud t ward 

interethnic marnage, one-way ANOVA was computed becaus it i th 

appropria te statistical tool to examine the influence of an ind p nd n t 

varia ble having more than two levels. Accordingly, the ANOVA t t w ru 

and the result is presented in the following table: 

Table 4.8: Educational Level and Attitudes toward Interethnic 
Man"iage 

Attitudes toward Interethnic Marriage 

- -
Sum of 
Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

l3etw~en 

Groups 1224.986 4 306.247 8.646 .000 

Within Groups 16400.210 463 35.422 

Total 17625.197 467 

The ANOVA test result shows that there is statistically significant difference 

in attitude towards interethnic marriage among respondents of differ nt 

edUcational level F (467) =8.65, p<O.05. But again, this result does not 

exactly show where the variation lIes. T erelore, . h J' to spot where the difference 

eXist, a Tukey post hoc multiple companson was . computed and th following 

result was observed. 
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Multiple Comparisons 

Dependent Variable: Attitudes toward Interethnic Marriage 

Tukey HSD 

(I) Edllcat ional (1) Educational Mean 
level Level Difference O-J) Sig. 

~gree and above Illiterate -3.38194 .65 1 

Primary Education -3.83893(*) .020 

Secondary 
Education -4.02004(*) .000 

Certificate/Diploma -3 .04861(*) .000 
~ 

,. The mean difference IS signIficant at the .05 level. 

The Tukey Post hoc comparison shows that the difference is signifi an t f r 

respondents who attain the educational level of degree and above. Hence, 

although there exist differences in attitude towards interethnic marriage, the 

difference only lies between the highly educated (respondents having the 

educational level of degree and above) and the other three levels. The mean 

difference between respondents having degree and above and the oth r three 

leveb of education are negative as shown in the above table. This implies that 

highly educated people have lesser scores on the scale that measure attitude 

towards interethnic marriage than people at the lower levels of educational 

attainment. However, there IS no established . relationship between 

educational level and attitudes toward interethnic marriages, because the 

resulL does not show any meaningful relationship between the two varia ble 
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that means, the likelihood of disapproving ethnic intermarriage doe 
no 

increase with increasing educational attainment. Yet this finding i im por nt 

because it has revealed that those who are at the upper level of th 

educational ladder have generally low Scores on the scale mea urin 

attitudes toward interethnic marriage. This again contradicts th fo rmul ted 

hypo thesis which asserts that higher levels of education tend to po itiv 

influence attitudes toward interethnic marriages. However, the findin g 

suggests other way round. 

4.5. The Relationship between Religiosity and Attitudes toward 

Interethnic Marriage 

b this study, to identify the relationship between religiosity and tti tud 

towards interethnic marriage, Pearson's product moment orr latio n 

coeffi.cien t has been run. The obtained result is presented below in the table. 

Table4.9: relationship between religiosity and attitude 

Correlations 

Attitudes Religiosity 
Attitudes Pearson Correlation 1 .482 

1--. Sig. (2-tailed) .035* 
N 468 468 1---_ _ 

Re ligiosity Pearson Correlation .482 I 

Sig. (2-tailed) .035* 
N 468 468 . 

Correlation IS significant at the 0.05 level (2-talled). 
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The observed correlation reveals that there is s tatistically ignifi n 

relationship between religiosity and attitudes toward interethnic m rn 

That is r=~.482 , p <OS. This implies that there is a posi tive correl 

be tween religios ity and a ttitudes toward ethnic intermarriage . Henc I 

this [ nding is not in line with the formulated hypothesis becau se it 

that highly religious people are more accepting of ethnic in te rmarri 

ion 

g In 

people who a re less religious while the hypothesis formulated ha m d 

tha t the more secular a person is the more positive attitude h / h h 

towards ethnic intermarriage . • 

4.6. Mixed Parentage and Attitudes toward Interethnic Marriage 

In order to see whether there exists difference between respondents from the 

same and mixed ethnic parents, independent sample t-test was compu t d 

and the result is shown in the following table. 
• 

Table4.10: the difference between the same and Mixed Ethnic Parentage 

Group Statistics 

Sameness of Std. Std. Error 
parents' Ethnicity N Mean Deviation Mean 

Attitude Yes 
340 31 .6765 6.38638 .34635 s 

No 128 34.0156 5.08972 .44987 
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[nde endent Samples Test 

-
t-test for Equali ty of Mean 

Sig. (2- Mean td . Error 5% onfidcnc Inter T df tailed) Difference Difference th i r n 
Lower Upper Lower Lower Upper ppe r 

Att itude Equal variances 
-3.722 466 

s assumed .000 -2.33915 .62848 -3.574 16 -1. 1041 5 

Eq ual variances 
-4.1 20 284.699 .000 not assumed -2.33915 .56775 -3 .45668 -1.22 1 

Table4.10 a bove shows that there is a statistically significa n t dif~ r n 

be tween r espondents from the same and mixed ethnic fa mili In tti ud 

towa rds inter e thnic marriage. This is shown by t (285) =-4 .12, p <O. 05 . Th t i 

the avera ge s core of those who have mixed ethnic parenta ge (x=34 .02, 0 =5.10) 

was s ignificantly different from those who have the same ethnic paren t 

(x=3 1.68, SD=6.39). Hence, this finding indicates that there is a stati t icaJly 

signi ficant difference between the two groups. This finding is in line wi th th 

hypo thesis formulated because the finding has also concluded that people 

who have interethnically mixed parents tend to approve in terethnic 

marriages . 

4.7. Ethnic Identity and Attitude towards Interethnic Marriage 

4.7.1. Ethnic Identity Salience and Attitude towards Interethnic 

Marriage 

In order to s ee if there is a relationship .between Ethnic identity salience and 

attitll de towards interethnic marriage, Pearson's produc t momen t corr la ti on 
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coefficient was computed and the following 
result was obtain and 

presented in the following table (table4 .11). 

Table 4.11: the relationship between h 
et nic identity salience and 

attitude towards interethnic marriage 

Corre iations 

r--" 
Attitudes Identity Salience 

Alti tll :les Pearson 
Correlation 1 -.200(**) 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 

N 468 468 
--

Identiiy Salience Pearson 
Correlation -.200(**) I 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 

N 468 468 

** COil elation IS slglllficant at the 0.01 level (2-taded). 

From table 4 .11 above one can see that there is a sta tistica lly significant 

negative correlation between ethnic identity salience and attitude towards 

interethnic m a rriage because r=-0.2 at p<0.05 and also a t p<O.O 1. This 

fi nding a lso supported the hypothesis formulated and the test resu lt has 

shown tha t those respondents whose ethnic identity is relatively more 

important than their other identities tend to have a negative attitude toward 

Interethnic ma rriage. 
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4.7.2. Ethnic Commitment and Attitude towards Interethnic 
Marriage 

The same statistical procedure, Pearson's product moment corr 1 tion 

coefficient is used to determine the relationship between ethnic id nti ty 

search, affirmation, belongingness and commitment and attitude tow rd 

interethnic marriage . Likewise, the following result is obtained and present d 

in th e table below: 

Tabl~ 4 .12: the relationship between Ethnic commitment and Attitude 

towards interethnic Marriage 

Correlations 

Attitudes Ethnic commitment 

Att itudes Pearson Correlation 1 -.242(**) 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 

N 468 468 

Ethnic Pearson Correlation 
-.242(**) I cOlllmitment 

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 

N 468 468 

** Correlation IS signifi cant at the 0.01 level (2-taIled). 

From table 4.12 one can see that there is a statistically significant negative 

correlation between ethnic identity search, affirmation, belongingness and 

. ' . because r=-0.24 at commitment and attitude towards interethmc marnage 

. again supports the h pothesi P<O.05 and also at p<O.O 1. This findmg 
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formulated because people who have a strong, commitment, belongin ne 

and affirmation for their ethnic group tend to have a negative atbtud 

towards in terethnic marriage. 

4.8. Heterogeneity and Attitude towards Interethnic marriage 

To examine the difference in attitude among respondents coming fro 

different social environments, one-way ANOVA was computed and presented 

in the following table 

Table 4.13: Differences in social environments on attitude towards 

interethnic marriage 

ANOV A 

Attitudes toward Interethnic Marriage 

Sum of 
Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

-Between 
Groups 730.744 2 365.372 10.056 .000 

Within Groups 16894.453 465 36.332 

Total 17625. 197 467 
- , 

The test result shows that there is statistically significant difference In 

. . pondents of different social atti tude towards interethnic marnage among res 

. that people who have been environments (F, 467=10.10, p<O.Ol). ThIS means 

b . . the different attitudes toward rour;ht up in different social envIronmen s av 
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ethnic intermarriage. However the ANOVA result obtained above do 
n 

show where the difference lies. Hence to t h 
, spo were the actual diff r n 

bes, a Tukey post hoc multiple comparison was d 
one and the following re ul 

was observed. 

