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PREFACE

This book is the second edited volume to be basea selection of the
keynote addresses presented at the annual cordsrefiche Centre for
Research on Nationalism, Ethnicity and Multicultism (CRONEM),
University of Surrey, UK (the first volume beingathby Eade, Barrett,
Flood & Race, 2008). For the present volume, wedgecto commission
chapters from a range of different disciplines whfocused on issues
concerning the nature of, and the interconnectlogtsveen, nationalism,
ethnicity and citizenship.

CRONEM was established as a multidisciplinary resgeaentre in
2004 by the University of Surrey working in collaition with Roehampton
University, with John Eade acting as the Execubeector and Martyn
Barrett and Chris Flood acting as the two Acadeiirectors of the
Centre. CRONEM held its first annual conferenc2005. Since that year,
the CRONEM conferences have become a regular éxfor many
academics, researchers, policymakers and praetiSoeager to learn
about the latest developments in the study of natism, ethnicity,
citizenship, multiculturalism and migration acrossrange of different
disciplines.

The conference is typically attended by anthropistsg sociologists,
political scientists, psychologists, geographersnemists and educationists,
as well as by experts in migration studies, Eurapstaidies and policy
studies. It is therefore a genuinely multidisciplip event, with papers
from all of these disciplines being presented adiagy each other in order
to enable different understandings to be consideredlationship to each
other so that both overlapping and contrasting tstdedings of
phenomena can be identified and discussed. Thermte has increasingly
become an international event, with participant& moming from 25-30
different countries each year.

In the current book, each chapter consists of &emripaper which its
author produced subsequent to making their origicahference
presentation. Due to the change in medium, thegieewrchapters are far
more substantial pieces than the original conferepapers from which
they have stemmed. As a result, each author is tabfesent a much
more detailed and considered account of the issueish they are
considering and analysing.



X Preface

Taken together, these papers, drawn as they aredoomany different
disciplinary perspectives, provide a unique andifeging picture of our
current understanding of nationalism, ethnicity aitidenship.

Professor Martyn Barrett
Professor Chris Flood
Professor John Eade

Reference

Eade, J., Barrett, M., Flood, C. & Race, R. (Ed2008). Advancing
Multiculturalism, Post 7/7. Newcastle: Cambridge Scholars Publishing



CHAPTERONE

NATIONALISM, ETHNICITY, CITIZENSHIP:
MULTIDISCIPLINARY PERSPECTIVES-
AN INTRODUCTION

MARTYN BARRETT,
UNIVERSITY OFSURREY, UK

CHRIS FLOOD,
UNIVERSITY OF SURREY, UK

JOHN EADE,

ROEHAMPTONUNIVERSITY, UK

This book provides a detailed examination, fromagety of different
disciplinary perspectives, of issues concerningonatism, ethnicity and
citizenship. The overall aim of the book is to tadteck of our current
understandings in this area, and to establish wehethere are any
connections between the understandings which ang leticulated within
different social science disciplines. For this maghe contributors have
been deliberately drawn from a range of acadensciglines including
Politics (Hedetoft), Sociology (Yuval-Davis), Commcation/Media
(Flood et al.), Geography (van Amersfoort), Psyobgl (Condor and
Emler) and Education (Byram and Race). Interesfinglespite this
diversity of disciplinary perspectives, a remarkalgionsistent picture
emerges by the end of the book.

Nationalism, ethnicity and multiculturalism lie thte heart of many of
the societal changes which are currently transfognaiountries across the
world. In the last 20 years, migration has altdirezlworld in such a way
that many of the old certainties which were prodid®s/ the established
framework of nation-states have been underminec mMovements of
peoples across the globe are being driven by maffgreht factors,
including warfare, persecution, environmental dedgbe, famine, poverty,
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international trade and business, domestic laboarket needs and
employment opportunities, the emergence of glolamhraunication and

transportation networks and, last but certainly leaist, the search for a
better life (GCIM, 2005). Although there have bestight drops in levels

of migration to some countries since 2008 as altresfuthe recent

economic downturn, the scale of migration which besurred over the

past 20 years has meant that virtually all coustrleave become
increasingly ethnically diverse during this peri@ECD, 2010). In short,

cultural diversity and multicultural societies halvecome an established
fact of life in many countries across the world.

Migrants make substantial contributions to the ¢oes within which
they live, not only through their labour but albodugh the taxes they pay,
through their participation in local communitiesdahrough their cultural
activities (see, for example, Alexander & Knowl@§05; Back, 1996;
Burrell, 2009; Eade, 1997; Eade & Valkanova, 208#oy, 1987, 1993).
However, many migrants and minorities, especialgse of the first
generation, retain a significant involvement aneriest in their country of
origin, with transnational loyalties and attachnserstometimes being
stronger than their attachment to their countrywafrk and residence
(Garapich, 2008; Ryan & Webster, 2008; Vertove©@®Werbner, 2002).

