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Ethnic Identity and Language/Culture Attitudes
among Students of the Sorbian Grammar School

in Bautzen/Budysin
(2001/02 and 2005/06 — A Comparison)”

1. Introduction

In 2001/02, the author carried out a questionnaire survey among the students of the 5
to the 12" classes of the A-type' of the Sorbian Grammar School (Sorbisches Gymna-
sium/Serbski gymnazij) in Bautzen/Budys$in (in German and Sorbian respectively). The
survey concerned some aspects of the students’ attitudes to Sorbian (and/or German)
and ethnic identity. The results of the research were presented in the sixth chapter of
“Sprachverhalten und ethnische Identitdt: Sorbische Schiiler an der Jahrtausendwende”
(SATAVA 2005).

Four years later, in autumn/winter 2005/06, a repeat survey was carried out in the 5"
to the 12" classes of the Sorbian Grammar School (SGS). The same questions were
included. In the case of the 9" to 12" classes, the data were collected from the same
respondents who, as students of the 5™ to 8" classes, had been surveyed in 2001 already.
The analysis and interpretation of the answers given by the same students within the
time shift of four years are a valuable source for understanding the present-day ethnic
and language situation among (not only the young) Sorbs.

2. Basic information, research methods

Abbreviations used further in the text:

S — Sorbian language; Sorbian cultural elements
SI  — Sorbian identity

G — German language; German cultural elements
GI - German identity

n — number of respondents (students) in the group

* This paper has been published as part of the research project MSM 0021620827 “The Czech
Lands in the Midst of Europe in the Past and Today” at the Faculty of Arts and Philosophy of
Charles University in Prague.

Until not long ago the Sorbian education system strictly differentiated between what were
called A-type classes (with Sorbian-medium instruction in the majority of school subjects)
and B-type classes (with Sorbian as only one subject with most learners coming from German
language background). Since the school year 2001/02, the strict division between A- and B-
classes has been replaced with a new model of common education targeted to full bilin-
gualism; this concerns the newly coming classes — the existing ones keep going as A- and B-
classes. To make matters simpler, also for the school year 2005 all classes under observation
are called A-classes.

Cf. also partly comparable results of the questionnaire survey conducted at the SGS and pub-
lished in SATAVA 1999.
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M - male

F — female

SGS - Sorbian Grammar School

a — ratio

SD - standard deviation®
Target group (2001):

The questionnaire was implemented in the 5™ to 12™ A-type classes of the SGS. In the
school year 2001/02 there were 299 students attending the above (i.e., all of the
existing) A-classes of the grammar school. The ratio of the male and female respondents
was roughly 2 : 3. The questionnaires were filled out by a total of 288 respondents: class
5A (n = 23); 6A (n = 20); 7A (n = 42); 8A (n = 41); 9A (n = 40); 10A (n =41); 11A
(n=42); 12 A (n = 39). The total number represents 96.3 % of all students of the 5" to
12™ A-classes of the SGS in the given school year.*

Target group (2005):

The questionnaire was implemented in the fifth to twelfth A-type classes of the SGS. In
the school year 2005/06 there were 246 students attending the above (i.e., all of the
existing) A-classes of the grammar school. The ratio of the male and female respondents
was roughly 3 : 5. The questionnaires were filled out by a total of 237 respondents: class
5A (n=18); 6A (n=19);’ 7A (n = 21); 8A (n = 24); 9A (n = 45); 10A (n = 34); 11A
(n=37); 12 A (n = 39). The total number represents 96.3 % of all students of the 5" to
12™ A-classes of the SGS in the given school year.®

Residential background of students (2001):
The overall number of data about place of residence: 262.” As far as the residential
background of the respondents is concerned, they were mainly students from Catholic

Standard deviation (SD) — statistically is the measure of dispersion of the answers from the
arithmetical mean which can sometimes be misleading. If we add the value of SD to the mean
and then subtract it, about 68 % answers range between the two extremes. The lower the SD
value (of course in connection with the mean value!), the greater the “unanimity” of the re-
spondents’ answers. If the SD exceeds 50 % of the mean, the whole then is highly hetero-
geneous (i.e. non-uniform).

In the school year 2001/02 the grammar school was attended by a total of 521 students, 299
A-class students and 222 B-class students.

In the given datum, a slight imprecision is hidden. According to the official records of the
SGS, the number of students in the 6A was only 16 in the school year 2005/06. Among the
completed questionnaires there must also be answers of several respondents from another
group — due to the anonymity of the questionnaires, they were impossible to identify and set
aside.

In the school year 2005/06 the grammar school was attended by a total of 387 students, out of
which 246 were A-class students and 141 B-class students.

Out of the total of 288 respondents, 26 students (i.e., 90 % — mainly in higher grades) did not
give any place of residence, and/or they could not be determined. The percentage data on the
proportion of students from individual regions, therefore, start from the reduced total of 262
persons.
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parishes® of the administrative district of Kamenz/Kamjenc (161, i.e., 61.5 %) and the
town of Bautzen/Budysin (62 / 23.7 %)’. In the district of Bautzen/Budysin appeared a
larger representation of students from the parish of Radibor/Radwor (29 / 11.1 %). Only
a very small proportion of students gave their place of residence in the Protestant area,
mainly to the east of Bautzen/Budysin (7 / 2.7 %); the Catholic parish of Sdier/Zdzér
(1/0.4 %); or “other” (6 / 2.3 %). The number of students from individual parishes/sett-
lements of the Kamenz/Kamjenc district and their proportion (within the total of 262
students): Crostwitz/Chroscicy: 75 / 28.6 %; Panschwitz-Kuckau/Pancicy-Kukow: 31 /
11.8 %; Ralbitz/Ralbicy: 29 / 11.1 %; Ostro/Wotrow: 9 / 3.4 %; Storcha/Bacon: 7 /
2.7 %;'"° Nebelschiitz/ Njebjeléicy: 6 /2.3 %; Wittichenau/Kulow: 3 / 1.1 %.