Mli itiple Comparisons 

Depenc;ent Variable: Attitudes toward Interethnic Marriage 

Tukey HSD 

(I) original (J) original Mean 
place of place of Difference 
residence residence (I-J) Std. Error Sig. 

Urban Semi-urban 2.79121(*) .68426 .000 

Rural 2.20629(*) .66286 .003 

Semi-urban Urban -2.79121(*) .68426 .000 

Rural -.58492 .74018 .709 

Ru ra l Urban -2.20629(*) .66286 .003 

Semi-urban .58492 .74018 .709 
L . _ _ 

* The mean difference IS slglllficant at the .05 level. 

Frorn the table above we can see that the difference is observed between 

resp~ndents from urban social environment and respondents from rural 

and/ ')r semi-urban social environments. But there is no statistically 

significant difference between respondents from rural and semi-urban 

environments. This implies that respondents from urban social environment 

tend to approve interethnic marriage when compared with respondents who 

have been grown up in rural and semi-rural social environments be au th 

mean difference of both rural and semi-urban environments is n gative in 
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relation to the urban environment. This finding, therefore, supported 

stated hypothesis that the greater the ethnic heterogeneity, the mor po itiv 

attitudes people have towards interethnic marriages. This is so becau 

urban environments are characterized by greater heterogeneity in te rm of 

ethnic, cultural, social and religious composition. In heterogeneous societi 

there is always interdependence and this in tUrn dictates memb r to 

interact on regular basis. 

4.9. Prior Interethnic Contact and Attitude towards interethnic Marriage 

In order to check whether attitude towards interethnic marriage i predicted 

from variables of prior contact, multiple regressions have been computed and 

the following result has been obtained: 

Table 4.14: the relationship between previous interethnic contact and 

Attitudes toward interethnic marriage 

ANOVA (b) 

Mode l 

Sum of Squares Of Mean Square F Sig. 

I Regression 769.443 6 128.240 3.507 .002(a) 

Residual 16855.754 461 36.563 

Total 17625. 197 467 
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b Dependent Variable: Attitude towards Interethnl·c 'M . , arnage 

coefficients (a) 

Model Unstandardized 
Standardized 
Coefficients 

Coefficients 

1--. 
B Std. Error Beta t Sig. 

I (Constant) 38.1 75 1.770 21 .567 .000 

Have you ever had a 
friend from other ethnic -1.336 .680 -,099 -1.967 ,0 iO 
groups 

Have you dated from an 
-.421 

other ethnic group .652 -.033 -.646 .519 

Working with members 
1.627 

of other ethnicities .710 .118 2.292 .022 

Living with members of 
different ethnic group in 
a neighborhood -1.971 .621 -.153 -3.174 .002 

Employed for a person 
-1.461 of another ethnicity 1.029 -.073 -1.420 .156 

Attending class with a 
person of another ethn ic -.575 1.077 -.026 -.534 ,594 

group 

,I. Dependent Variable: AttItudes toward InterethnIc Marnage 

As of table 4.15, the F-ratio indicates that previous interethnic con tact is 

significant at .05. However when the t-value for each variable is considered 

attitude towards interethnic marriage is explained as a result of working with 

members of other ethnic groups and living with members of different ethnic 

grou ps in a neighborhood. For the rest of the variables no significant 

1 ercnce exists on attitude towards interethnic marriage. This finding i d' ff 

Consistent with the hypothesis that People with previous interethn ic contact 



have more positive attitudes toward interethnic rna ' th 
rnage an peopl ho d 

not have contacts . 

4.1 (1, AnaZysis of the Case studies 

The purpose of this case study was to understand the marital condi tion nd 

challenges of ethnically intermarried couples and how successful thes 

interethnic couples have built and maintained su h it' h ' c re a I.On lp . 

Specifically, how did these couples manage to overcome the barrier and 

challenges th ey h ave faced because of their ethnic differences? In order to 

gain their individual perspectives, four ethnically intermarried coupl w r 

interviewed together as a couple in their homes. While questions were open 

ende6 to a llow the participants to reflect and share their experiences, th 

ques tions and focus of this research were specifically on what types of 

~ roblems and challenges these couples had · faced, and what skills and 

resources they had or developed to overcome their challenges. Couples were 

asked about their specific challenges as compared to the literature, and 

about what resources they drew on to resolve their challenges . These 

responses were th en coded to look for themes in both their responses and 

attitudes towards their experiences. 

This section presents the case study of the participants followed by the 

fin dings and themes that came out of these case interviews. The themes are 

. . t uch as the in terfere nce of orgal11zed under two parts: the challengmg even s, s . 



third party and cultural differences and the res 
, ources couples have to deal 

wi th the challenges. Moreover, the quotes and statem t f h . . 
en sot e partlclpan 

are used to illustrate the findings. 

4.10,1. Case Studies 

In this section a brief biographical sketch of each of the participant 

presented. Fictitious names have been used to ensure the confidentiality of 

the participants. 

Hirut and Abebe 

W fro Hirut and Ato Abebe, an Amhara and Oromo respectively, are in the ir 

early forties and have been married for 17 years. This is the first marriage for 

both ')f them. They have two sons and a daughter whose ages range [rom 8-

14. They first met in Nekemte, where Hirut's parents had come to work and 

live. Abebe is from rural area and has become successful in his education 

and earned a job in government agency. However, Hirut does not have a 

forme'l job. In their relationship their ethnic difference was not a big issue 

becm.:~se what is important in their relationship is love and similarity in their 

religious affiliation. Both are fanatic followers of Ethiopian Orthodox Church . 

The couple is bilingual, as both speak Amharic and Afan Oromo languages. 
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Almaz and Kebede 

W f ro Almaz, from Guraghe ethnic group and Ato Kebede from Amh fa 

ethnic group, are in their early thirties and early forties respectively. Th y 

have been married for six years and have a son and a daughter. This wa th 

fi rst marriage for W / ro Almaz while the second for Ato Kebede. They have met 

in Nekemte while Almaz was living with her brother. They are both follow r 

of the Ethiopian Orthodox Church. Both of them do not mind about th ir 

ethnic differences. What is important for them is religious similari ty, sinc 

they do not compromise for religious differences. The couple run th ir own 

busir:ess. 

Azeb and Girma 

W f ro Azeb from Tigre ethnic group and Ato Girma from Oromo ethnic group, 

are in their early forties and late forties respectively. They have been married 

for nearly twenty years. They have got three sons and two daughters from 

this marriage . They met in Tigray when Ato Girma was a soldier during the 

Dergue Regime. They came to Nekemte to live together in the late 1980's 

(QC) . W fro Azeb has still maintained her relationship with the extended 

family in Tigray. Ato Girma works in a government organization while W fro 

Azeb is involved in petty trading. They are both members of the Ethiopian 

Evangelical Church Mekane Yesus. 



Fatuma and Abdella 

Fatuma and Abdella, both In their mid twenties, are young couple from 

Oromo and Silte e thnic groups respectively. They have been coha bit d for 

abo U[ three years and got a baby boy. They met here in Nekemte and star 

datin g. After Fatuma got pregnant, they have decided to live togeth r. 

Abdella works in his own shop and Fatuma assists him by selling th 

commodities in the shop. They are both Muslims in their religious affilia tion. 

When they started living together, they have faced many problems, socia l, 

economic and psychological. Socially, they have faced strong opposi tion from 

Fatuma's families. So they have to deal with the challenges by convin ing h r 

families to approve the marriage. And economically, since they were not ready 

for marriage, they encountered a financial problem but they have overcome it 

through hardworking. Psychologically, it takes them long time, (e pecia lly 

Abdella) to convince themselves that they are capable of running their own 

marriage. 

4.10.2. Challenges of the couples 

The challenges and hardships reported by the couples have been divided in 

two: the normative challenges and ethnically based challenges, i.e . those 

h I suIts of their ethnic c allL:nges which are seen by the coup es as re 

differences. 
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4.10.2.1 Normative Challenges 

All couples go through challenges and hardships and all . (' 
marnages lace hard 

times. Many of these challenges are called normative because they ar th 

ones that are faced by almost every marriage as a rite of passage, regardles 

oi the background of the couples (Sung, 1990). The couples interviewed for 

this study are not exceptional. The first challenges they often spok of w r 

not necessarily ethnically related ones, rather they are challenges common 

marriages in general. 