It has also been argued that multicultural socieiad transnational
communities undermine traditional conceptions tizenship which treat
citizenship as the legal status linking an indidtdio a state, thereby
granting to that individual a range of politicalyitand social rights and
responsibilities (Marshall, 1950; Faulks, 2000).e&ly, patterns of
transnational affiliation, not to mention the risé cosmopolitanism in
which individuals identify as global rather thantioaal citizens (Held,
2003; Brock & Brighouse, 2005; Beck, 2006; Beck &gar, 2007; Steger
2008), challenge traditional notions of citizenshighich are instead
grounded in loyalty and affiliation to a particulamation-state. The
emergence of ethnically diverse societies and haienal communities
not only poses challenges to the practical funatigrof nation-states but
in the long term may also undermine nationalism tlzs ideological
foundation underpinning the international, statatde system. However,
in the period since the end of the Cold War, natism has undergone a
striking revival, giving renewed vigour to existisgcessionist movements
and encouraging the emergence of new ones, songetiorabining with
jihadist Islamism in parts of Asia, the Middle Easid North Africa. Inter-
ethnic conflicts — from Northern Ireland to forméfugoslavia, to
Chechnya, to Sri Lanka, to Indonesia — have begulated by varying
mixtures of military force, partition, expulsion,estation and political
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settlement (Gammer, 2010; Guelke, 2010; Harff &rGA003; Horowitz,
2001; Wolff, 2007).

At the same time defensive forms of xenophobicamaism have
been manifested in many states with high levelsnahigration from
abroad, as in the US and Western Europe, or evénimfluxes arising
from domestic migration, as in the case of Russl®e rise of populist
radical right-wing parties in a number of Europeanntries (Hainsworth,
2008; Mudde, 2007; Norris, 2005; Rydgren, 2004) teakon, and into,
this current of anxiety and resentment among sestiof native
populations who perceive their societies as bdingatened by swamping,
competition in the labour market, pressure on pusdirvices and cultural
adulteration. In less aggressive reaction, the atkm of national
retrenchment has encouraged resistance to Eurdg@an integration by
substantial sections of the national publics oesavMember States since
the mid-1990s (Fligstein, 2009; Fuchs, Magni-BernRoger, 2008;
Leconte, 2010): hostility to the inclusion of Tuykie a future enlargement
of the EU also owes much to the potential for lesgale intra-European
immigration from that country.

Hence, there are numerous important questions dinke the
phenomenon of modern migration and to the rise wificultural societies
and transnational communities which are currengijn@ examined within
different disciplines. Questions which relate padarly to the present
book include:

» To what extent do multiculturalism and transnatisna undermine
nationalism or, on the contrary, provoke its reggs®? Is nationalism
now out of date as an ideological foundation forderm states or is it
evolving as societies change?

e How do the multiple identities and multiple leveld$ belonging
(e.g., ethnic, religious, national, transnatiomai{perienced today interact
with traditional nationalist ideology?

* Within multicultural societies, how far do repretdions of
‘cultural others’ still play a role in nationalisinstructions of ‘the
nation'?

* How successfully have the welfare systems of nadiates
responded to the influx of migrants without appagto divert resources
from the indigenous populations? Why are extrerghtrwing parties
gaining increased levels of support, and what lageedilemmas which
need to be addressed by national governments pomes to these
phenomena?
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* How do national politicians regard the multiculiunature of their
countries, and have they moved beyond the traditidogic of
nationalism within their own thinking?

e What social and psychological resources do citizetgiire in
order to function effectively at the political ldweithin multicultural
democratic societies?

e How can the educational systems of states, whiclve ha
traditionally been used for nationalist purposes, lmarnessed to
enhance the competences needed by their citizerssiéoessful living
in a multicultural world?

* What changes need to be made to educational miicierder to
ensure the effective integration of minority citiz@

These questions, which all revolve around issuaisetl to nationalism,
ethnicity and citizenship in the contemporary wprlite addressed in
detail in the subsequent chapters of the book.