Residential background of students (2005):

The overall number of data about place of residence: 234."" As far as the residential
background of the respondents is concerned, they were mainly students from Catholic
parishes of the Kamenz/Kamjenc district (156, i.e., 66.7 %) and from the parish of
Radibor/Radwor (41 / 17.5 %) in the Bautzen/Budysin district. Students from the town
of Bautzen/Budysin also had a larger representation (23 / 9.8 %)."* Only a very small
proportion of students gave their place of residence in the Protestant area, mainly to the
east of Bautzen/Budysin (11 / 4.7 %), or “other” (4 / 1.7 %). The number of students
from individual parishes/settlements of the Kamenz/ Kamjenc district and their pro-
portion (within the total of 234 students): Crostwitz/ Chroscicy: 68 / 29.1 %; Pansch-
witz-Kuckau/Pancicy-Kukow: 25 / 10.7 %; Ralbitz/Ralbicy: 34 / 14.5 %; Ostro/Wo-
trow: 8 / 3.4 %; Storcha/Baéon: 4 / 1.7 %" Nebelschiitz/ Njebjel&icy: 12 /5.1 %; Witti-
chenau/Kulow: 5 /2.1 %.

Language background of students (2001; 2005):'*

“The Catholic region” (in contrast to the predominantly Lutheran rest of Lusatia) is situated
approximately between the towns of Bautzen (Budysin in Sorbian), Kamenz (Kamjenc) and
Hoyerswerda (Wojerecy). Only in this area with ca 15,000 inhabitants, the Sorbian-speaking
population is the majority (about two-thirds; in some villages even 80—90 %), and the Sorbian
language is the medium of everyday communication of all generations. It is also only here
that the schools with Sorbian as the medium of instruction (see Note 1) exist.

Including the villages of Burg/Bork, Stiebitz/S¢ijecy, Grubschiitz/HrubjelCicy and Nieder-
kaina/Delnja Kina.

The parish of Storcha/Bac¢on, administratively part of the Bautzen/Budysin district, has been
historically and territorially linked with the parish of Crostwitz/Chroséicy and included in the
district of Kamenz/Kamjenc.

Out of the total of 237 respondents, 3 students (i.e., 1.3 %) gave no place of residence. Per-
centage data on the proportion of students from individual regions, therefore, start from the
diminished total of 234 individuals.

Including the villages of Burg/Bork, Stiebitz/S¢ijecy, Grubschiitz/HrubjelCicy a Niederkaina/
Delnja Kina.

13 See Note 9.

Data on the Sorbian, German and/or mixed language backgrounds of the students and their
parents result from the information obtained from the questionnaires. Obviously, certain dis-
tortions might arise because of the subjectivity of responses; with regard to the massive
amount of the data obtained, it is, however, limited. The reality of Lusatian bilingualism (and/
or diglossia), that is, the interpenetration of both languages in various situations and domains,
should be taken into consideration as well.
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Table 1:  Language Background (in absolute numbers and percentage)

class 5A 6A TA S8A| 9A| 10A| 11A[ 12A
n (total) 2001 23 20 42 41 40 41 42 39 288
2005 18] 19¥ 21 24| 45 34 37 39| 237
both parents  |2001 11 6 23 27 26 21 22 25 161
S* 47.8 %] 30.0 %] 54.8 %] 65.9 %] 65.0 %]| 51.2 %] 52.4 %| 64.1 %| 55.9 %
2005 7 14 8 16 26 18 17 13 119
38.9 %| 73.7 %| 38.1 %] 66.7 %[ 57.8 %[ 52.9 %| 45.9 %] 33.3 %] 50.2 %
mother S 2001 4 3 5 4 5 5 8 6 40
father G 17.4 %[ 15.0 %| 11.9 %| 9.8 %] 12.5 %[ 12.2 %| 19.0 %| 15.4 %| 13.9 %
2005 6 - 2 3 9 4 2 3 29
333% 9.5%]|12.5 %] 20.0 %| 11.8 %[ 5.4 %| 7.7 %| 12.2 %
mother G 2001 2 2 6 2 4 6 4 4 30
father S 8.7 %[ 10.0 %[ 14.3 %| 4.9 %] 10.0 %]| 14.6 %| 9.5 %|10.3 %| 10.4 %
2005 - 2 4 2 4 2 5 2 21
10.5 %[ 19.0 %| 8.3 %| 8.9 %| 5.9 %|13.5%| 5.1 %| 8.9 %
mixed types 2001 2 3 1 5 2 2 1 - 16
with prevailing 8.7 %] 15.0 %| 2.4%]|12.2%]| 5.0%]| 4.9%| 2.4 % 5.6 %
S language 2005 2 - 1 - 1 1 1 1 7
background 1.1 % 4.8 % 22%)| 29%)| 2.7%| 2.6%| 3.0 %
mixed types  |2001 3 2 1 - - 1 2 2 11
with S and G 13.0 %| 10.0 %| 2.4 % 24%| 4.8%| 5.1%| 3.8%
language 2005 - 1 3 1 1 4 4 3 17
backgrounds in 53%| 143 %| 4.2%| 2.2%|11.8%)|10.8%| 7.7 % 7.2

balance

mixed types  |2001 1 - 2 - 1 - 1 - 5
with prevailing 43% 4.8 % 2.5% 2.4 % 1.7 %
G language 2005 1 - 1 1 2 1 5 3 14
background 0.6 % 4.8%| 42%| 44%| 2.9%|13.5%| 7.7%| 5.9 %
both parents  |2001 - 1 2 1 - 1 - 1 6
G* 50%| 48%| 2.4%| 3.1%| 24% 26%| 21 %
2005 2 1 1 - - - 1 - 5
11.1 %| 5.3%| 4.8% 2.7 % 21 %
others; without [2001 - 3 2 2 2 5 4 1 19
data 15.0%| 4.8 %| 4.9%| 5.0%|12.2%| 9.5%| 2.6 %| 6.6 %
2005 - 1 1 1 2 4 2| 13" 25
53%| 48%| 4.2%| 4.4%|11.8% | 5.4%|33.3 %|10.5 %

* including one-parent families.

