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ABSTRACT 

Current research on parties of cultural identity tends to classify them using 

unidimensional dichotomous means. However, nationalist parties tend to operate in 

multi-dimensional space, meaning that the single criterion on which they are often 

classified reduces them to the point where their classification ignores one or more of their 

vital elements. This dissertation establishes a two-dimensional classification scheme for 

nationalist political parties based on two of the variables most commonly used to classify 

them: The first establishes whether the party deliberately excludes others from its 

identity group. The second establishes the geopolitical identity and goal of the party: 

supporting an existing nation-state, a regionalist party that desires autonomy for the 

region, or a regionalist party that desires to withdraw the region from the nation-state. 

The dissertation focuses on the member-states of the European Union of the 

1990s as well as those countries which were candidates for membership during this same 

time period. Upon classifying each viable nationalist party into a nationalist cleavage 

using the two-dimensional scale mentioned above, I engage in a series of models that 

examine the differences in each cleavage in terms of the demographics of party 

supporters, their ideological beliefs, their attitudes toward outsiders, their geopolitical 

identities, and the sources of their frustration (i.e., the state, the political system, or the 

people in government). Upon establishing the utility of the classification system, I then 

apply it as a means of predicting where a party in a given cleavage will fall on a given 

political issue. In this case, that issue is confidence in the European Union. 
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CHAPTER 1 - WHO ARE WE? DEFINING 
PARTIES OF CULTURAL IDENTITY 

The general state of the literature places the origins of modem nationalism with 

the formafion of the modem nation-state, generally beginning with the French Revolution 

(Kohn. 1939; Deutsch, 1953; Hechter, 1975; Anderson, 1983; Gellner. 1983, 1997; 

Hobsbawm. 1990; Greenfeld. 1992; Kellas. 1998). However, national identity and 

nationalism experienced an explosion of growth throughout Europe in the Twentieth 

Century, especially in the post-World War II era. Prior to the war, nationalism 

manifested itself often in the form of violent movements as few countries allowed it to 

express itself through the ballot box. With the spread of democracy throughout the West 

following the war, it quickly found it to be another avenue in which it could promote 

itself. 

So why should we study nafionalist parties at all? Why care about them and what 

they do? As Rohrschneider (1993) put it. we should expect to see larger political parties 

move to take posifions that will swallow up smaller, fringe or single-issue parties. 

However, that expectation has not always come to pass, as nafionalist parties of all stripes 

continue to spring up all over Western Europe - and in larger numbers with the fall of the 

Berlin Wall and the expansion of the European Union's geography and political powers -

tapping into a strong form of group identity that other established more "mainstream'" 

parties fail to capture. 

For instance, take note of the 2002 French presidential elecfion, which the anti-

immigrafion Front National actually took second place in the first round of balloting. 



pitting incumbent Jacques Chirac against ultranationalist Jean-Marie Le Pen and 

relegating Socialist candidate Lionel Jospin to the sidelines. Also consider the 1999 

Austrian federal election in which Wolfgang Schiisscrs Christian Democrats turned to 

the Feiheilliche Partei Osterreichs [Austrian Freedom Party, or FPO], in order to form a 

majority govemment. The FPO is presently led by Jorg Haider, a man who has been 

quoted as admiring Adolf Hitler, and Haider himself has been twice elected governor of 

the Austrian province of Carinthia. There is also the British National Party, which has 

slowly gained a foothold in British politics through local elections, thus far. 

Nationalism sometimes forms an entire plane of political ideology within a given 

party system to the extent that the parties involved must be classified somewhere along 

this dimension. One major Euoprean example is the Spanish party system, which is best 

depicted on two dimensions, one being the traditional liberal/conservative dimension and 

the other a pro-Spain/pro-regionalist dimension. Another example on a regional level is 

the Northern Irish situation, a difficult one to classify at best, in which the four parties 

that gain the most votes in British and Northern Irish elections happen to have cultural 

group identity bases as their primary means of attracting votes. 

As of this writing, more than twenty parties of national identity have 

representation in national parliaments covering over half of the countries composing the 

European Union in the 1990s or that were offered the possibility of membership during 



that period. This includes parties that identify with existing nation-states as well as those 

who identify with subcultures within those nation-states.' 