The chaptersin this book

In his chapter, UIf Hedetoft begins the debate dging the question
of whether nationalism is a historical anachronismgsidue of the past
which is no longer relevant in the globalised wasfdtoday. He explores
several specific hypotheses which have been addancthe literature to
justify this claim, and he finds that all are qimsable, with neither
multiculturalism nor transnationalism standing position to nationalism
but instead representing contemporary reformulatioihnnational identity
politics which are in fact helping to keep natiosal alive. Furthermore,
while trickle-down effects from elite cosmopolitanmi to national
populations may convey the general impressionribdbnalist thinking is
anachronistic, Hedetoft argues that banal everydsdipnalistic practices
are still pervasive and hold considerable powehénlives of many people
across the globe. However, significant transforaretiare currently taking
place as a consequence of globalisation and nugratand these
transformations are requiring nationalism to addpt these new
circumstances.

Nira Yuval-Davis adopts a different lens throughishhto examine
nationalism. She explores how contemporary conttme of nationalism
relate to a feminist ‘ethics of care’. Noting thatizenship today entails
multiple levels of belonging (e.g., local, regignalational, ethnic,
religious, etc.), she argues that the emotionstticAment, loyalty and
solidarity at these multiple levels often clashhaitaditional nationalist
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ideology and the rigid all-or-none boundary whithanstructs around the
status of formal citizenship. Analysing the rolethin contemporary
societies of women in general and of care workergarticular, she
explores not only the tension which exists betweeo-liberal ethics and
the ethics of care, but also the intriguing pataileich exists between, on
the one hand, caring for the nation, and on therotiand, caring within
the labour market and the domestic sphere. Sheearthat, despite the
fact that nationalism is often considered to beasaulinist enterprise, it
paradoxically also depends upon a particular kiinetluics of care.

Nationalism also forms the main focus of the chapteChris Flood,
Stephen Hutchings, Galina Miazhevich and Henri Bigsk They explore
the way in which nationalism utilises images oftardl others in order to
construct representations of the nation. Analys$iog British, French and
Russian television news broadcasts represent Ialagn Muslims within
their coverage, they conclude that these represemsa reflect the
ideological biases of banal nationalism in all ¢reountries. Their
analysis reveals how representations of Islam withese broadcasts are
very heavily dominated by stories concerning tesrar war, violence,
extremism, misgovernment and deprivation, with carapively little
attention being given to positive stories concegrsnccessful integration
and peaceful dialogue. The result is that Islapréglominantly associated
with negative connotations. The distinctively diffat emphases which are
deployed by the broadcasters within each of theethcountries are
interpretable in terms of each nation’s particubéstory and specific
orientation towards multiculturalism and its ownpegach towards its
internal Muslim minority populations. However, daésphese differences
in emphasis, within all three nations, the selectd topics and the mode
of coverage serve to implicitly reinforce the idiésat Muslim attitudes,
values and practices stand in fundamental conwvidistthose of the home
nation.

The fourth chapter, by Hans van Amersfoort, examitie dilemmas
which are currently faced by nation-states in refeghip to migration,
ethnic diversity and citizenship. In an attemptutederstand the rise of
extreme right-wing politics in Western Europeantega he identifies a
tension between the nature of these welfare statésh are committed to
the provision of services and the safeguardingatifigal, civil and social
rights for their citizens, and processes of gladzdion which are driven by
the needs of both the domestic and the interndtiabaur markets. The
dynamics of these labour markets, coupled to theeasing flows of
people claiming either refugee or asylum statugne¢hat the governments
of these welfare states have lost a great dediedf tontrol over inward
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migration. However, these states are also sigrestdoi refugee and human
rights conventions, which means that, once immigramd refugees are
living within their borders, it is incumbent upohem to extend services
such as housing, health care and education to tinebaduals. While
Western European states have been attempting tosenpuch more
stringent border controls as well as internal austin order to exclude
immigrants from their welfare systems, the new fermf cultural
differentiation which have now emerged within Ewgap societies as a
consequence of large-scale migration have led mtneght-wing parties
to espouse far more radical courses of action,qualp which have been
gathering increasing levels of support within mamuntries. The real
dilemma confronting the welfare states, accordimgan Amersfoort, is
how to maintain the human rights of immigrants aafligees, and the
economic activity which is required for the welfaséate to function,
without entering into an open-ended obligation tpEort any and all
migrants who might wish to enter these countries.