One of the normative challenges mentioned by the participants is adjustm n t 

to marriage. They mentioned that adjustment to marriage, to go from livin 

with parents to suddenly living with someone else, was hard. Abdella (a Silte), 

who has been living alone before his marriage said: 

I think the most challenging situation is the fear because I was not 

convinced that I could build a family and have children. It was not 

about the ethnic background of my wife, it was just getting married 

that frustrated me for a while. 

His wi.fe, Fatuma, an Oromo talked about the difficulties she experienced in 

having not only to adjust living with Abdella but also to the way they were 

married, to being cohabited after getting pregnant is something unacceptable. 

The Couples have felt that the first year of marriage was the toughest for 

th t d from her families who em particularly for Fatuma as she was separa e 

r . 
IVe 10 the same town. 
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Other cou ples have also mentioned financial problems in the difficultie 

adJ' usting to m arriage. Hirut and Abebe reported th t fi ' a manCla problems 

complicated th eir lives. When asked about the biggest challenges th y hav 

faced together in their marriage, Abebe said: 

Probably the financial problems; at that time both of us did not have 

permanent income. So I had to complete my education, and feed the 

family . It was difficult and we had to work hard on that. That was the 

biggest challenge. 

Another norm a tive challenge faced by the couples is parenting. The literature 

on interethnic couples states that couples have conflicts becaus of their 

cultural differences in disciplining and raising children. Some of th ouple 

mentloned ch a llenges because of ethnic differences in this area. For in stance, 

W f ro Hirut sa id: 

Sometimes we disagree on how to discipline children, but it is not that 

much exaggerated. However, our major disagreement comes on the 

naming of children. I want to name my children in Amharic name while he 

(Ato Abebe) wants to name them in Afan Dromo name. But we compromise 

this difference by simultaneously naming them from both languages. 

However, others felt that their cultural views on parenting were in agr ement 

and as such n ot sources of disagreement. 

4 . .10.2.2. Cultural Challenges 

L't h . t thnically married couples 
I eratures on interethnic marriages state t at ill ere 

face family and societal disapproval and have difficulties with their spou ses 
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round cultural traditions and holidays, raising child d 1 . a ren an anguage barfler 

among other difficulties (Romano, 1994). Hence, the couples have been 

interviewed on cultural barriers which they face because of their ethnic 

differences. 

The literature often lists family disapproval as the biggest challenge faced b 

interethnic couples (Sung, 1990). All the interviewed couples have noted that 

they had met oppositions from the members of extended families eith r directly 

or indirectly. For instance Ato Abebe noted: 

My parents did not like my wife because of her ethnicity and as a result they 

do not come to my home. During holidays and at certain occasions, I go alone 

to v£sit my parents because they don't like my wife. 

Moreover, W fro Hirut said that she tried to comfort the parents of her 

husband, especially his mother but she was not successful in convincing them 

bec8.use they a re much concerned about endogamous marriage. Even wi thin 

endogamy, there are people who are excluded from being a potential mate. 

Family disapproval is also manifested through indirect and subtle ways. These 

include exclusion from family affairs and gossip. For example Ato Girma said: 

My parents do not openly oppose to my marriage, however they indirectly 

express their feeling of dissatisfaction in different ways. For instance, they 

don't invite me in the family get together with my wife. Moreover, they do 

not involve me on issues concerning the family because they assume that J 

am no more the member of that family. 
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Therefore, family members express their discomfort about the marriage 0 

their members both directly and indirectly. 

The societal disapproval is not as such serious problem. But still few 

respondents noted that they were discriminated by their friend nd 

neighbors. However, interethnically married couples are not confronted 

directly, rather they were systematically discriminated. Abdella has told that 

he was alienated by his friends and relatives who work and live with him 

after he has been married to Fatuma. 

!.ltho ugh the family and societal disapproval pose a problem to 

inlercthnically married couples, these challenges wither away as time go 

and the couples bear children. Ato Girma stated: 

Both family and societal disapproval were severe in the early years of our 

marriage. However, through the passage of time all those challenges have 

withered away. Today we are living peacefully with our neighbors and 

relatives. 

l-:ence, the challenges and problems of interethnic ally married couples are 

temporal and after sometimes these challenges would be overcome as time 

goes. 

4.1 0.3. Coping Strategies 

These are coping skills to which couples turn in to in hard times. The couples 

interviewed used a wide range of resources to help themselves cope with their 

challenges or stressors. The most common . strategies or resources the 
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couples mentioned include communication work' t 
, mg owards common goa 

and religion. 

All the couples interviewed mentioned communicatl'on k 
as a ey resource to 

deal with s tressors. All the couples felt that both verbal and non-verbal 

communications were important resources to maintain their marriage. Th y 

talked about knowing when to talk and when to give each other space a on 

aspect of communication. These couples were each other's best friend nd 

felt about their partners. For instance, W lro Almaz stated: 

My husband is like my best friend, he is the one I talk to most of the time. If 

something is bothering me, I just talk to him He is not only my husband but 

also my brother, my father and my everything. 

They felt this friendship and their ability to talk to each other were the first 

resource they turned to when things go wrong. The couples worked out to 

have open lines of communication between themselves and always feel that 

they could talk to each other. Hence, the couples use communication as a 

means of comforting one another in times of disappointment and discomfort. 

Worki ng towards common goals was also listed as another way of coping with 

stressors. For instance, Fatuma and Abdella felt that they work together for 

their business . This forced them to communicate and work things out as well 

. as provided an opportunity for them to spend time together and get to know 

each other more over time. Others spoke of parenting as another common 

1 h · h'ld n about both cultures goa . For the couples, finding way to teach t elr eire 
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provided a common goal for them to work towards together. Fo in tan 

w/ ro Azeb told: 

After we have got our first child, our relationship has been improved 

because we thought that our lives became meaningful and that we would 

have something to live for. 

The other important resource used as a coping strategy is religion. All the 

couples mentioned religion as a key resource to deal with challenges and 

problems beca use religious values justify their relationships. They felt that 

bJth the shared activity of practicing religion and the things taught to them 

by their faiths served as buffers to challenges. W fro Hirut and Ato Ab b 

stated that following the values taught in their churches prevented other 

problems they feel they might have had without their faith. 

They 8.1so talked about their religious beliefs providing a broader culture that 

overcame other cultural differences they had. Ato Girma said: 

There is a gospel culture, and if you try to live the gospel culture, then the 

other cultures are just sort of follow along. I think the church brings 

certain values that tend to overcome cultural differences. 

All the couples stated that their religious similarity with their partner was 

important and provided a sense of security to their relationships. 
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Chapter Five 

5. Discussion 

The Primary aim of this study was to investigate the personal and structural 

facto rs that influence people's attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. In th 

study variables such as attitudes toward interethnic marriage, religiosity, 

family influen ce, prior contact with other ethnicities, ethnic identity salien e 

and ethnic identity search, affirmation, belongingness and commi tment 

were mea sured quantitatively while the challenges and problem faced by 

e~:hnically intermarried couples was explored qualitatively as intervi w w 

used here. In this section the obtained results are discussed in relation to 

previous findings regarding the objectives of this study. 

5.1. The Influence of Gender and Age Differences on Attitude 

. towards Ethnic Intermarriage 

In th is study the gender difference on attitudes toward interethnic marriage 

was examined using the independent sample t-test. The obtained resul t 

showed that there is no statistically significant difference between males and 

females in a ttitudes toward interethnic marriage. This means that both males 

and females have positive attitude regarding ethnic intermarriage, because 

th cor both sexes is more or less similar, 31.8 and e mean Scores obtained I' 

. . fi d' . similar to Johnson 32.8 for males and females respectIvely. ThIS m mg IS 

and J revealed that gender was not sign i fican tJ , acobson (2005) who have 
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related to th e approval of interethnic marriages Th's ' '1 . 
, 1 SImI anty between th 

sexes exists m ay be because people in general, regardless of sex 
, cc p. 

people not based on their ethnicity rather based on other similar so i 1 

categories such as religion, 

However, this result is inconsistent with Miur and McGlamery (1998) who 

showed that black men are more likely to accept persons of other ethniciti 

or races in a m ore intimate relationships including marriage and dating while 

black women a re more likely to oppose interethnic intimate relations. On th 

other hand, other studies show that men have a more negativ attitud 

towards ethnic intermarriage. For example, Asian women have shown gr t r 

propensity tha n their male counterparts to marry outside their ethnic groups 

(Kulczycki a n d Lobo, 2002), 

Wi th regard to age, this study has found out that the age difference has a 

s ~atistically significant influence on attitude towards interethnic marriage. 

