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Research questions

Can tolerance itself
nurture a happy country?
Does it need a mediator,

such as freedom?



Why freedom?

I. freedom go two together naturally and
simultaneously for a sound economic and
social development (Berggren & Nilsson
2013, Rothstein 2000)

1. a vast of literature exposes a strong chain
between freedom and happiness (Welsch

2003, Jackson 2016, Brulé & VVeenhoven
2014).



Objectives of study

I.  To reveal the knot between tolerance
and happiness

. To examine the mediating role of
freedom In bridging tolerance and
happiness

1. To discover the direct impact of
freedom on happiness



Data: World Value Survey wave 6

Malaysia: Survey period 2010-2011

Age Sex Total
Male Female Observation Percentage
Up to 29 190 170 360 21.7
30-49 294 319 613 47.2
50 and more 184 143 327 25.2
Total 668 632 1300 100




Categorical Principle
Components Analysis
(CatPCA)

¥

Cross-sectional
Ordered logit/probit
models

b

Marginal Effects
Cross-sectional
Ordered logit/probit
models

Methodology

To construct 2 components to proxy tolerance
and freedom

To test the hypothesis that (i) the impact of
tolerance on perceived happiness (ii) freedom can
be a mediator for the linkage between tolerance and
perceived happiness, and (iii) the direct role of
freedom on happiness

To detect which factors bring greater impact on
Malaysians happiness



Results

Table 4: Model Summary of CATPCA

Variables Component Variance Accounted For
loading
Cronbach’s | Total % of
Alpha Eigenvalue | Variance
1. Tolerance 0.706 1.89 63%
Item description:
“The only acceptable region is my religion.” 0.545
“ Homosexual can always be justified.” 0.889
“Sex before married can always be justified.” 0.896
2, Freedom 0.647 1.758 58.6%
Item description:
“A great deal of choice and control you feel you have over the way 0.707
your life turns out”.
“How democratically is this country being governed today?.” 0.750
“How much independence do you have in performing your task at 0.749
work?.”
Notes:

The component loading shows the correlation between each original item and the extracted component.
The Cronbach’s alphaindicates the reliabilitv on the internal consistency of the extracted component.
The total Eigenvalue measures the variance in all the items which is accounted for by the extracted component.

The % of variance indicates the total variation of the extracted component that can be explained by all the selected items.




Table 3: Fegression ofhappmess: cross-sectional ordered Logt statistics

Independent MModel
vanahbles (17 (2) (3 (47 =)
tolerance D.0320 D0122 00367 00033
freedom 0 2884 +** 0 34 80***
tolerance *freedom 0. 21 To*+E O.1go5**
choice 00482
poltical 0. 1127**=*
work 00481+
religion 00257
homo=exal O.1183++*
e 0. 1202 F**
ncome 0. 1557 **=* 0.1445%** 0.1643 %+ 0.1 710%**E 0.1382+%+*
health 1 0357%** 1.030p%** 1.0120%** 1.0144%%* 1 0313%**
financial 0. 1277 *** 01404 *** 0. 1386%** 0. 1338%%* 0.125] %**
hife 0. 1408 *** 0. 1486*** Q. 1253%** 0.1218*** 0.117]1**=*
god 0. 1663 *** 0. 1485%** 0. 1322%** 0. 1238%%* 0. 121 7***
education D OTTE** D OT33** 00604 ** D .06309* D O0T71]1**
age 00032 00049 0.0047 00045 00022
employment 00436 Q00323 00062 00114 00025
malay 00670 0.0290 0.0427 00211 00306
chinesze 01170 03284 02860 02683 02807
constart cutl 3. TOQG*** 3 52BpFF* 3.1814%** 3 0548%%* 4. 12T70%F*
constart cut? T2128*** G QQTQ**:E G GGHIFFEFF G 53504 *** T HY35%**
n 1.300 1.300 1.300 1.300
LE 2 314 TO®*E 30T 4Q*F* 324 19%*F* 331 Biw**
Pzeudo-R2 0.1526 0.1449 01527 0.1564
Brant test 1688 043 10.66 1699

Motes:

Thea asterisk{*) reprasants the sienificant laveal: *p <=0 10, *F p =005  and ***p =010,

n denotas the sarmpla siza whils the Likalibhood ratio statistics indicata the significance of moda]l. All the modsals ars
sipnificant at 1 %o of sienificancalaval.

Pszudo-F* measuras the gpodness offit of modzl to thadata.

Brant testis nsedto datect thefulfillmeant ofparalle] reprassionassumption Theobtsined insienificant Brant tast
rasults showr that hiodal (1) to {3) fulfill such as sumnpticn.