While van Amersfoort spreads his attention acrdss Western
European welfare states in general, the followimgpter, by Susan Condor,
is more specific in its focus: she examines theig@ents which have been
articulated in speeches by British politicians abethnic diversity and
multiculturalism within Britain. The two main spdexs which she focuses
on are attempts to present British multiculturaligm a progressive,
tolerant and socially inclusive approach to cultaliaersity. However, in
examining the contents of these speeches, Condwmowrs internal
contradictions and tensions. While these speechesept a view of
multicultural Britain which is in sharp contrast tiee outdated view that
Britain is an ethnically homogeneous nation, theesbes nevertheless
present an image of Britain as being founded oe 8gitish liberal values
which differ from those of other nations. In doisg, these speeches share
a similar rhetoric to that which is used by the-right British National
Party. As Condor reveals, the contents of thesechss are based on an
assumption that nations are racially and culturtatiynogeneous, presenting
British multiculturalism as a form of British cuhlal uniqueness and as a
particular form of brand distinctiveness which gdes a route through
which the country can pursue its own national idés in the international
arena. Hence, in these speeches, British multialiéun in fact echoes the
discourses of ethnic nationalism and British imaksim. This conclusion
accords with that of Hedetoft, that banal nati®smaliis still pervasive
despite the rhetoric about cultural diversity, wittulticulturalism itself
being a new reformulation of national identity piok.
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Given the reality that most societies today arenietily diverse, the
following chapter, by Nicholas Emler, examines thsychological
requirements which are needed by individuals taction effectively as
active citizens within multicultural democratic &tées. He suggests that
there are three main aspects to political partt@pain such societies:
holding opinions, agreeing to procedural normsegotiating differences
in opinion, and having the resources and skillpaaticipate in political
processes. Emler argues that the essential psygbalacomponents for
meeting these three requirements are: having aresttin politics; having
a sense of civic duty; paying attention to politicetters; having political
knowledge; holding opinions; and having an ideatagidentity. He notes
that there is substantial empirical evidence thdiication is a major
influence on levels of participation, and this ugfhce is likely to be
mediated through all of these various psychologicaiponents. By
contrast, lack of opportunity and lack of mateniasources may have
considerable (negative) impacts on levels of paaton. The implications
here are that members of disadvantaged minorityggare likely to be
hampered in their participation through their rietdéd educational and
social opportunities and through their limited nnite resources, and
possibly also in some cases by an incompatibilégyeen their cultural
values and the principles of political tolerance aemocratic participation
which are required for the negotiation of differeadn political opinion.

Emler draws attention to the central role of ediocain enhancing
active citizenship, and the significance of edwratis a theme which is
pursued further by Michael Byram in his chapter. hdges that national
education systems are used extensively for a nurobeolitical and
economic purposes, including creating and constifiganational identity,
creating human capital for the economy, promotingia equity, and
promoting participation in democratic processesesghgoals, which all
emphasise the national dimension, are commonly ugdrsin school
subjects such as history, geography, national laggwand literature and
citizenship/civic education. Byram argues that, bgntrast, foreign
language education is uniquely positioned withia sishool curriculum to
extend the horizons of learners beyond the bordetse nation-state, by
enabling them to engage with people of other caemiand cultures and to
cast a critical eye over their own nation and geltuHence, foreign
language education is an ideal vehicle for devatpearners’ intercultural
competences and understanding, and for facilitatiiveg development of
the intercultural attitudes, knowledge, skills awdion propensities which
are needed for engaging with people from othemocet Byram uses the
term “intercultural citizenship” to refer to thituster of capacities, a form
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of citizenship which is vital for effective interidmn, dialogue and active
participation in multicultural societies.

The final chapter, by Race, also examines the aflethe state
educational system. He provides a detailed casky sitthow citizenship
education policy within England, particularly inlagonship to the
education of immigrants and ethnic minority childrbas developed over
the past 50 years. Initially, in the 1960s and E9¥When minority children
were failing within the system, English educatiooligy identified the
problem as being located in immigrant parents &ed tcultural heritage
rather than in the educational system which wakngpito cope with
cultural diversity. Throughout this period, effomgere made to involve
parents to a greater extent in the education af tt@ldren. In recent
years, a shift has taken place, with governmeritpatstead emphasizing
that there is a range of factors, both familial anstitutional, that are
linked to poor school performance and placing aatgre emphasis on
citizenship education. However, Race argues that nbw citizenship
curriculum lacks any real focus on issues of caltdiversity and instead
stresses concepts such as responsibility and dultyclf are implicitly
skewed towards national rather than multicultucadaerns).

Conclusion

Taken together, and despite the fact that they baea written from a
wide range of different disciplinary perspectivé® various chapters in
this book paint a remarkably consistent pictureeyl bffer a view of a
world in which nationalism is still very much a dmant ideology.
Despite the unprecedented trends in migration whieoke taken place in
recent years, banal nationalistic practices ark p#rvasive and hold
considerable power in people’s lives, with negatrepresentations of
cultural others still being used to construct reprgations of the nation.
And while globalisation and migration may have riegg nationalism to
transform and adapt, particularly to the multictdtu constitution of
contemporary societies and to the fact of peoplé'ansnational
allegiances, nationalism is no less powerful addaday, permeating the
discourse of even well-intentioned politicians wbelieve that they are
fully embracing the new multicultural reality.