This finding is similar with previous studies in that it detects differences in 

attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. However, unlike, the previous studies, 

(Johnson and J acobson, 2005), it found out that the younger age groups tend 

to disapprove in terethnic marriage. However, Johnson and Jacobson's (2005) 

study reported that older people teI1d to have negative attitudes toward 

. . . h' d t e is may be because of Jn1ercthmc m a rriage than younger ones .T IS epar ur 

th ' b more aware of it's ethn ic e younger generation in EthiopIa has ecome 

h ' 'ty ' today's Ethiopia has membership than ever before, The issue of et mCI In 
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b.::corne more sensitive. As a result marrying within one's th . 
e mc group has 

become the norm. 

5.2. The Influence of Educational Level on Attitude towards 

Interethnic Marriage. 

In order to examine the influence of educational level on attitude towards 

intere thnic marriage, one-way ANOVA was computed and the result found 

out that educational level has a statistically significant influence on the 

approval or disapproval of ethnic intermarriage. The Tukey post hoc multiple 

comp'lrisons carried out has shown that the highly educated people hay 

relatively a n egative attitude towards interethnic marriage . This findin 

deviates from the existing literature because in the literature it is argued that 

highly educated people keep less social distance towards ethnic minorities 

than the lower educated people (Johnson and Jacobson, 2005; Schuman et 

al. 1997). Moreover, highly educated group members tend to participate in 

settings in which the presence of co-ethnics is smaller in number, thus they 

would be more attracted to out-group members. Higher levels of education 

are Usually related to higher incomes and occupations, as well as to higher 

levels of acceptance and understanding towards different cultures and more 

open and tolerant attitudes. Education is not only strongly related to incomes 

and higher status but also to values and life styles (Van Tubergen and Maas, , 

200 . higher levels of education, 5). Hence, it is assumed that as one attams 
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his/ her prejudice decreases and becomes more 0 t h ' pen 0 ot er cultures. 

HoweYler , this study found that highly educated people h ave a more reluc nt 

attitude towards ethnic intermarriage. This may be partly explained by th 

fact that as one attains higher levels of education he / she b ' ecome more 

aware of the historical and cultural relations that have existed b tw n 

his/her ethnic group and other ethnic groups, and becomes more loyal to 

his/her ethnic group. Hence, as Kalmijn, (1998) asserts education can also 

discourages smooth inter-group relations by letting people to become aw r 

of their ethnic identities. When people become aware of their thni 

ic:cntities, they will identify themselves to a particular group and this creat 

a feeling of strong group identification. Hence when people develop stron 

sense of group identity, they would tend to internalize group norm [ 

endof;amy. Hence m such instances, education can hinder ethnic 

intermarriage. This finding is therefore, consistent with the argument of 

Kalmijin (1998) in that education can stimulate ethnic intolerance by creating 

a feeling of strong group identification. This ' makes people to develop a 

negat ive and intolerant feeling about out-group members. 

5.3. The Relationship between Religiosity and Attitudes 

toward Interethnic Marriage 

The relationship between religiosity and attitudes toward interethnic 

. , d tent correlation coefficient. marnage is measured by Pearson s pro uc mom 

'[ . . . I fon between religiosity 
his ~tudy found out that there is a posltIVe corre a 1 
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and attitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. However r 1" . 
. ,e IglOSlty, as measured 

by church membership and frequency of attendance, is thought to be 

negatively correlated to ethnic attitudes in general and interethnic marria 

in particula r. This study has considered other indicators of religiosity uc a 

frequency of prayer, and ritual activities because church membership and 

attendance cannot fully capture the level of one's religiosity. Johnson and 

Jacobson (2005) have found out that people who do not attend church r 

generally more accepting of interethnic marriage than those who practic 

their religion . Van Tubergen and Maas (2005) on the other hand, noted th t 

people who are more affiliated to a religion are less likely to respect the norm 

of ethnic endogamy, because they rather prefer religious endogamy (people 

who have beliefs and values similar to their own) in mate selection. As a 

result, they tend to marry out to other ethnic/racial groups with similar 

rel igious beliefs and values. The result of this study is therefore, consistent 

with Van Tubergen and Maas (2005) who argued that religious people prefer 

partners who have beliefs and values similar to their own. This may also be 

attributed to the fact that religious people follow the spiritual principle that 

all humans are equal before the creator. As a result, they do not consider 

ethnicity as a criterion in mate selection. 

5,4 Ethnic Identity Salience and Ethnic Intermarriage 

d attitude towards The relationship between Ethnic identity salience an 

uSl'ng Pearson's product moment l11terethnic marriage was computed 
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Correlation coefficient. According to this finding there' . . 
1S a negative correlatIon 

between the relative importance of ethnic identity and tt't d 
a lues toward 

interdhnic marriage. This implies that people whose ethnic identity is mor 

important tend to have a negative attitude towards interethnic marriage. Thi 

finding is consistent with Rosenblatt et al., (1995) who suggested tha 

more salient a n ethnic identity is, the lesser the probability to marry outsid 

People's ethnic identity may be challenged for their involvement in interethnic 

relationships . Participating in a relationship with someone of dif~ r n 

ethnicity may cause an individual to raise questions about the identitie of 

those involving in such relations. As a result, people develop a feeling of 

hostility toward other ethnic groups to show that their ethnic identity is mor 

important than any other identity they are known with. 

5.5 Ethnic Commitment and Attitude towards interethnic 

marriage 

The relationship between ethnic identity search, affirmation, belongingness 

and commitment and attitude towards interethnic marriage was determined 

by Pearson's product moment correlation coefficient. And the study found out 

tJ · . . . I t'onship between ethnic 1at there IS a statistically s1gmficant negative re a 1 

. d tt'tude towards interethnic commitment, affirmation and belongmgness an a 1 

marriage. This means that the more an individual is committed to his / her 

ethnic group, the more negative feeling he/she develops towards out-group 
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members and less likely he/she is engaged in an int' t I' . 
Ima e re atlOnshlp. Thi 

finding supports Kalmijn's (1998) assertion that th " '. 
e mc mtermarnage I 

affected by ethnic identities-the degree to which an 1· d··d I n IVI ua rna fe a 

be!onging to specific ethnic group. These feelings of identification are create 

through the awareness of common social history and by commitment to on ' 

ethnic group and by a sense of differentiation with respect to other thni 

groups. Thus, the stronger such feelings of group identification, the mor 

people have internalized norms of endogamy (Kalmijn, 1998). As a resul , 

people with strong ethnic identity tend to marry with in their own group. 

Thus, when people become more committed to their ethnic group's cultural, 

social and political issues they tend to be governed by ethnic norms including 

endogamy. As a result they consider exogamy as a violation of ethnic norms. 

5.6. Heterogeneity and Attitude towards Interethnic marriage 

The relationship between heterogeneity /homogeneity of the social 

environment and attitudes toward interethnic marriage was analyzed by one-

way ANOVA. And according to the finding of this study, there is a statistically 

significant difference between the urban and rural and/ or semi-urban social 

environment. This implies that people from urban social environments tend 

t ,. . d 'th people who have been 
r) approve mterethnic marnage when compare WI 

grown up in rural and semi-rural social environments because the mean 

ct °f . t . negative in relation 
I ference of both rural and semi-urban environmen S IS 

t .. . t 'th the heterogeneity o the urban environments. This findmg IS consisten WI 
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theorem of Social-Structural theory. The heterogen 'ty th 
el eorem hold th 

greater heterogeneity promotes inter-group relations by a t ' 
c mg as a coun t r 

force that alleviates prevailing in-group tendencies. Accordingly, the 

opportunities for interacting with members of other groups are greater in 

heterogeneous and residentially integrated communities than in the opposite 

types, This theory implies that members of an ethnic group living in 

segregated residential areas will have lower propensity to intermarry (Peach, 

ci ted in Muttarak and Heath, 2010). Urban social environment r 

characterized by the distribution of a population according to distinguishable 

individual characteristics such as ethnic background, religion, gender and 

socio-economic status unlike rural environments where the majority of the 

population are homogeneous in terms of ethnic background, religion, and 

socio-economic status. 