The answer to the question of "why care" is simple, and yet it is also complex. 

These parties exist. They do draw votes. They do win seats in local, regional, and 

national representative bodies. They do occasional displace larger, more-established 

parties. The\ ma\ be governments-in-waiting, such as Plaid Cymru [The Party of Wales] 

and the Scottish National Party, both of which are the largest parties in opposition in the 

Welsh National Assembly and the Scotfish Parliament, respectively. They may be in a 

position to prop up a minority govemment, as a number of regionalist parties did during 

the first Aznar go\ emment in Spain. Sometimes, they even wind up with seats in the 

cabinet itself, as Lcga Nord [Northern League] and Alleanza Nazionale [National 

Alliance], both of Itah, have done in addition to the FPO. 

From a democratic institufional standpoint, these parties have the capacity to alter 

political landscapes. They can force the exisdng parties around them to change their 

elecfion strategies so that they can cope with the existence of their nationalist opponents 

with the hopes of minimizing the votes those opponents receive. This may result in those 

exisfing parties changing their electoral platforms in an effort to co-opt a part of the 

nafionalist-leaning electorate, just as Rohrschnider (1993) asserted in his work where he 

attempted to explain why the European Green movement has had a difficult time 

manifesting itself in an electorally viable polifical party form. Should a minority 

govemment situafion present itself, it is enfirely possible that nationalist parties might 

' 'I hi.s figure does not include the ten countries that Joined the El i in May 2004. hrinying its menihei-.!iip lo 
a loial or2.5 stales. 



hold the balance of power, forcing the government to make concessions to the 

nationalists in order to get their own agenda passed. When such parties actually earn 

seats in cabinet, we can raise our expectations that at least part of the nationalist agenda 

\v ill actually be enacted through parliamentary debate. 

If histor> is any teacher, nationalist parties can also represent a threat to 

democrac>. not to mention peaceful resolution of problems. Germany s National 

Socialist Workers Party, better known to us as the Nazis, tapped into Germany pride and 

identity as Hitler worked to build his empire in Europe. The same can be said for Benito 

Mussolini's Fascist Party in Italy. It took a world weir to end the power of both 

movements, resulting in millions of war dead, physical damage to the continent in 

general and those two countries in particular, the scars of which are still visible in some 

areas. Furthermore, the results of that war redrew large portions of the European political 

map and set up the Cold War, whose reach went well beyond the Old World. 

More recently, nationalism played a role in the break-up of the Soviet Union, with 

several nationalities either gaining or re-gaining their own states. That break-up was 

generally peaceful in and of itself. However, the aftermath has led to a bloody separatist 

movement in Chechnya, among others that receive less press coverage in the West. Even 

more painful was the violent disintegration of Yugoslavia, a phenomenon where 

nationalism took center stage. The peace that came after a brutal war in Bosnia-

Herzegovina is fragile at best, but certainly cold-natured in its origins. Serbia confinues 

to be the theater of NATO action, where the alliance felt compelled to intervene in order 



to prevent what it viewed as a likely genocide in the Kosovo region, an area with dreams 

of independence of its own. 

With the different forms that nationalist patties take, we have many questions to 

answer. Who votes for them? What policies are they likely to support or rebut if they do 

get elected somewhere? This has implications for other political parties that run against 

them and, obviously, lose votes to them. It has implications in formation of governments, 

as these identity parties will have to confront the same issues that the mainstream parties 

confront, even as identity parties bring their own issues to the cabinet table or to the floor 

for parliamentary debate. 

To make our research of this phenomenon - or even these phenomena - easier to 

do, we label these types of parties in an effort to better compare and contrast them and the 

various forms that they take. As the literature review in the following chapter will 

demonstrate, scholars have given political science numerous ways in which to classify 

these parties. Sometimes we classify them on the basis of group identity traits. 

Somefimes we do so on the basis of posifions that they take on an issue or even a range of 

issues, leading to an ideology. Sometimes that basis is a political goal, such as declaring 

an independent state or even consolidafing the identity of an existing state. 