'3 See Note 5.
1o The results for the 12" class of the SGS 2005 are distorted by the high proportion (13, i.e. one
third!) of students who did not provide any information on their language background.
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Figure 1 to Table 1: Language background of students (2001)

Conclusion:

The proportion of students from families with Sorbian language background (S), those
with Sorbian/German background (S/G), and families with German language back-
ground (G) were similar in both 2001 and 2005.

Focal point:

The comparison was focused on the questionnaire that was oriented on subjective ethnic
and language and culture attitudes and evaluations (Likert scale).'” It contained six que-
stions: 1. & 2. rate of ethnic identity (S, G); 3. concern about maintaining the Sorbian
language and culture; 4. & 5. language competence (S, G) — self-evaluation; 6. situation
of the Sorbs.'®

"7 The questionnaire of 2001 contained an additional part dealing with the respondents’ lan-

guage competence.

'8 A special question (not analysed in this paper) focused on the reception of Sorbian books.
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Processing:

The attitudes given were consequently assigned digits 1 to 7; while value 1 refers to
zero activity/reception, value 7 indicates activity/reception at the maximum, and values
2, 3,4, 5, 6 respective inter-stages between the two extreme points. For each of the
topics (questions) under observation, both the statistical mean and the standard devia-
tion were computed. Answers of the respondents were further compared in connection
with age, sex, and/or place of origin.

3. Comparison of results from years 2001 and 2005 (class units)

Table 2:  Subjective ethno-linguistic/culture attitudes and evaluations (ethnic
identity; perceived degree of significance of maintaining the Sorbian
language and culture; assessments of one’s own command of Sorbian/
German; overall situation of the Sorbs)

(seven-point Likert scale; the mean of all approached students)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
NOT AT ALL VERY STRONGLY
NOT AT ALL VERY IMPORTANT
VERY POOR VERY GOOD
2001 2001 2005
(5-8.A) (9—12. A) (9-12. A)

n (total) 126 162 155"

n 123 160 155

I: “How strongly do you feel a Sorb?” 5.03 5.52 5.45

SD 1.25 1.43 1.17

n 121 160 155

II: “How strongly do you feel a German 4.24 3.56 3.79

(disregarding the citizenship)?”

SD 1.35 1.52 1.58

n 123 160 155

III: “How important is the maintenance of 6.06 6.12 5.94

the Sorbian language and culture to you?”

SD 1.32 1.36 1.23

n 123 160 153

IV: “What is your assessment of your 4.82 4.95 4.99

Sorbian language competence?”

SD 1.10 1.05 1.02

' In comparison with “physically identical” classes of the SGS (the first left-hand column) the

number of students is higher: this is mainly caused by the fact that higher grades of the SGS
are, in part, filled in with newcomers from village schools. Since 2000 the number of children
(often of German background) who acquired Sorbian while attending the immersion “Witaj”
nursery schools has been rising in the lower grades of the SGS as well; this factor — that could
have distortive impact on the context under observation — however, had not still touched the
9™ to 12" classes of the SGS in 2005.
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n 123 160 154
V: “What is your assessment of your 5.25 5.47 5.34
German language competence?”’

SD 1.14 1.07 1.14
n 122 160 153
VI: “What is your assessment of the ge- 3.66 3.51 3.64
neral situation of the Sorbs in Germany?”’

SD 1.30 1.16 1.18

Conclusion:

Based on the data within the survey repeated four year later in “physically identical”
classes, it is possible to try and compare the developmental tendencies in the cases of
the same students and/or class units (outer columns SGS 2001 and SGS 2005 in Table 2).
The given groups (individual classes; and/or blocks of four classes) consist of so many
members that statistical comparison (the mean; standard deviation) can be considered
valid and conclusive. Valuable findings could, undoubtedly, also result from the compa-
rison of personality development analyses of particular individual respondents.’As a
verification mechanism of the obtained, analysed and interpreted findings, data gained
from the older age group of the SGS in 2001 can be used (the middle column of Table 1
marked in italics) to compare with the results of the older students of the SGS in 2005
(the right hand column). For this point, however, we should bear some facts in mind
(see Note 18).

3.1. Ethnic identity

Table 3:  Question I: “How strongly do you feel a Sorb?”
Question II: “How strongly do you feel a German (disregarding the
citizenship)?”
(seven-point scale — ratio)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
NOT AT ALL VERY STRONGLY
class: S5A 6A TA 8A 9A| 10A| 11A| 12A
n (total) 2001 23 20 42 41 40 41 42 39 288
2005 18 19 21 24 45 34 37 39 237
n 2001 23 20 41 39 40 39 42 39 283
O SI 491 4.68| 509 522 521| 571 539| 577 5.30
SD 161 093] 1.02| 133 141| 1.43] 138| 1.44 1.38
n 2005 18 19 21 24 45 34 37 39 237
0 SI 553 5.59| 524 558 549| 524| 5.65| 541 5.39
SD 1.75| 1.10| 138| 1.66| 1.15| 131| 091| 1.24 1.33
n 2001 22 20 40 39 40 39 42 39 281
0 GI 411 4.68| 399| 436 3.69| 3.78| 3.26| 3.53 3.85
SD 131 1.34| 134 132 135| 138 1.40| 1.86 1.49

