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The published version of Figure 1 contains an error.  In some countries, the identification survey item 
included a religious identification as an option.  This was true in many predominantly Muslim countries, for 
example.  We did not include those respondents in the analysis (see fn. 3, p. 696), but they were mistakenly 
included in the righthand panel of Figure 1.  Below is a corrected version with those respondents excluded. 
 
This correction does not change the substantive finding of this figure—namely, that majorities are more likely 
than minorities to identify with the state, but this “gap” between majorities and minorities varies considerably 
across states. 
 
 
Corrected Figure 1b. Proportion Identifying with State Only 
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