5.7, Prior Interethnic Contact and Attitude towards 

interethnic Marriage 

Previous contact with members of other ethnic groups and attitudes toward 

, t '. b It' I ssions The items used to In erethmc marnage was analyzed y mu Ip e regre ' 

measure previous contact with members other ethnic groups are: having 

f ' . . . h . ups working and living fiends and dating partner from dIfferent et mc gro , 

with people of different ethnicity and attending class with members of 

d"f - , . fi d that there is a statistical l 
l fe" ent ethrnc groups. The findmg has con Irme 
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sianificant relationship between previous ethnic contact and tt 't d 
b a lu es toward 

ethnic intermarriage. Specifically, attitude towards eth' . t . , me In ermarnag 

explained by two items namely, working with members of oth th ' er e nlC group 

and living with members of different ethnic groups in a neighborhood . Thi 

finding is consistent with the existing literature, particularly, with the conta t 

hypothesis , which asserts that ethnic groups who have had regular conta t 

with other groups tend to have more open and non-discriminatory view 

others and as a result have more tendencies to approve intermarria e. 

Moreover, Felmlee, (2003) reported that social networks shape th 

interaction patterns of individuals and relationship partners are often 

introduced to each other by common network members. People whose 

n,: tworks reflect different rather than the same ethnic backgrounds are apt to 

have more opportunities to meet a possible interethnic romantic partner. 

Alternatively, those whose network members are from the same ethnic 

h<2rit age may encounter barriers to meeting potential interethnic partners. 

Hence, the attitude of people whose network reflect different ethnic 

bad ground tends to be more positive when compared with those whose 

network members are from the same ethnic background. 
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Chapter Six 

6. Summary and Conclusion 

6.1. Summary 

This study was intended to investigate the personal and structural factor 

that influence attitudes toward interethnic marriage by taking residents of 

Nekemte town in East Wollega zone of Oromia Regional State. In the stud 

'/ariables like gender, age, religiosity, ethnic identity salience, prior ont t 

with members of other ethnic groups, and social environments in which on 

is brought up were treated as independent variables while attitudes toward 

interethnic marriage was a test variable. 

To conduct the study, data was collected from randomly selected resident 

of Nekemte town. The total number of responses analyzed was 468 of which 

229 (48.9%) are females and 239 (51.1%) are males. The respondents were 

provided with a survey questionnaire composed of four parts; questions 

measuring the level of religiosity, questions measuring Ethnic Identity 

salience, questions measuring ethnic commitment and questions measuring 

8.ti:itudes toward interethnic marriage. In addition, case study was also 

carried out on four interethnically married couples in order to explore the 

marital situation and challenges faced by these ethnically intermarried 

, . d 'ptive statistics t-test, cou ples. Quantitative data were analyzed usmg escn , 
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bivariate correlation analysis, multiple regression ANNOVA ( 
, one way ), and 

Tukey post hock comparison method. 

The obtained results are summarized and presented in different table . A _ 

test result of gender difference in attitudes toward intereth . . 
mc marnage 

revealed that there is no statistically significant difference between rna es 

and females . Regarding the age difference in attitudes toward interethni 

marriage, the ANOVA result shows that there is significant difference among 

dilIeren t age categories. the Tukey post hock multiple comparisons showed 

that those who are found in the younger age category tend to develop a 

negative attitude towards interethnic marriage. The one way ANNOVA re ul t 

about the influence of education on . attitude towards interethnic marriage 

indicates that there is statistically significant difference. Here, Tukey post 

;1ock mUltiple comparisons showed that highly educated people have a more 

negative attitude towards interethnic marriage but no difference among the 

rest. of the levels of education is observed. 

Concern ing the relationship between religiosity and attitudes toward 

intecethnic marriage, the correlation coefficient (r=0.482) is significant at 

0.05. Hence, there is a positive correlation between religiosity and attitudes 

t . . h' b tween ethnic identity OW8rd ethnic intermarriage. The relatlOns Ip e 

. . . found to be negative salIence and attitudes toward interethmc marnage was 

and the correlation coefficient (r=-0.20) is significant at 0.01. Likewise, the 

. 'I . ffi t' n belongingness and 
l C atlonship between ethnic identity search, a Irma 10 , 
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cl),nmitment and attitudes toward interethnic marriage are also found to b 

negative. The one way ANOVA result about the influence of th ocial 

environment on a ttitude towards interethnic marriage indicates that ther i 

swtistically s ignificant difference. Here, Tukey post hock multipI 

comparisons showed that people brought up in urban areas tend to be mor 

positive in th eir a ttitudes toward ethnic intermarriage. However, the resul t 

did not show a ny significant difference between people brought up in rural 

and semi-urban social environments. Finally, the mUltiple regression 

ailaiysis for th e predictors of previous interethnic contact/relation and 

acliLUdes toward interethnic marriage revealed that attitude toward 

interethnic marriage is explained due to working and living with member of 

an other ethnic group as both F and t were significant at p= 0.05. 
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6.2. Conclusion 

The major objective of this study was to investigate the personal and 

s'Tuctural factors which influence the attitudes of peopl t d . 
" e owar mterethni 

marriage. To attain the objectives data were collected and analyzed by usin 

ddlerent statistical tools. Hence, based on the findings, the following 

occlusions are drawn: 

Personal factors such as age, educational level, and religiosity have been 

significantly related to attitudes toward interethnic marriage. Therefor , 

younger age and higher levels of education are found to be negatively related 

to a i:titudes toward ethnic intermarriage. In contrast higher levels of 

religiosity have found to be positively correlated with the attitudes. Moreover, 

place of residence was also found to be significantly related to attitude 

toward ethnic intermarriage. People from heterogeneous urban environments 

tend to approve ethnic intermarriage when compared with those from 

homogenous rural areas. 

People who h a ve ethnically mixed parents are found to be more open towards 

interethnic marriage when compared with those who have ethnically the 

sa me' parents. 

People with strong ethnic identity salience tend to disapprove ethnic 

Jn1ermarriage . The research has found out that people who emphasize the 

. t' e attitude towards ImPortance of their ethnic identity tend to have a nega IV 
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ethnic intermarriage when compared to those who em h . ' . . 
p aSlze other Identltle 

In (] ddition, people who have strong feeling of eth . . 
mc commitment 

) 

belongingness and affirmation have also been reluctant t d . 
owar s Out-group 

thereby disapproving ethnic intermarriage. 

Those people having previous interethnic contact have a tendency to be mor 

open towards ethnic intermarriage. Particularly, living in a neighborhood and 

working as colleagues with members of other ethnic groups have predic d 

at1.iLlde towards interethnic marriage. Thus, this research has found out th t 

people with prior interethnic relations are likely to approve ethni 

intermarriage. 

Finally, the marital condition of people who have been involved in inter thni 

marriage is not as such different from others who marry endogamou ly . 

However, these couples claim that they have faced challenges, particularly 

[rem the members of the spouse's extended families. Hence, family 

imerfe rence is the single, most important challenge interethnically mixed 

couples have faced. The couples have tried to draw on available resources 

such , as communication, working together towards a common goal, and 

se '~k i l1g justification from religion in order to maintain their marital 

wellbeing. 
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Questiollnaires 

ADDIS ABABA UNIVERSITY 

SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES 

DEPAR1MENT OF SOCIOLOGY 

Dear Responc;ent. the purpose of this study is to collect . nformation on factor innucncin 

people' s percept ions toward etlmic intermarriage. Participation in thi survey is \ ollll1tary ,1Ild 

the responses you gi\'e are extremely confidential. You are not supposed to write your name 011 

the questionnaire . The results of the research project are dependent on yo ur g nuinc ans\ 1:1 • 

Hence, I kindly request you to read all the questions and answer them accordingly. [thank y 1I in 

advance! 

Section One: Background Information. Put the number of your choice in the b xes 

1.) Sex:{l. Male, 2. FemalcJ .................. ..... ................................................ . " .. ..... .... .... . 

2.) Age ... .. .... .. ..... ..... ..... ..... ....... .. ................................................. .. ............. .. .. .. ..... ....... . 

1. 20 or less 3.26-30 S. 36-40 7.46-50 

2. 21 -25 4.31-35 6. 41-45 8. SO+ 

D 
o 

3.) Ethnicity ..... .. .... ... .. ... .. ....................... .............................. .. ........ " ..... , ... ... ..... , ... ... , ..... ~====::: 
l. Oromo 2. Amhara 3. Guraghe 4, Tigre 5. Other 

4. Are your parents of the same ethnicity? ... .. ... .. ....... ... ... ............ .. .. .......... , ........ .. , .. , .. . 