? Due to the anonymity of respondents, carrying out such comparisons is questionable.
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n 2005 18 18 21 24 45 34 37 39 236
0 GI 456 3.89| 5.00| 4.42| 3.60| 4.09| 3.78| 3.74 4.03
SD 1.65| 2.13] 1.38] 198| 1.64| 152 1.66| 145 1.71
n 2001 9 8 14 17 13 16 20 14 111
GSI-M 533 4.63| 496| 494 485| 6.13| 575| 5.07 5.28
SD 1.16| 0.70| 0.86| 1.48| 1.74| 0.78| 1.34| 1.79 1.40
n 2005 8 7 7 11 14 14 13 14 88
OSI-M 5.63| 6.29| 4.71| 4.00f 5.50| 543| 554| 5.14 5.26
SD 1.80| 0.70 1.49( 195| 1.35| 098| 093| 1.51 1.50
n 2001 14 12 27 22 26 23 20 24 168
OSI-F 4.64| 471 5.15| 543| 544| 541| 5.03| 6.13 5.32
SD 1.79 1.05 1.09 1.15 1.18 1.69 1.38 1.01 1.37
n 2005 9 11 13 13 31 19 23 25 144
OSI-F 550 5.64| 5.62| 5.08] 548| S5.11| 570| 5.56 5.47
SD 1.80( 1.23] 1.21 1.14| 1.04| 1.52| 0.91 1.02 1.21
n 2001 8 8 13 17 13 16 20 14 109
OGI-M 3.75| 4.88| 3.73| 4.41| 3.69| 3.59| 3.00| 4.07 3.81
SD 0.66| 1.27| 1.55| 1.09| 1.65| 1.16] 1.48| 2.22 1.57
N 2005 8 7 7 11 14 14 13 14 88
OGI-M 394| 343| 6.14| 482 421| 429| 3.15| 3.86 4.15
SD 142 1.59| 083 199| 4.66| 1.44| 135 1.51 1.71
n 2001 14 12 27 22 26 23 20 24 168
OGI-F 432 454 411 432 3.67| 391| 345 3.29 3.90
SD 1.53 1.38 1.20| 147 1.20 1.50 1.17 1.54 1.43
n 2005 9 10 13 13 31 19 23 25 143
OGI-F 5501 390| 4.46| 4.08] 3.32| 4.05| 4.09| 3.68 3.96
SD 1.00| 2.30| 1.28] 1.90| 1.55| 154 1.74| 1.41 1.69

Figure 1 to Table 3: 2001

@ | Sl (particular classes)

== g / Gl (particular classes)
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Figure 2 to Table 3: 2005 |

@/ Sl (particular classes) —il— ¢ / Gl (particular classes)

2 L ________

5A 6A 7A 8A 9A 10A 1A 12A Total

Figure 3 to Table 3: (2001; 2005)

.
-

2001-SI 2001-Gl 2005-SI 2005-Gl

Questions I, I1:

After dividing the students in two parts — the younger students (5" to 8" classes) and the
older ones (9™ to12™ classes) — and comparing these groups in years 2001 and 2005,
considerable developmental changes in the sphere of ethnic self-identification stand out
very clearly. As far as the Sorbian identity is concerned (SI), there had been a consi-
derable increase in declaring it over the four years (from 5.03 to 5.45), practically the
same with both sexes (M from 4.97 to 5.40; F from 5.07 to 5.48). On the contrary,
declaring the German identity (GI) showed considerable decrease from 4.24 to 3.79
(M from 4.19 to 3.89; F from 4.28 to 3.74). The given findings can be compared with
data of the older respondents (9™ to 12™ classes) of 2001, which also showed identical
tendencies: SI rising with age and GI falling in later years. Moreover, within the
comparison of 2001 and 2005, the same people (a majority anyway) have been inve-
stigated after four years of personality development, so the findings and hypotheses
concerning this subject presented earlier (SATAVA 2005: 210-211 and others) can be
considered even more conclusive. When comparing the answers of the boys and girls,
no significant differences were detected within the SGS 2001 questionnaire; in the SGS
2005 questionnaire, on the other hand, in comparison with the boys the girls gave a
somewhat higher relationship to S and slightly lower to G. As to SD, the instability of
opinions (i.e., respondents’ views are divided) is substantially higher in connection
with GI than with SI. (SD of the relationship to GI is, within the 9" to 12" classes in the
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questionnaire of 2005, the highest of all the surveyed topics in both questionnaires,
which seems to show evidence of the increased immediacy and dubiousness of this
topic in the higher school age.)*' As for the rate of the homogeneity of the answers, it is
higher in the younger age group than in the older one.

Table 4:  Question I: “How strongly do you feel a Sorb?”
Question II: “How strongly do you feel a German
(disregarding the citizenship)?”
(seven-point scale — ratio, SD and percentage distribution of answers)

class n (4] 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
SA 2001 |SI 23 491 4.35 4.35 4.35( 26.09| 26.09 8.70| 26.09
GI 22 4.11 4.55 4.55| 22.73| 22.73| 36.36| 4.55| 4.55