That said, both nationalism and citizenship todayehbecome far
more complex than in the past. Nowadays, indivisuabmmonly
experience multiple levels of belonging (local, ioe@l, national,
transnational, ethnic, religious, etc.), and fomeopeople there may be
incompatibilities between their different identdiions. Additional
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dilemmas and conflicts exist at the macro politiealel, with migration

and ethnic diversity posing such severe challefgethe welfare systems
of many nation-states that they are strugglingdpecwith the dilemmas
they face. And located at the very centre of themgous forces, many
members of ethnic minority groups routinely expece a level of

disadvantage which is so severe that they fail twumulate the
psychological resources which are needed to engéabeolitical systems
and processes, and are unable to participate efecin the life of the

societies in which they reside.

Education may provide the key to unlocking at lesmine of these
problems. Several of the contributors to this bdoaw attention to the
potential of education to enhance citizens’ liv€ghool systems are
uniquely positioned to extend people’s horizonsdoelytheir own nation-
state, to enhance their intercultural competenndsuaderstanding, and to
equip them with the psychological resources whiagk aeeded to
participate effectively in the public sphere. Hoegwthe full potential of
education in this regard has yet to be properlynésgsed by national
governments, with educational policies all too oftill being focused
primarily or exclusively on national needs. The @éapust be that the
educational policies of the future will be drivear fless by nationalist
ideologies and much more by the everyday needbeofrdividuals who
are now residing within our ethnically diverse stigs.
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CHAPTERTWO

|SNATIONALISM AN ANACHRONISM?
NOTES ON THEMUTATIONS OFNATIONAL
IDEALISM IN A GLOBAL AGE

ULF HEDETOFT,
UNIVERSITY OFCOPENHAGEN DENMARK

Introductory

This chapter will analyse the merits of the widegld assumption that
nationalism is properly a thing of the past, anchnanism, since it is out
of sync with the functional requirements, instibual contexts and cultural
opportunities of a global age characterised by rdit)g trans-national
attachments and cosmopolitan networks. Followindiszussion of the
meaning and uses of the concept of anachronismill ibe argued that the
answer to the problem must depend to a signifioaxtent on the
mutability of national forms of identification antthe extent to which
nationalism is tied to very specific properties @tate’. Different
hypotheses will be surveyed, and it will be coneldidhat rather than
testifying to an incompatibility of global processend national forms of
identification, the notion of anachronism primaritgflects a growing
divide between normative and analytical positions.

Framing theissue

Back in 1882, when nationalism as a modern sentinednmass
identification was still under construction, Frertdktorian and scholar of
religion and nationalism Joseph Ernest Renan hadcdlirage to predict
that ‘[tlhe nations are not something eternal. Thag their beginnings
and they will end. A European confederation willywerobably replace
them’ (Renan, 1882/1990). Along the same modeliniss, though about
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a hundred years later, Miroslav Hroch and many rofieeiological and
political analysts theorised that the history ofiovas and nationalism can
be broken down into ‘phases’, even if differentaahs suggest different
names, typologies, continuities, interrelationsg dwmanching points for
them (Gellner, 1983; Hroch, 198Schieder, 1992; de Wever, 2004). The
common denominator is the perceived existence,phetéally speaking,
of adawn ahigh noon and aduskof nations and nationalism (Hedetoft,
2006). A pertinent question to ask is whether weeheeached Renan’s
‘end point’: are we living through the dusk of metalism — is it, in one or
more senses (see below) an anachronism, as iefitgargued and even
more frequently implied, especially by theorists pafstmodernism and
globalisation?

In a similar vein, Eric Hobsbawm once referred ke tHegelian
aphorism that the owl of Minerva flies out at duskvhen phenomena to
be explained are past their peak — to suggest erigegxplanation of why
the scholarshipon nation states and nationalism has experiendeabat
since 1970 (Hobsbawm, 1990, p. 192; see also S2@®1, p. 21). On
that kind of analysis, what might seem to confirhe trelevance and
adequacy of nationalism is a sign of its gradusdppearance.