Table 6: Pegression ofhappmess: cross-sectional ordered Probit statistics

Independent Model
vanahbles (6 (T (2) (9
tolerance 00170 00058 00139
freedom 0.1 566%%* 0.1 830 %+*
tolerance*freedom 0.104]1**
choice )
political 0. 0626*+*
work Q.0280%*
religion 00206
homos=sezxual 00608 *+*
S8 D06E] ***
Icome 00801 *+* Q0821 *** 0. 000 g **+* 0 0036%+* 007 TO***
health (. 53033%+* 0. 5061 F+* 0. 5800 %** 0. 5803 %+* 0 588 7%**
financial Q0.0TEE*++* Q0 0855%+* 0 084 5%%* 00821 *+* Q.07 T3%**
hife 0. 0860+ +* 00861 *+* 0 QT23%%* Q0.0T]15%+*
god 0. 0060 *** 00882 *** 0. 070 *** 0.0T743%%*
education D.0416** D0305* D0371* D0365*
age 0.0023 00033 00031 00031
emplovyiment 0.0481 00390 00208 00215
malay 0.0560 00131 00151 00011
chinese 00720 01968 01688 0.1561
_cutl 2. 2042 %** 2. 1600 %+*E 1 Q631 %%* 1 9106*+* )

cut? 4 2458 %** 4. 103 7T%** 3 0060 FFF 3. 8562%%F 4 44 56FF*
n 1.300 1.300 1.300 1.300 1.300
LE 2 319 22 %FFE 313 08%%* 32F 1] %%* 333 gTEEFE 332 BUEEE
Pzeudo-E- 0.1547 0.1475 0.1546 0.1575 0.1568
Approxummate LE 17.63 2.531 033 17 .84 1684

Motes:

The asterisk{*)rapresants the significant laval: *p =010, *=* p <003 , and **Fp < {J_1{.
ndenotes tha samplasiza.
Likelihoodratio 2 statistics indicats the significance of modal. All the models ara significant at 1 %% of significancs

lawral.

Pseaudo-R* measures the goodness offit of modsl to thadata.

The approximats likelihood ratio tast is used to detect the egualitvas sumption of coafficients across responss
categories. Theobtained insignificant approximata lilcelibho od ratio tast rasults showr that Blodel {6) to {10) fulfll

such assurmption



Table 7: Margmal effects based on Model (3) and Model (10} for each level of perceived

happiness

Independent Orderedlogit COrdered Probit

vanables Cutcome Cutcome

(2) (3) (4) (2) (3) (4)

tolerance 0.0001 0.0007 00008 0.0001 0.0012 0.0014

tolerance® L.0036%% 00379%F Q00414%*%  D0034%*F 00200%*F (QO333%*

freedom

choice 00010 L0108 00118 00011 0.0004 0.0104

pohbtical D.0024%*** QO252%*F Q02753%% _D00253%%F 00220%*F Q0245%**
‘ work 0.0010** 0D0107* 00118* D0011% L.0000%  Q0110%
ﬁg ) QU OFFE ) 3 QOFFF 33 8FFF [ s 1 FFF [ ] FFFE ()] )50

) O} ]7]*** { /

financial D.0026%** 00270%* Q05306%FF _L003]1F%F 00272%*F Q0303%**

hfe D.00253%%* 00262%* Q0286%%F _QO02FFFF _Q0243%FF QQ2T0***

god D.0026***F QO0272%*F Q0207 _QO020%%*F Q0252+ Q02E0***

education 0.0013** QO0138** _00174*%* 0Q0015%* 0.0133% L0148%*

age 000005 00003 0.0003 0.0001 0.0006 0.0007

employment 0.0019 0.0206 00223 0.0013 00112 00125

malay 0.0006 0.0068 D.0075 0.0003 0.0027 0.0030

chineze 0.0063 00628 00691 00073 00585 0.0638

Notas:

The asterisk{*) represents the significant lavel: * p< (.10, ** p =0 .05 L and ***p < (.10

Outcome (1)is not applicabla in this studvas nons of raspondant chosanthe answer of ‘not at all happe”

COutcome (1) represants the probability of a respondent being not very happy; Outcome (3) indicates the probability
reprasants the probabilitv of a respondent being mther happy; Outcormns (4) shows the probability of a respondent

being very happv.



Conclusion

I. Tolerance itself may not be able to stimulate
gladness.

Il. Freedom has both indirect and direct impacts
on happiness. It can be the mediator to bridge
tolerance and happiness.

lii.More precisely, political freedom and freedom
at work help to enhance the level of wellbeing.

Iv.Health is the main concern of Malaysians iIn
the pursuit of life contentment.



Policy implementation

I. It rings the bell of the iImportance of
safeguarding political freedom iIn creating a
tolerant society for the sake of happiness of
Malaysians.

Il. The Government may need to improve and
upgrade the health care policy always.

lHi.Employers could play a role in tackling their
employee’s happiness by granting them a
freer working environment.
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