2005 |SI 18 5.53| 5.56| 5.56| 5.56 —| 5.56| 50.00| 27.78

GI 18 4.56| 5.56| 556 11.11| 2222 27.78| 11.11| 16.67

6A 2001 |SI 20 4.68 — —| 10.00| 35.00| 30.00| 25.00 —
GI 20 4.68 —| 5.00| 10.00| 35.00| 25.00| 10.00| 15.00

2005 |SI 19 5.95 — — —| 15.79] 15.79| 26.32| 42.11

GI 18 3.89| 16.67| 16.67| 16.67| 11.11 5.56| 16.67| 16.67

TA 2001 |SI 41 5.09 —| 244 244 19.51| 36.59| 34.15| 4.88
GI 40 3.99 —| 15.00| 17.50| 35.00| 20.00| 5.00| 7.50

2005 |SI 21 5.24 —| 4.76| 4.76| 23.81| 14.29| 33.33| 19.05

GI 21 5.00 —| 4.76| 4.76| 33.33| 19.05| 19.05| 19.05

S8A 2001 |SI 39 5.22 —| 2.56| 5.13| 23.08| 25.64| 20.51| 23.08
GI 39 436 5.13| 5.13| 10.26| 25.64| 33.33| 20.51 -

2005 |SI 24 4.58 8.33 4.17 8.33| 25.00| 16.67| 29.17 8.33

GI 24 4.42| 12.50| 12.50 4.17| 16.67| 12.50| 29.17| 12.50

9A 2001 |SI 40 5.21 2.50 —| 10.00| 15.00| 25.00| 25.00| 22.50
GI 40 3.69| 2.50| 15.00( 17.50| 42.50 7.50| 10.00| 2.50

2005 |SI 45 5.49 — —| 222\ 2444 17.78| 33.33| 22.22

GI 45 3.60| 17.78 | 17.78| 11.11| 26.67| 17.78| 11.11| 2.22

10A 2001 |SI 39 571 2.56| 2.56| 256| 7.69| 17.95| 30.77| 35.90
GI 39 3.78 —| 20.51| 26.64| 25.64| 12.82| 12.82| 2.56

2005 |SI 34 5.24| 294| 294 11.76| 8.82| 26.47| 35.29| 14.71

GI 34 4.09| 20.59| 20.59| 11.76| 14.71| 29.41| 20.59 —

11A 2001 |SI 42 5.39 —| 4.76| 2.38| 19.05| 23.81| 21.43| 28.57
GI 42 3.26| 9.52| 23.81| 23.81| 23.81| 11.90| 4.76| 2.38

2005 |SI 37 5.65 — — —| 13.51| 24.32| 4595]| 16.22

GI 37 3.78| 2432 24.32| 8.11| 18.92| 24.32| 13.51| 2.70

12A 2001 |SI 39 5.77| 2.56 —| 5.13| 12.82] 10.26| 28.21| 41.03
GI 39 3.53| 12.82| 25.64| 15.38| 15.38| 10.26| 12.82| 7.69

2005 |SI 39 5.41 - —| 2.56| 12.82| 30.77| 33.33| 17.95

GI 39 3.74| 1795 17.95| 23.08| 17.95| 23.08 | 12.82 —

Sum (2001 |SI 283 5.30 141 2.12| 4.95| 18.37| 24.03| 25.09| 24.03
GI 281 3.85| 4098| 15.66| 18.15| 28.11| 18.15| 10.32| 4.63

2005 |SI 237 5.39 1.69 1.69 4221 16.03| 20.68| 35.86| 19.83

GI 236 4.03| 16.53| 16.53| 11.86| 20.34| 20.76| 16.10| 6.36

2l A similarly increased SD level in the 9™ to 12 " classes in questionnaire SGS 2001, seems to

prove the hypothesis.
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Table 5:  Question I: “How strongly do you feel a Sorb?”
Question II: “How strongly do you feel a German
(disregarding the citizenship)?”
(seven-point scale — ratio, SD and percentage distribution of answers
according to place of residence)

area/parish n o| SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Bautzen / 2001 |SI 62 |4.68|1.44| 3.23| 6.45| 4.84|27.42|29.03| 17.74| 11.29

Budysin GI (62 [4.06/1.50{ 6.45| 9.68| 16.13| 25.81| 25.81| 11.29| 4.84
2005 |SI 23 |4.44|1.38| 4.35| 4.35| 4.35|52.17| 4.35|26.09| 4.35

GI |23 [4.57(1.56 —| 17.39| 4.35|26.09| 17.39| 26.09| 8.70

Radibor / 2001 (SI 28 |5.46(1.43| 3.57 —| 3.57|10.71] 35.71| 14.29| 32.14
Radwor GI (28 |[4.54(1.52 —| 7.14| 17.86| 28.57| 14.29| 17.86| 14.29
2005 |SI 41 |5.56(1.13 - —| 4.88] 12.20] 29.27| 29.27| 24.39

GI |41 [4.26(1.44 —| 12.20| 17.07| 34.15| 12.20| 17.07| 7.32

Crostwitz / 2001 |[SI 73 |5.57|1.25| 1.37 —| 1.37]| 16.44] 26.03| 24.66| 30.14
Chréséicy GI |71 |[3.591.38| 4.23|21.13| 19.72| 32.39| 11.27| 8.45| 2.82
2005 |SI 67 |5.75|1.19] 1.49| 1.49 —| 10.45| 17.91| 41.79| 26.87

GI |67 |3.87|1.78| 10.45|20.90| 10.45| 11.94| 25.37| 16.42| 4.48

Panschwitz- (2001 |SI 29 [5.79(1.28 - —| 6.90| 13.79| 10.34| 27.59| 41.38
Kuckau / GI |29 |3.72|1.16] 3.45|10.34|27.59| 31.03| 20.69| 6.90

Pandicy-  [2005 [SI |25 |5.40/1.44) 4.00]  —| 4.00] 16.00| 20.00 32.00| 24.00
Kukow GI |25 |3.40(1.83| 16.00| 24.00| 16.00| 16.00| 12.00| 8.00| 8.00

Ralbitz / 2001 |SI 29 [5.36(1.19 —| 3.45| 3.45/10.34| 31.03| 34.48| 17.24
Ralbicy GI (29 |[3.57(1.44| 6.90| 17.24| 24.14| 24.14| 20.69| 3.45| 3.45
2005 |SI 35 |5.29]1.26| 2.86| 2.86| 2.86| 8.57|25.71| 51.43| 5.71
GI (34 (397|151 5.88|17.65| 11.76| 17.65| 32.35| 14.71 -

Ostro / 2001 |[SI 9 6.3310.47 — — — — —| 66.67| 33.33
Wotrow* GI |9 [3.39/1.82]2222(2222]  —|2222|11.11|2222] -
2005 |SI 8 5.7511.09 — — —| 12.50| 37.50| 12.50| 37.50

GI 8 3.75(1.64| 12.50| 12.50| 25.00 —| 37.50| 12.50 -

Protestant 2001 |SI 7 4.14/0.99 — —| 28.57| 42.86| 14.29| 14.29 —
areas® GI |7 [3.14|099] -|4286] -[57.14] | | -
2005 |SI 10 |4.05|1.56 —| 10.00{ 40.00{ 10.00{ 20.00| 10.00| 10.00

GI 10 |5.50|1.36 — —( 10.00] 20.00| 10.00{ 30.00( 30.00

Nebelschiitz /(2001 |SI - - - - - - - - - -
Njebjel- GI |- - - - - - - - - -
éicy*zz 2005 |SI 12 [6.08/0.76 - — — —| 25.00| 41.67| 33.33
GI 12 [3.17|2.15| 33.33| 16.67| 8.33| 16.67| 8.33 - 16.67

* Due to the relatively small number of respondents, the results are not fully compara-
ble with other groups.