Yes-l 1 0-2 

- )M . IS ..... .. ... · .. ··· .... I ). ant31 talUS: . .. . .... .... ........ """ .. " .......... " .. " ................ .. ,, .. .. ........ ,...... I 

1. Unmarri ed 2. Manicd 3. Divorceu ., . . ? L-__ -' 

6.) I!.~~~·ie~ ~~~i.\~~.rc~ ~l,. l~~~~~~ .~~.L~~ .~~rt~~~·. ~.~~~1.~ .~~~1.e .1~~.~t~1J~. ). ~.1.t~ . fr.~.nl .. ~0.lll~.: . . . 1;:===== 
7.) ~dI~~~~!.~~1;1 1 ;e';l\l~~l~; ' s~h~~i ' c~'~~;i~~~ ':;" 'S~~~~'ci'~~.'~"S'~'l~'~'~'i'c~;~~'~'I'~~'~"""' " ..... \ := ====~ 

4. Certificate/Diploma holder 5. Bachelor Degree and Above \ L-__ ~ 
8 ) Oc t ' , .. ..... ..... ..... . . ........ .. .. . . cupa lon .... . .. .... .. .. .. ......... .......... ... .. ...... . .. . 

1 " 1 ' 11 . 1 '2. S ~1111·- slKl·11.ed 3.Unskilled 4. Unemployed . ,),(1 ed ProfeSSional L -;; o 9.) Average income per month in bin ........ .. ... · .. .. · · .. .. ·· .. · ........ · .... · .. ·· ···· .... .. 

4. 3')00-4500 5.5000 or more 1.3 S0 or less 2. 350-95 0 3.1000-2500 

10.) Religious Affiliat ion ........ " . ... . ........ " .... ...... " , .. .. " ........ , ... "" " ' "' ' '''' '' D 
I' i1 Othp 1' 1. OFi;c ~kx 2. Protestant 3. Mus lln.. v 



II.) Orig in'1.1 place of birth or residence .. .... ....... .... ........ . . 

1. Urban 2. Semi-Urban 3. Rural 

12. poli tical Vi e\\' .. .. . . . ... 0 . · .. .. . ••.••. • •.. . .• . • • • . . • .. . ...•..•.. • . . 

1. Liberal 2. Moderate 3 . Conservative 

Section Two. The follow ing questions are intended to evaluate your level of r Ii Jio ify. PI \1 \; 

answer to the questions by circling yes or no 

Yes .. .. .. . 1 

No .. .... ... 2 

1. Do you beli eve in life after death? 

1 

2. Do you believe in the concept of the soul? 

2 

3. Do you pay tithes? 

2 

4. Do you help the needy? 

2 

5. Ho\v many times do you pray within a day? 

Never . . .... . . . . . . ..... . . . .. .. . .. 1 

Once .. ... .. .. . . ... ... ...... .. ... 2 

T\vice ... . ....... . .... . .. . . ..... .3 

Three tirnes or more . ... . .... 4 



6. How often do yo u read re ligiou s sc ri ptures? 

Never ...... . .. .. .. . . ... . . . . . ... 1 

Sometimes ...... ...... .. . .... 2 

Many times ........ .. .... .. .. 3 

Always .. ...... . ....... ... .. .. 4 

7. In the last month, how often did you actually attend mosque/church cr\icl,;s 'l 

M ore than once a week ... . . . ....... . . , ... .. ... I 

Onee a week .. ... . ... . . .. . . . . .. . . . . ... ..... . . . .. . 2 

2 or 3 times .... ... ... ...... . .......... ...... .... 3 

Once . ..... .. . . . .. .... ... . . . . . .... . . .. ........... .. 4 

Didn't attend .. . . .. .. .... . ........... ... .. .. . . ... 5 

S ecliol1 Three. The followi ng s ts of questions ask abo u t yo ur prior COli fll ct wi th d i rrcrcl1t 

ethnicit ies . Pl ease answer the qu st ions by circ ling Yes or No 

Yes .. ...... . 1 

No ...... .... 2 

1. Have you ever had a friend from other etlll1ic groups? 

2 

2. Have you ever been in interethni c dating relat ionship? 

2 

3. Pl ease check yes or 110 for each of the followin g situati ons :(yes= I, 10=2) 

a. I have worked with a person of different ethnicity. 

2 

b. I have been employed by a person of different elhnicity 

2 

c. I have lived with a person of di fferent ethn ici ty in a neighborhood: 

1 2 

d. I have been in class with a person of diffe rent ethnicity: 

1 2 
e. I have worked in group presentation wi h a person of di fferent ethl11l it)': 

1 2 



4. How far do you thillk your views on in terethni c marri agc shoul d apply? 

1. To all relationships 

2. To all relationships involving peop le of yoll r elhni c group 

3. To yo ur own relationsh ips 

5. Rank the fo llowing charac teristics in order of imporlance. (rno t importc nl"'" I , second 

most important= 2, and so on up to the cnd.) 

In choosing a marriage partner, I consider: 

a. Appearance -------------------
b. Intelligence -------------------
c. Career goals ------------------
d. Reli gion ---------------------
e. Ethni city ____________________ _ 

f. Person al i ty __________________ _ 

g. Popul ari ty __________________ _ 

h. Athletic abili ty ___ _____ __ 

I. Friend' s opinion __________ _ 

J. Parent' s opin ion _________ _ 

S ection Five. (aJ Ethllic Idel1 tity S alieJ/ ce. The foll owing statcmcnts measure how i111portnl11 

your ethn icity is to YOLi . Please indicnte the nu mber th nt renccts the importnncc of the 

matter in each statement given in the tab le. 

O. Not importallt 1. Some,v/lCIt importal1t 

2. Importal1t 3. Very important 

No. Statements 0 1 2 I 3 

I 1 How important is yo ur ethnic identity in re\ntion to your \ 

-;-.-- I 

Socio-economic class identi ty? I ! 

I How important is it th at people in general view and accept you 
! 

\ 
I 

according to yo ur ethnic ity? 1 

3 How important are ethnicity and ethn ic identity to yo u? I I 1~ I 

4 How important IS your ethnic identity in relation to your 
\ 

I 
religious identity 

5 How important is it that your friends view and accep t you 
\ 

according ~o your ethnicity? I 



I , 

SectionS (b) . Ethnic Identity MeaslIres: Th fol lowing sct of statements mea ure ethnIc IdcnlI1~, 
affil111ation, belonging, and commitment of peop le towards their ethnicity. Please Put the ( ) marK 1I1llkr 

the choice that relates to your opinion in the box. 

1. Strongly disagree 2. Disagree 3. Unsllre 4. Agree 5. Strongly Agree 

I No ! I - ... 
Statements 2 ) 4 ~ 

1 I have spent time trying to find out morc ab LIt -li--
my ethnic group, such as its history, traditions, 
and customs. 

2 I am active in organizations or social groups that 

-1 
include mostly members of my own ethnic group. -

3 I have a clear sense of my ethnic background and 

~4 
what it means for me I - - -
I th ink a lot about how my life will be affected by 

I my ethnic gro up membership 
-

5 I am happy that I am a member of the group I be long 
to. 

I 

6 I have a strong sense of belonging to my own 
ethnic group . 

- 1 
7 I lInder'stand we ll what my ethn ic group membership 

l means to me. 
--

I-;;~rdcr to learn more about my ethnic background, I 8 
I have often talked to other people abollt my ethnic 

~ group -
9 I have a lot of pride in my etb nic group . 

10 I pmiicipate in cultural practices of my own group , 
\ 

such as spec ial food, music, or cllstoms l -
1 1 . I feel a strong attachment towards my o\\'n ethnic 

\ I 
! J aroup -

12 I feel good about my cultural or ethnic background. l \ 

-I- I 
I I J 



Sectioll Six. The followin g sets of statements are perceptions abollt interethnic /lwrriage\. Plea "t: 
indicate your response by putting (-Y) mark under the num ber of your choi in the table . trongly 
Disagree-J Disagree-2 VlIsure-3 Agree-4 Strongly Agree-5 

~N~0~.~S~ta~te~m~~~en~t~s~~~ ______ ~~ __ ~ ____ ~~ ______ ~~~~2~~3~1~ rs-
1 i I think it is better to malTY within one's own ethnic ity 1 
7 I I think peop le of other ethniciti es are generally more atlracti\'c 

i than people of my ethnicity 

3 I think etlmically mixed peop le are generall y more attractive 
r- -

than people of the same ethnicity 

- -
4 I th ink that the presence of different eth ni c groups would be an 

I 
asset to my comm unity I 

i 
- I-~- ! -

5 1 wou ld consider marryi ng an ind ividua l from di fferent ethnic 
background to be a positi ve experience. 