Put in different terms: in phases of social transftion, new and
deeper insights tend to surface, because transfimmsa shocks or
revolutions challenge existing assumptions anddignas (Kuhn, 1962).
Both ways of conceiving the problem theorise a ipaldr pattern of
interaction between social reality and epistemalaigbrogress. The notion
of nationalism as a modern anachronism in a glag®, which is
relatively pervasive these days (albeit currentlpject to certain doubts
due to the global economic crisis), may do so idiflerent way, while
possibly somehow confirming a number of moderristoties about the
phase-specific features of nationalism and globalisiceptualisations of
its outdated character.

Conversely, it may be argued that Hobsbawm is aght if the period
after 1970 can in fact be categorised as the ‘dogkiationalism and the
advent of a new era in which nationalism eithersdoet function properly
any more or has been robbed of its proper envirotin@n both counts,
the outcome is less than clear. While it is trust the period after 1970
ushers in some serious challengers to national agrities and national
identification, national identity and the natiomist are very much with us
and still play important roles — though these roleay have shifted
somewhat and may relate differently to the inteomatl order than in
earlier phases. Without any doubt they survive asn$é of regressive,
sentimental nationalism, in right-wing and anti-ilgnant politics, and in
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many other forms as well — which on the other handome, is evidence
precisely of the anachronism of nationalismlanus now only looks one
way: backwards!

Before proceeding further along this path, it icewsary to take a
closer look at the focal and contested notion afcaronism itself.

The meanings of anachronism

The most general definition of anachronism is thatefers to a
phenomenon situated incorrectly out of its propeetframe. The most
common use of the concept of anachronism in histbresearch has to do
with ‘the impropriety of depicting past phenomematérms of values,
assumptions, or interpretative categories of toda&grbeeck, 2006, p.
181; see also Ritter, 1998) — i.e. as a kind of schylamiposition of the
present on the past, an application found in consmose parlance as
well. Much historicist debate has hinged on thebfgm of whether or not
historical research can avoid a certain measuranathronism in this
sense, the assumption being that all historians)a@cessarily products of
their own time and that objective scholarship, vehieitl empathy with and
understanding of past eras on their own terms ligeged, is impossible:
the past, so the argument goes, must be recogassadforeign country’,
the alter ego and precondition of ‘today’ at onel dime same time. The
cruder understanding of anachronism within this iardbals with more
obvious errors of timing, chronology, or geographiplacing due to
contemporary dislocations of memory or perception.

This is an important discussion, but not really tcanto the most
widespread use of anachronism when it is associatdda critique of
nationalism as a phenomenon out of its proper timetext: Here the
meaning is rather the opposite, and the ‘impropr@te in which present-
day facts and processes are depicted in termseofrtational) values,
assumptions, and interpretive categories of yeayertihe past is allegedly
imposed on the present as a tempting frame of stateting, a normative
ideal and nostalgic myth, and (in practical eveyyderms) a frame of
reference of politics and action. This is basicély accusation levelled by
(post)modernist and globalist thinkers: citizensaihwalks of life across
the globe have become so used to nationalism achame-grown
framework, the sovereign nation-state, that natismahas survived as an
illusory frame of action, perception and identifica, although ‘reality’

! The more traditional definition of anachronism aiso, however, be found in
literature on nationalism, see e.g. Goodblatt (2006
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has proceeded to a new ‘post-national’ stage. Heeca few random
illustrations of this frame of mind, picked from ri@us sources, and
probably recognisable to everybody:

e ‘The ideals of nationalism today represent at best amusing
anachronism, and at worst a considerable and pgpsdéngerous
obstacle to the individual's pursuit of affluend&redrick Sheppard
‘Nationalism’, unpublished prize-winning English essay, UBC,
2001/02)

» ‘There was another broadside across the bows ofStE in the
Daily Telegraph this week. Andrew O’Hagen, a Scot, wrote a
wonderful piece in which he damned the “mad anatkm” of
Scottish Nationalism’ (Rod Liddle, ‘Scottish Nataism is Compelling’,
The Spectator2 May, 2007)

e ‘The notion of a homogeneous, independent stateithrer social,
economic or political terms is already anachroaigti..) most of
humanity would be better off proceeding directlygteater integration
rather than clinging desperately to an outmodethfof organisation’
(Barry Shenker, ‘Zionism and Socialism’, The Haaysla Department,
2007, accessed 13 February 2009 at
http://www.wzo.org.il/en/resources/view.asp?id=1850

* ‘The very idea of a “Jewish State” is an anachnoniglerry Z.
Muller, ‘Us and Them. The Enduring Power of EthMationalism’,
Foreign Affairs,March/April, 2008)

» ‘Nationalism in Europe (...) is quite an anachronispecially [sic]
when we are trying to build up a European Unionrelélly we are
living in a global world | think this ideology mudte, like many others
before it' (Monica Ferrer, customer review dhe Red Menace
Amazon.com, 29 January 2004, accessed 14 FebrQ@g) 2