2 The data for the parish of Nebelschiitz/Njebjel&icy for the year 2001 were not processed due

to the very small number of respondents (6).
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Figure 1 to Table 5: 2001 |

@ / Sl (all students) =g / Gl (all students)

7 4
6
5 4
4
3 4

2 4

Ostro /Wotrow Panschwitz-Kuckau /  Crostwitz /Chréséicy Radibor/Radwor Ralbitz /Ralbicy Bautzen /Budysin Protestant areas
Pancicy-Kukow

Figure 2 to Table 5: 2005 |

@ / Sl (all students) == ¢ / Gl (all students)

Nebelschiitz / Ostro/Wotrow Crostwitz Radibor/Radwor Panschwitz-Kuckau Ralbitz /Ralbicy =~ Bautzen /Budys$in  Protestant areas
Njebjel¢icy* IChréséicy 1 Panéicy-Kukow

As far as the residential background of the respondents is concerned, in both 2001 and
2005 relatively similar results were found. The highest SI values and mutually similar
ones for GI were in both years given by students from the Catholic parishes of the
Kamenz/Kamjenc district; the validity of the “winning team” data from Ostro/Wotrow
(2001) and Nebelschiitz/Njebjelcicy (2005) is, however, challenged by the small num-
ber of respondents. Though the students from Radibor/Radwor gave a similarly high SI
level, that of GI is, compared to the former parishes, considerably higher. The lowest SI
level in both years was given by students from Bautzen/BudysSin and the Protestant
areas; in 2005, in both groups, the level of GI exceeded the SI level.
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3.2. Concern for maintaining Sorbian language and culture

Table 6:  Question III: “How important is the maintenance of Sorbian language
and culture for you?”
(seven-point scale — ratio)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
NOT AT ALL VERY IMPORTANT
class: S5A 6A TA 8A 9A| 10A| 11A| 12A
n (total) 2001 23 20 42 41 40 41 42 39 288
2005 18 19 21 24 45 34 37 39 237
n 2001 23 20 41 39 40 39 42 39 283
o 620 6.05| 6.22| 582| 588 6.23| 6.19| 6.17| 6.09
SD 1.19] 1.07| 135| 143} 1.62| 127| 122| 128 135
n 2005 18 19 21 24 45 34 37 39 237
9] 575 5.74| 5.33| 5.08| 6.07| 5.56| 632 577 5.77
SD 142 158 136 194 1.12| 133 0.84| 142| 1.40
n (M) 2001 9 8 14 17 13 16 20 14 111
9] 6.33| 5.88| 546| 5.62| 550 6.44| 6.65| 521| 5.91
SD 1.05| 1.05f 1.82| 1.75( 1.86| 1.00] 091 1.57] 1.53
n (M) 2005 8 7 7 11 14 14 13 14 88
o 575 6.29| 457 427 6.00| 571 6.00| 536| 5.52
SD 1.39] 088 1.40| 218 1.20{ 133| 0.88| 191| 1.61
n (F) 2001 14 12 27 22 26 23 20 24 168
o 6.11| 6.17| 6.61| 598 621| 6.09| 575| 6.69| 6.23
SD 126 1.07| 0.77| 1.11 1.24] 141 134 0.64| 1.16
n (F) 2005 9 11 13 13 31 19 23 25 144
9] 561 5.55| 585| 577 6.10] 547| 6.48| 6.00| 5.93
SD 145 183 1.10| 137 1.09| 135| 0.77| 098 1.24

Figure 1 to Table 6: (2001)

@ (particular classes)
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Figure 2 to Table 6: (2005)

@ (particular classes)

T 4 o oo _________
61 575 _ 574

O
3o

2 ______

5A 6A A 8A 9A 10A 1A 12A Total

Question II1:

The mean values received from responses to this question are quite high; nevertheless,
they testify only to the declared abstract level of the value of the Sorbian language and
culture. In contrast to the preceding two questions, no substantial development showed
in connection with the subjective expression of the level of interest in maintaining the
Sorbian language and culture. The slight decrease detected in the compared groups
(from 6.06 to 5.94) and practically identical SD can, therefore, be interpreted as an
essentially stable level of this relationship in connection with age. If, however, we
compare the younger students (i.e., the 5™ to 8" classes in years 2001 and 2005), there is
a considerable decrease from 6.06 to 5.45. Both in 2001 and 2005, compared to male
students, the total of female students gave a little higher level of importance to Sorbian
matters. As for the developmental tendencies, male students showed stagnation
(2001: 5.75; 2005: 5.76) whereas female students showed a slight decline (from 6.26 to
6.04). In their attitudes, at the same time, the female students are far more unanimous
than the male students. The differences between them, however, disappear with age. As
far as the residential background of the respondents is concerned, in 2001 the highest
value (6.89) was given by students from Ostro/Wotrow (accompanied by an extraordi-
narily low SD: 0.31!); the values for other Catholic regions largely exceeded the value
of 6. Also in 2005 the highest level of interest in Sorbian matters was again given by
students from Ostro/Wotrow (6.50). In general, however, the answers ranged between
Sand 6. A relatively lower rate of interest was shown by respondents from Bautzen/
Budysin and students of the lowest grades from the Protestant areas (in 2005 it was only
4.15).
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3.3. Linguistic competence (Sorbian; German)