-- -
6 I would support if a close fr iend or relat ive "vere in an intim ate 

relation with a person of another ethnic backgrou nd 

-1 -

7 If I married someone from a different ethni c group, it would 
discourage me from having children. 

---- f-

8 I 1 would bc happy if Ill y cl1 ild dated/married from a different 

! 
ethnic group 

- --

9 I think marrying outside one's own ethn ic group affccts the 
image of the gro up 

10 I think it is ok to date but not to marry from different ethnic 
groups 

1 
1 I Persons from different ethnic and cultural background should 

not bui ld a family and have children 

12. Marital relationships between eli f[erent ethnic groups would \ T 
promote cooperation 

m+ Marrying outs ide one's own ethniC group indicates th 
I v101ation of ethl1lc norms. 

I 

I 
j 
I 
I 
I 

I 
J 

I don't consider the ethnic background of my partner in mate­
s lection as long as he/she is economically better of I I 

~--~ 
ction is not elhnicity. 



Interview Guides for Case Study 

Gender: 1. Male 2. Female 

Age: _ ____ _ 

Ethnicity: _______ _ 

Country of Birth/ Residence until age 15: 

First language: _________ _ Other languages spoken: _____ _ 

Highest level of education: - ------------
Number of marriages: _ ________ Duration: _ ________ _ 

Number of years in current marriage: __________ _ 

Sex and Ages of children: _____________ ___ _ 

1. How did you two meet? 

2 . Had you ever thought that you would marry someone outside of your 

culture? 

3 . The process of deciding to get married for you- were your differen t 

ethnicities a big consideration? 

4. How did you feel society/your family viewed your marriage? 

5. Do you feel those views have changes through the duration of your 

marriage? 

6. Do you feel your marriage is that much different from same culture couples 

you know? How so, or not? 

7. What were the biggest challenges you have faced as a married couple? 

8. How have you managed to stay together and build a mutually satisfying 

relationship? 

9 . What resources, meamng strengths, people, things that help you to cope, 

did you feel you had to draw on in hard times both individually and as a 

couple, through the stages of your marriage? 

10. How did you view challenges to your marriage- both individua lly and as a 

couple? 



Bar-gaaffii 

ADDIS ABABA UNTVERSITY 

SCHOOL OF GRADUATE ST DIE 

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY 

Kaayyoon qorannoo kanaa waa'ee gaa'ela namoota sab-l al11l11 Ullll11aa garaa garaa qaban 

giddutti raawwatuuf ilaalchi hawaas li qabuu irrat i oclccfanlloo fun ;l' lIl ac hli li 

ta'a.Hirmaannaan keessan bu' aa qoran ni chaat ii f baayyec barbaachisaa \\aaqn ta ' c.:~r 

gaaffi iwwan dhihaatani i f deebii ilaalcha keessan ibsu akh1 naar laattan kabajaan isin 

gaafadha. Qorannicha irratt i hirmaachuun fcdha kccssan irrattikan hundaa'cc ycroo la'u 

maqaa keessan barreeSSlll1 barbaachisaa miti. 

Kutaa Tokkooffaa: Odeefalllloo lValii gala 

Lakkoofsa fi lan1100 keessani i saanduqa kenllamee keessatli ban'ccssna 

1. Saala: (1 = Dhiira, 2= Dha laa)., .... . , ... . ........ .... .. .. . , ...... ... . , ...... ...... . 

2. Un1L1rii . ... ... ... .. ..... . ... .. ... . . . . ...... .. .... ... . .......... ... ... .. ..... .. .......... . 

1. 18-25 

5. 4 1-45 

2.26-30 3.3 1-35 4. 36-40 

6. 46-50 7.51 fi isaa 01 

3. Sab-lan1.111U111111aa . . . . ... . . . . . . . ... . .. ................. · ·· ·· ···· · · ·· · · ·· ··· ········· · · · ·· · 

I.Oromoo 2. Al11aara 3. Guraagee 4. Ti grce 5. kan biraa 

4. Abbaa fi hatii kee sab-lal11!11L1!11!11 aan isaan ii [okko07 .................................. . 

1= Eeyyee 2= Lakkii 

5. Baala gaa'elaa .......... ........ . . ................ .... . .. · .. · .. · .. · .. ··· · .. · .... · .. · .. 

1 = kan hinfuunel bi n heerul11nee 2= kan fuudbee/heerul11lec 

3= kan hike/kte 

6. Gaaffii armaan oliitiif deebiin kee yoo 2/3 ta'e sab-lammlllllmaan abbacuhaadha 

manaa keet ii kan kee wajjin tokkoo? .. .... ... ...... .. .. .. .. · .... · .. · .. · .. · .... ........ · ............ · .. · .. .. .. 

1= Eeyyee 2= Lakkii 

7. Sadarkaa barnootaa .......... . .. . ..... · .......... ·· .... · .. · .. ·· .. · · ·· .. · .. · .... · · .. · .... ·· .. · .. ·· 

1= kan bin baranne 3= Sadarkaa 2ffaa kan lImurec 

2=Sadarkaa 1 ffaa kan xumurc 4= Diploomal 5= 1 igrii fi '~a~10 1i 



8 Gaiii ji'a keessatti argattu qarshii dhaan ....... .. " .. "" ....... "" . ... " .... . .. .. ......... ..... ........... , 

1= 350 fi isaa gadi i 

2= 400-950 

3= 1000- 2500 

4= 3000-4500 5= 5000 [J isaa oli 

9. Amantii . . ...... . .... . . ...... . . .. .. .. .... . . . ... . .. . .. . .... . .. . . . ... . . .. . .. . . . .. ... . ........... . . . . . . ....... . . ... ... .. . . ... . ...... . .. 

1 = Ortodoksii 2= Protestaan tii 3= Musliima 4= 1 an biraa 

: O. Bakka dhalootaa" ... ........ . .. ... .. ..... ... .. ...... .. ... .... , ......... . . . .... ' . . .. .. .. . ... . .... . . . ........... . 

1 = Magaalaa Guddaa 2= Magaalaa xiqqaa 3= Baadiyyaaa 

Kutaa 2ffaa: GaafjilVlji(1ll arma(/Il gadii hammall/ aklw isill all/({lIfii keess(fllirri 

jabaattclll i bamuf kall dltiltaatallii dlUl.Fi/aIl Il Olvlval/ dflihaatallii kee 'safl .l'fI([t/{( 

keessall sirritti kall ibsllil filaati itti mama. 

Hiika 1= Eeyyee 2= Lakkii 

1. Ji reenya cl u'a garasitti ni amantaa? 

2. Jecha lubbuu"j edhutti ni amantaa? 

1. 

1. 

2. 

2. 

3. Namoota hi yyeeyyii [J c1acl haboo ni ga rgaa rtaa ? 1. 2. 

4. Galii argattu keessaa kurnaffaa ni baaflaa ? 1. 2. 

5. Guyyaa keessatti si 'a meeqa kadhattal sagacld a8 ? 

1= Gonkumaa 2= Si'a tokkoo 3= Si'a lama 4= Si'8 sad ii fi isaaoli 

6. Yeroo ha111111am giddutti caaffata qulqula'a dubbifta! dhaggeeffattaa ? 

1= Gonkumaa 2= Darbee darbee 3= Yeroo baayyee 4= Yeroo hundaa 

7. li 'a darbcc kana kcessatt i bakka waaqceffann8a ykn m8118 sagada8 yeroo I1lccqa 

deemte? 

1= Tasuma8 hin deemne 2= Si'a to kko 3= Si'a lama 

4= Torbanitti si'a lokko 5= Torbanitti si'a tokko caalaa 

Klltaa 3fjaa: Gaaffi 'VW{{ 11 arm aal1 gadii 11C11J10ota saba biraaa 1V(!ijill I/(/I' iil'oo ati 

qabdllu JJlatiClC/lllllj dlti/Jaata lli. GaajfiwwC/n dliiltaatall iij ee)'yee ykll /a kkiijedhi 

deebis i. Hiika 1= EeyJ'ee 2= LaHii 

1. Saba biraa kecssaa hiri yaa qabaatte beell aa? 1 . 7 

2. Saba biraa keessaa jaalallee/michuu qabaalte beetlaa? 1. 2. 

3. Nama saba biraa keessaa ta'e wajjin hojjette beetl8a? 

4. Nama saba biraa ta'ef qacaramtc hojjette beettaa? 

1. 

7. 

2. 

? 



Lak 

1 

12 
'1 
.) 