» ‘Nationalism is a symptom of the past that no langfects the
bodies of truly global citizens, and the fact timationalism can no
longer be sustained in the hands of the world'#ipal elite makes the
death of nationalism a fait accomplit [sic]’ (E&laney, ‘Anachronistic
Nationalism’,Korean Times11 May, 2008)

At a more scholarly level of reflection, the alldge anachronistic
nature of nationalism and the nation state is by mwst often referred to
as ‘methodological nationalism’. Andreas Wimmer,ritH Beck and
others have developed this concept to critiqueptienomenon that sets in
when scientific analysis is pre-framed and its ltssoredetermined by the
straitjacket of national and state-oriented valuestms and loyalties
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(Chernilo, 2006; Wimmer & Glick-Schiller, 2002):amation has become
internalised to such an extent that its life, isibns and guiding

principles assume the character of scholadlyxa and make many
academics blind to facts and assumptions runningnteo to or

transgressing an international order and subjedffiiations rooted in

national states.

A similar critique can be found in C. Lorenz’ disttion between
different forms of anachronism (Lorenz, 1998). Luredifferentiates
between anachronism of facts, language and peigpgetitie last of the
three alluding, in Lorenz’ view, to a situation whehistorians impose
their worldview and values on the past. Howevemlesady indicated, the
form of distortion that may be at large in the cadenationalism’'s
anachronism, and which is captured by the notionmethodological
nationalism, is really the opposite: we may be obga towards
analytically and methodologically imposing the patl world of the past
on what is seen as a post-national world of thesgre- the two being
discontinuous with one another, i.e. standing irelationship of mutual
exclusion.

Thus, ‘methodological nationalism’ is Lorenz’s aite of historicism
in reverse, the scholarly reflection of the ananlmm of nationalism, and
the confirmation that Hobsbawm may have been rightonstitutes a
serious charge against the validity of much huninénd social-science
scholarship, and posits that nationalism, as idsobknd rigid thinking, is
as much the tacit agenda of scholars as it isdéstity basis of everyday
citizens.

Now, without questioning that ‘methodological natidism’ makes an
important point and identifies a real problem cotlge the aim of this
chapter in that regard focuses not on specific @k@snof theoretical
blindness to nation-transgressing facts and presedsut on the more
fundamental question of the compatibility or incatipility of ‘nation’
and ‘globality’. In other words: should examplessbiifts of perspective,
factual distortion, or blindness to new developraéhe seen as reflections
of the erosion or non-existence of the nation st its nationalism — as
instances, that is, of anachronistic scholarshipere the implicit frame of
reference is no longer extant — or more benignlgxasmples of adherence
to a still-factual social structure, which is imaisformation or being
supplemented by international and global ‘layersii other words, it
addresses the gravity and extent of the possildbddition of ‘mental
frame’ and ‘real developments’ — both in the minélsitizens with loyalties
informed by the idealism of statehood, and of satsoimethodologically
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hampered by the traditions of thought within whibkey have been raised
and educated.

In order to dig a bit deeper, let me briefly takiwak at what | choose
to call the theorem oévolutionary functionalisgnwhich is at the root of
modernist views of nationalism and its current plaged anachronism,
and without an understanding of which we cannotmheine if the critique
hits home or misses the point.

Evolutionary functionalism

Evolutionary functionalism captures all modernisinceptions of
nationalism, be it the theories of Gellner, Hegdhbsbawm, Hroch,
Nairn, Renan, Weber, or others. This structurehofight is based on the
combination of three factors:

1. The notion of endogenously interrelated histdrghases, obeying a
particular evolutionary teleology of history, a elhinist historical logic,
according to which later phases represent a higtagre of development
than earlier ones, but previous phases are thessageprerequisites for
later ones.

2. The idea of the inherent and inevitably funcsibcharacter of
nationalism — nationalism as the dependent variadflemodernism.
Nationalism — as ideology, organization and idgn{in that order) —
comes into being as a necessamction of economy and society (and,
implicitly, dies when they are transformed). In mdvlarxist variants of
this approach, the superstructure of national thipks determined by the
economic base, at least in the last resort. Deagld mot be instantaneous,
however, hence the assumption of:

3. the existence of a time lag between objectiveeld@ments and
subjective consciousness. Nationalism, once intexig, is granted a
certain autonomy, and can live on (anachronisticatl the terms of this
chapter) for some time, but will eventually petriégnd vanish, as the
contrast between new societal needs and the neadnfore suitable form
of consciousness becomes more evident. In thiseplpastagonists of the
old ideology will wage a determined battle, andadats will thematise it
more intensively, adding to the impression thaiamalism is still very
much alive and kicking: the owl of Minerva will flyut at dusk.