Table 7:  Question IV: “How do you assess your language ability concerning
Sorbian?”
Question V: “How do you assess your language ability concerning
German?”
(seven-point scale — ratio)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
VERY POOR VERY GOOD
class: 5A 6A TA 8A 9A 10A 11A 12A

n 2001 23 20 42 41 40 41 42 39 288
(total) |2005 18 19 21 24 45 34 37 39 237
n 2001 23 20 41 39 40 39 42 39 283
g8 476 4.60 5.01 4.76| 4.98 5.05 4.92| 487 4.89
SD 1.33 0.80 1.14 1.00 1.07 0.99 0.83 1.25 1.07
n 2005 18 19 21 24 45 33 37 38 235
g8 5.08 5121 481 4.88 4.98 4.85 524 4.87 4.98
SD 1.24 1.14 1.37 1.01 0.93 1.08 0.88 1.25 1.08
n 2001 23 20 41 39 40 39 42 39 283
oG 5.28 5.30 5.34 5.10 5.43 5.64 5.41 5.41 5.37
SD 0.87 0.95 1.19 1.29 1.09 1.14 1.09 0.91 1.11
n 2005 18 19 21 24 45 33 37 39 236
oG 5.44 5.21 5.81 4.58 5.44 5.49 5.24 5.18 5.30
SD 0.93 1.20 1.22 1.75 1.05 1.21 0.94 0.91 1,25

Figure 1 to Table 7: (2001)

@ / Sorbian =g /| German

. e
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Figure 2 to Table 7: (2005)

@ / Sorbian =g /| German

3d
o4
1 T T T T T T T T d

5A 6A A 8A 9A 10A 11A 12A Total
Questions IV, V:

Questions aimed at the self-stereotype of the respondents are, from the point of view of
sociolinguistics, highly significant because every one of them contains a combination of
subjectively perceived language abilities and components of an attitude to the language
and its vitality. > Self-evaluation of the language competence (both in Sorbian and
German) has not changed much over the four years of its development. As in 2001, in
2005 the compared respondents defined their language competence in S as slightly
lower than in G. With both languages, however, there was generally a slight increase of
the values (2001: S — 4.82; G — 5.25; 2005: S — 4.99; G — 5.34). A closer analysis of the
obtained values brought some interesting findings. The above-mentioned difference
between S and G is similar with both sexes (2001: M/S — 4.70; M/G — 5.20; 2005: M/S
4.91; M/G —5.24); (2001: F/S —4.89; F/G : 5.28; 2005: F/S — 5.0; F/G — 5.38). From the
given numbers, it is obvious that girls assess their language competence (S and G)
higher. Related to the sex of the respondents, the SD values do not show marked
deviations; in general they testify to a great homogeneity of the answers.

In connection with residential background, it was only the respondents from
Ostro/Wotrow who valued their competence in S higher than their competence in G in
both 2001 and 2005; the same results were obtained in 2001 from students from
Crostwitz/Chroscicy and (surprisingly) from the Protestant areas as well as in 2005
from students coming from Nebelschiitz/NjebjelCicy. In both years under observation,
the greatest difference to the benefit of G was detected among students from Bautzen/
Budysin and, in 2005, also among respondents from the Protestant areas.

3 Cf. WENGLER 1993: 58.
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3.4. The overall situation of the Sorbs

Table 8:  Question VI: “What, in your opinion, is the general situation of the
Sorbs in Germany?”
(seven-point scale — ratio)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
VERY POOR VERY GOOD
class: 5A 6A 7A 8A 9A| 10A| 11A| 12A

n (total) |2001 23 20 42 41 40 41 42 39| 288
2005 18 19 21 24 45 34 37 391 237

n 2001 23 20 41 38 40 39 42 391 282
9] 4.63| 3.45| 3.32| 3.55| 3.30| 3.49| 3.77| 3.47| 3.58
SD 1.22] 1.07| 1.28| 1.19] 1.23| 1.16| 1.08| 1.12| 1.22
n 2005 17 19 21 24 45 34 35 391 234
4]

SD

4.74| 3.68| 4.19| 3.63| 3.78| 3.62| 3.54| 3.59| 3.77
.52 1.17| 1.26| 1.15] 1.23| 1.26| 1.16f 091| 1.25

Question VI:

The evaluation of the overall situation of the Sorbs in Germany has practically brought
no noticeable changes. While in 2001 the mean of answers of the younger SGS students
to this question was 3.66, in 2005 the mean of answers of the same students, now four
years older, was 3.64. This value, however, is a little lower than the results for a similar
question asked at the SGS in 1997 (3.96) or at the Sorbian lower secondary schools in
2000 (4.09).* We might hypothetically conclude that this item could, to some extent, be
affected by difficulties created by the overall funding of Sorbian national life and
problems in the school network and other areas which, since about 2000, have been
covered and highlighted by the media much more extensively than ever before.?’

As far as the comparison of the male and female students is concerned, the obtained
mean values and SD are largely identical (in 2005 the female students appeared to be
“more optimistic”). The level of SD (i.e., the heterogeneity of answers) is, nonetheless,
relatively high (about 1/3 of the average). In relation to the age of the respondents no
marked developmental tendencies could be traced.

In answers for individual micro-regions, no considerable differences were found. In
contrast to 2001, the level of contentment of respondents from the district of Kamenz/
Kamjenc® and from the Protestant areas would rise in 2005 while it fell with students
from Radibor/Radwor and particularly from Bautzen/Budysin.

> SATAVA 2005: 120, 155.

%> On the other hand, the high value of 4,02 was detected in the group of younger students (5™ to
8" classes) in 2005.