4 

I 5 

d 

5. Namoota saba biraa wajj in naan noo tokko jiraatte beett,\a? 

6. Namoota saba biraa wajjin kutaa tokkootti baratte beettaa? 

1. 2. 

1. 2. 

7. UJaagaa/ee armCUlll gaditti tarreefamall ii gaa'elaaf yeroo llama filaftu lalll (lti 

keesslill ta'll dallda'll. Ulaagaalee tarreefamall keessaa akka barbaacliislIl1IlJI aa 

isaallitti wal-duma dUlIbaall kaa'i. ( Baayyee barbCl(lclIisaa=l , la11l11laff({{{ 

u(!rb(l{[c/Ziwa= 2, sadnfna barba{/cliis(l(f= 3 .... k.k.f jecha(l hall!l1J(1 dllllJJ1 ([(ftt i fi ({o 'i) 

Yerooll gaa 'elaaf llama filadllll: 

(t. Bareedina ----------------

b. Sanzmllll ------------------
c. Hojiisaa/shee _________ _ 

d. Alilantiisaa/sliee -------

e. Sab-laml1lwnmaasaa/she -------------

f A liIalasaa/s he __________________ _ 

g. Bee!(/{ lilt iisaa/s II e _____________ _ 

h. Dhaabbisaa/she ______________ _ 

I. Yaada hiriyoota koo _____________ _ 

.J. Yaada maatii koo _________ __ 

irratti hundaa 'ellfiladlw l 

Klltaa 4ffaa(a): GaafliH!lvall armaall gadii bal'iJaac/rislIflllIlaa sab-laIJ/111ii keetii 

JJladaaiuuf dli iluwtalli. J(allaafllll filallllo)v) v{llI dltilraatall keessaa flil/la ),aaria liee 

ibsuuf filadlt II . 

0= Barbaacltisaa miti 2= Barbaac/risaa d1ta 

1= HalJlllla tokko barbaachisaa dlta 3= Baayyee barbaacltisaa dlta. 

Hilllmoota 0 

EenYlIlllmaan sab-lammummaa keeti yeroo eenyummaa dinagdee kee wajjin ilaallll 

halllmam barbaachisaa dha? 

Ilaalchaa fi flldhatama sabummaa keeti namoo\a biratti hammam barbaachi saa elha') 

Sabummaa fi ecnyummaan saba kccti han,mam barbaachi saa dha? 

Eenymmaa sab- lammummaa keet i yeroo een yu mmaa am a n (i i keeti wali in yeroo 

ilaaltll ha111mam barbaachisaa dba? 

fuc1halama subummaa ati hiriyoola kec biratti qabc1u hamll1am barbaacl lis::w c1ha? 

1 1 2 
i 

3 ! 
I 

\ 

I 

I I I 
i I I 

I I 

1 ,'-I 
I 

\ I 
I 

I 

I I 



KUlan 4fJaa(b): HilJlOOlllzi armartll gadi eefl),1I1l111l(f ({ , rtlll({II({I/III1I1 I1/({({ .Ii 

miseellSlllJllJl({a IlCIfIlOOIlfli sabas(falliliij qrtb(fll 111 ({duu/llllf dii i /l(f {/f(f II i. MOl'IIIii kee y /w 

itti lValii g all/II kee lziml110ta dlzi/l(fat({niij arg isiSllllf ji/({II IlOIVIl'all rlhi/I(f({/ull kee\'s(f({ 

filar/lI ll deebisi. 

J= Baayyeen M Orlll a 2= Nan It/orlll a 3= Nail D eggem 4= Bauyyeefl D eggel'u. 

! Lak. Himoota I 1 2 1 ~ 

Seell aa fi duudh aa saba kool i bnruu f ycroo baayyccll gub,\ 1- ~ I-----i---__________________ _ ___ 1 _______ 1-

J aal'm i yaalcc m isecll sola saba koo lin hunti cdll l11 <l 1l k(;CsSall i 2 

c1 ammaqinaan nan hirmaacl ha. 
~-~--------------------------+--r_--fl-- ---3 Maalummaa saba koot i sirritti qorad hc hubadhccra 

4 

- J---
- I--Jiruu fi jireenyi koo baayyccnsaa misccnsulll lllaa all l snba 

koo keessa tti qabuu wajjin wn litti hidhcll1 cc jira. 
-------0_. 5 Misecnsa saba koo li ta' u kOO lli bnayyccil gaml11 ati a 

6 Saban mi sccnsa itti tnhccfbaayyccil quqquuqama T-
' ~--~--------------------------------~----4-_4----_+_ j 

7 Miseensummaan am saba loo r qabll maa1 akk" tahe I i 

sirrittan hubadha 

8 Waa 'ee saba kooti baruu[ jecha namootn biraa wajj in 

odeffa1ll100 walan jijjiira 
~-~------------------------------------~--+---+--+~ 9 Saba kootti baayyeen boon a 

~+-----------~~~---~~~~--rl-j 10 Aadaa fi duudhaa saba kooli kan akka nyaalaa , c1hugaali i fi 

sirbaa ilTaUi nan hirmaadha I 

11 Saba kootti baayyeen akkan maxxanee ji rulu natt i dhaga'ama i 
12 Waa' ee aadaa fi du udhaa saba kooti gammachuu guddaatu I 

natti dhaga 'ama. 



i. 1" 1-: . 

~ 

2 

t 

Ku(aa 5flaa: H imool1l1i ar llla([ 11 gadii JI'aa 'ee gaa 'e/a IUlIll OO(a saba garrtaga/'{/ {{ [([II/a 

giddlltti NWJYJya(uuirratti i/aa/c/ra isill qabda/l lJl a(/aalllllj dh i l/{/ta lli. f(a ll a([jilll frill/a 

dlzilzaateeJ lIlormi y lm deggersa keessan ji/aIl11 0Jy)yall dltilw(rlll iill agarsiisaa. 

1= Ba([y),eel1 Morllla 

3= Nai l Deggera 

2= N al1 j}JorlJl(/ 

4= Ba([J'yeell Deggera. 

I i i1l100 t~1 

I Saba ofi i kCGssaa fuuelhuun/hecrtll11 uun gaa rii natti fa kkaata 

Namoonni saba biraa na111 001a saba koolirra caalaa nalll a hawwatli ll jcclhcn 

yaada 

J 

I 

.., I 

.) 

4 
-
5 

--t-{ - j Namoonni l11akaan namoota sab-qccnxcc irra caalaa barccdULI jcdhcn yaacl a 
~---r~~----~~~~~~~ ____ ~~~ ____ ~~ ____ ~ ______ +-_ I __ ---i,1 

Sab-Iammonni adda addaaj iraachll nsaa nii biyya kecnyaa[ qabccnym1 dha 
---+~----~~~~------~~~~--------------------------~--r-r-----11 Nam saba biraa kcessaa fUlIdhllll/ it ti hccrllmll akka l1111ll xal noo gaariittan 

-6 _ _ _ t--il:---aal __ a. ---:--------------t--_t----II I __ ! 
Utll Ll hiri yaan koo ykn firri koo dhihoon nama saba bircHI kccss(la flllldhc nan r---
cl eggeeraan 

7 ·r-----~~--------~--~--------------------------~----~----------~+_--i-~---t-----
Utllun nama saba biraa keessaa [ulIclhe/itti heerumec ijooll ce irraa godhachlilif 

fed han dhaba. 

8 UtliU mucaan koo saba biraa kcessaa fUlIclhelitti heerumte baayyeen gammada i 

9 I Saba ofii ala fuuclhuunlheerul11l111n kabaj a sabichaa ball eessa jcdhcn yaada 

10 Saba biraa keessaa jaa lallee qabaachull gaarii elha garull flludhun gaarii miti. 

11 Namoonn i saba adcla addaa keessaa clh ll fan i wal -flllldhani maatii clhaabbachllll 

hin qabani. 

12 Gaa ' elli saboota adda addaa giddutti raawwatull saboota sana giddutti wal-

I tUl11saa fi jaalaJa fida 
I 

13 I Saba ofii ala fuudhuunJheerumliun seeraa fi heera sabichaa cabsllll al<ka ta' e 

, I mu]'isa 

14 Namnin fuudhulitti heerumu yon qabeenya qabaatee sab-Iammul11l11aa 

isaalsheetti dhimma hin qabu 

J 
I 

I 
15 

I Kaadhimachuu ilTatti waanti baayyee barbaachisaan sabummaa tahu hin qabu. J 
~--l _________________________________ ~~~~ 

j 

Ga/a /oolJl aft.' 
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