A number of poignant arguments can undoubtedlyebelled against
this way of conceiving the problem. However, letfoisa moment accept
this rather rigid and schematic way of conceiviregdations between
nationalism as consciousness and contemporaryl sbiciatures. Then the
guestion becomes: does such a phase-based, desticramd functional
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set of assumptions as regards nationalism’s anaigmoreally have a
rational basis in contemporary economic structurea,new configuration
of the international order, or in radically new lgib, trans-national
relations between people, elites and state?

It is clearly impossible within the limits of ondapter to pursue all the
intriguing sub-questions, hypotheses and theoteficablems to which
this question can give rise, but | shall try tontify some core factors,
suggest a way to handle them, and finally presemtown tentative
conclusions to the key question of whether natismalshould in fact be
regarded as an anachronism, or at least to whanethis might be a
plausible thesis. As the argument progresses, ipasitthat are more
sceptical towards the assumptions of evolutionanctionalism will be
included and addressed.

Four hypotheses

The most fundamental question has to do with therielationship
between nationalism and globalisation: is it antégiec or complementary?
‘Anachronism or not’ depends on how we addressghgsstion. It can be
done by initially investigating three different totheses. After these three,
a fourth — qualitatively different — hypothesis Wwile introduced and
discussed.

Hypothesis no 1The functionalist argument If state and nation
belong together, and the state is declining or mmaond because of
‘globalisation’, then nation and nationalism migtdnceivably be heading
out of the back door and be appropriately desigdads anachronisms,
although this fact might be disguised by the prditand cultural attention
still given to nationalism and the tendency of ¢herent crisis to reinforce
it by means of protectionist measures.

This is the modernist thesis of progressive, irgpathdent, historically
logical phases objectively replacing each otheisdme versions coupled
with the notion of a subjective time lag, which peethe conscious
realisation of anachronism at bay. It is intimatesed on the assumption
of a necessary and functiondinhkage between state and nation(alism):
modern states produce nationalism, and when steitber away or are
replaced by another system of political organisgtimationalism too will
wither away, because the sap from which it livesadonger there.

This hypothesis, then, needs to be able to argategthbal or regional
processes impact on the national state so deeptytliey jeopardise its
survival. Further, it needs to produce evidencthehecessaryunctional
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interdependence of state and nation(alism) — aanicgmarriage of the
two.

As a minimal control process, we need to considguraents produced
in at least three different research fields andteel schools of thought:

« Arguments pertaining to qualitative changes of seigmty and the
rise of neo-empires (Hardt & Negri, 2000; Hedetafl08; Held et al,
1999; Keohane, 1994; Streeter, Weaver and Cole2@19)

« Literature on the destiny of states in the Europdaion (Hoffman,
1995; Kaiser, Leucht & Rasmussen, 2009; Milwardd2,9Rumford,
2007; Weiler, 1999)

* Theories of globalisation and what they say abdatefglobal
interactions in historical perspective (Bauman, 898eck, 2000;
Hedetoft, 2003; Hirst & Thompson, 1996; Jsterud9%;9Pauly &
Coleman, 2008)

All three fields have produced extremely complexd arhallenging
arguments concerning the erosion of Westphaliarntigall and legal
sovereignty, border-transgressing economic ananteogical processes,
the uneven global distribution of power resourced the rise of global
and regional hegemonies, and the process wherelbgp&an states
progressively become more and more dependent asiales taken in the
European Union. There can be little doubt that aegi integration,
economic shifts of economic, political and militarglout, and
interdependencies at a serious global level matiere and more. They
present states with radically new challenges aadransforming the look,
texture and institutional rationale of the intefoaél scene. In other
words, they are leaving an indelible imprint on gwditical organisation of
the state system and its cultural underpinnings.

On the other hand, even the most radical and welled theories fail
to show convincingly that these developments argataount to an
erosion of the state as such — as opposed to essgfrifunctional shifts
between units and systems. Sovereignty may now bifexent animal
from what it used to be, less uniformly investechational states; but are
states with less, or different forms of sovereigmiy longer states? Is neo-
imperialism and its more or less subtle mechanishsubordination and
control dependent or independent of states? Artegtionist reactions to
the current crisis evidence of political anachronisor proof that the
autonomous (if not sovereign) state still exist&en the most ardent
globalist would probably admit that the jury islistiut on such crucial