% 1t showed most markedly with respondents from Ostro/Wotrow: 2001 — 3.44; 2005 — 4.38 and
from the Protestant areas: 2001 —3.21; 2005 — 4.33.
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4. Conclusions

In general, we can claim that the basic comparison of the same questionnaires answered
in 2001 and repeated in 2005 by identical groups of A-class students of the Sorbian
Grammar school in Bautzen/Budysin brought remarkable and conclusive findings. After
four years the students under observation (within the classes) displayed obvious streng-
thening of Sorbian identity and/or weakening of German identity. In contrast to this
finding, the declared concern for maintaining the Sorbian language and culture
practically stagnated. The values for the language competence self-evaluation con-
cerning both Sorbian and German tended to increase with age; German, however, con-
tinued to prevail (on the average) slightly over Sorbian. The assessment of the overall
situation of the Sorbs was almost identical in both cases.

The documented shifts and changes within the Sorbian identity and German identity
(of course, mutually interlinked and intertwined, and frequently actually “dual”) can be
pointed out as the most significant of all the findings. Results and thoughts on similar
issues published earlier (SATAVA 2005: 206-212) can then be considered conclusive
and validated in terms of the comparison presented here. It is, however, also necessary
to consider a certain “national elitism” which had led to the enrollment of the students
in this school in the first place; similarly the education towards Sorbian awareness at
this school should be taken into consideration as well. Prospectively, this theme should
be processed in greater detail — especially with a focus on regional differences and
personal development of particular individuals.

The given findings could also become the basis for practical measures of language
planning which, in Lusatia, has been slowly developing since about 2000%” (SATAVA
2006). In a number of minority regions of Europe and other continents this phenomenon
brought considerable results in the range of efforts to maintain ethnic groups and their
languages threatened with assimilation; in a number of cases it has become the linchpin
of revitalisation tendencies. The Sorbian language (particularly its Upper Sorbian
variety) is still a living language spoken by children and young people.” One of the
aims of the research presented in this paper was also the effort to help it remain so in the
future.
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Resumé

Na ptelomu let 2001/02 uskutecnil autor mezi zédky 5.—-12. A-tfid (tj. tfid s luzickou
srbstinou jako vyucovacim jazykem) Luzickosrbského gymnazia (Sorbisches Gymna-
sium/Serbski gymnazij) v Budys$iné (Is. BudyS$in, ném. Bautzen) dotaznikovy pruzkum,
tykajici se nekterych aspekti jejich vztahu k luzické srbstiné (resp. némcin€) a etnické
identity. Vysledky tohoto vyzkumu byly prezentovany v VI. oddile publikace ,,Sprach-
verhalten und ethnische Identitédt”, publikované jako 39. svazek fady Spisy Serbskeho
instituta (SATAVA 2005).

O ctyti roky pozdéji, v zimé 2005/06, probéhl v 5.—-12. A-tfidach SGS opakovany
vyzkum, zahrnujici stejné otazky. V ptipad€ 9.—12. tridy tak byly ziskany udaje od stej-
nych respondentd, ktefi byli (coby zaci 5.-8. tfidy) pfedmétem vyzkumu jiz v roce
2001. Analyza a interpretace odpovédi tychz (celki) zakd na tytéz otazky v Casovém
posunu Ctyt let je cennym zdrojem pro postizeni soucasné etnicko-jazykové situace u
(nejen mladych) Luzickych Srbi.

Komparace stejnych dotaznikii, zodpovézenych v rdmci névratného vyzkumu v le-
tech 2001 a 2005 shodnymi skupinami (A-tiid) zakd Luzickosrbského gymnazia v Bu-
dysiné, pfinesla pozoruhodna a prikazna zjisténi. Po Ctyfech letech se u sledovanych
zékd (v ramci téidnich celkll) zieteln€ projevilo sileni luZickosrbské identity, resp. po-
kles identity némecké. Oproti tomu deklarovany zajem o zachovani luZickosrbského
jazyka a kultury prakticky stagnoval. Hodnoty sebehodnoceni jazykové kompetence
jak pokud jde o luzickou srbstinu, tak i némcinu s rostoucim vékem mirné vzrostly;
némcina vsak nadale (v priméru) mirné dominovala nad luzickou srbstinou. Hodnoceni
celkové situace LuzZickych Srbi bylo v obou srovnavanych piipadech takika totozné.

Z uvedenych zjisténi je jako nejvyznamnéjsi mozno vyhodnotit dolozené posuny a
zmény v ramci (vzajemné provazané a prolnuté, mnohdy vlastné ,,podvojné®) luzicko-
srbské a némecké identity. V daném kontextu jiz diive prezentovand (SATAVA 2005:
206-212) zjisténi a uvahy je tak v ramci prezentované komparace mozno povazovat za
potvrzena. V potaz je tieba samoziejmé vzit i fakt jistého ,,narodniho elitafstvi“ v sou-
vislosti se samotnym piihlaSenim se zakl na SGS, stejné jako fakt vychovy k luzicko-
srbskému uvédomeéni v tomto Skolnim zafizeni. Vyhledové by vsak bylo tieba prezen-
tované téma zpracovat je$té detailnéji — zejména se zaméfenim na teritorialni rozdily a
osobni vyvoj konkrétnich jednotlivcii.

Uvedené poznatky by se mohly stat i podkladem praktickych opatfeni — v ramci
v Luzici jen pozvolna (zhruba az od roku 2000) se vyraznéji rozvijejiciho ,,jazykového
planovani* (language planning). Tento fenomén jiz v fadé mensinovych oblasti Evropy i
jinych svétadilti ptinesl vyrazné vysledky na poli snah o uchovévani asimilaci ohroze-
nych etnik a jejich jazyku; v fadé€ ptipadu se stal i osou revitalizacnich tendenci. Luzic-
ka srbstina (pfedevsim jeji hornoluzicka varianta) je dosud zivym jazykem, kterym stale
jesté hovoii i déti a mladez. Jednim z cilt uskuteénéni v této studii predstaveného
vyzkumu tak byla i snaha napomoci, aby tomu tak zlstalo i nadale.