The literature that 1 will cite features many projects that now exist base their 

nafionalist party classificafions on a single variable, often (but not always) dichotomous 

in nature. One recently published project by authors Marks, Wilson, and Ray (2003) in 

the American Journal of Political Science, attempted to use a variety of dichotomous 

party classification schemes, including two that contain parties that can clearly be labeled 



•nafionalist", in an attempt to develop a model enabling us to predict the policy position 

that a given party falling into a given cleavage will most likely take. In the case of this 

particular article, the issue at hand was support for further European integration. 

However, as 1 will demonstrate in the chapters to follow, this model, which classifies 

parties using a single dimension to do so, can lead to errors, particulariy when a given 

party could easiK fall into more than one cleavage. As this article clearly demonstrates. 

European political ideology does not belong on a flat two-dimensional plane. It falls into 

a very complex three-dimensional space. 

The purpose of this dissertation is to re-examine the existing classifications of 

parties of cultural identity, or "nationalist" parties, as they are often called. By using but a 

single dimension, continuum, or cleavage to examine these parties, current models ignore 

differences between them that fall along other lines, whether those be based on ideology, 

identity, or something else. If, however, we take additional criteria into account 

simultaneously, it is my expectation that we can produce models that will allow us to 

more accurately predict where a polifical party of a given classification will fall on any 

ssue. 

So. why do this? How do existing models fail to capture adequately the factors 

that they need to capture? We can answer this by comparing Europe's nationalist 

movements to the different flavors one might find in an ice cream parior. To be certain, 

there are flavors that will taste similar to one another, or, at the very least, will bear some 

resemblance to others. As I have said, the exisfing literature has a high number of ways 

in which we can classify nafionalist or cultural identity movements. As we will see. 



many of those movements in Western Europe express themselves politically through a 

party. The existing literature on the subject of nationalism tends to classify such parties 

using unidimensional scales, often dichotomous. However, there is theoretical reason to 

use a multi-dimensional classification system such as the one I will propose the the 

succeeding chapters. 

Numerous researchers classify European political systems as being two-

dimensional at the very least, such as the general scale proposed by Lipset and Rokkan 

(1967) that they used to explain the overall state of European party systems at the time, or 

that developed by Sartori (1976), who classified national party systems on the basis of the 

number of political parties present and the type of competition existing between them. 

This is to say that one can classify a given system on the basis of two variables. 

Nationalist movements themselves have been classified using two-dimensional systems, 

as I will discuss in the literature chapter. The existing literature points to a wide variety 

of ways in which to examine and classify the various forms taken by the phenomenon of 

national identity and its related companion, nationalism. If we are doing so with 

nationalist movements, then we have a theoretical reason to so classify political parties 

when nationalist movements manifest themselves as such. Here rises the grand question: 

"Why are we not doing it in our research?" 

As the reader will note, much of the research published on this subject takes 

nationalist parties and groups from a single unifying category, such as parties of the 

'extreme right' (Hainsworth, 2000; Schain, Hossay & Zolberg, 2002) or parties that 

identify with a region of a country (De Winter & Tursan, 1998). While each of these texts 



- and many more like them - provide useful ways to discuss and research parties of 

national identity, they do not take into account the possibility that a given party could 

legitimately fall within more than one subcategory. 

For instance. Belgium's Vlaams Blok is the subject of chapters in both of the 

books mentioned just above. The weakness of restricting a party to a single classificafion 

becomes clear with regard to a recent article on using party cleavages to predict policy 

positions in the American Journal of Political Science (Marks, Wilson, and Ray, 2002). 

That particular article relates to using party cleavages to predict and support for or 

opposition to further European integration, and it notes that we can use such cleavages to 

determine where the parties within that cleavage are likely to fall on any given issue. It 

further claims that parties that identify with peripheral regions are more likely to support 

further integration since adding to the European Union's powers can only occur by 

subtracting from the powers of the state-level govemment. Its authors also found that 

parties of the 'extreme right' are likely to oppose EU expansion on the same grounds, 

except that those parties do not want to weaken the state's authority. Such parties 

generally would like to strengthen the state govemment vis-d-vis both regional and EU 

authorities (Marks. Wilson, & Ray, 2002). 

Using this scale, if one was forced to make a choice of just one category, where 

would one classify a party like Vlaams Blok'? It does fit neatly within both categories of 

being a party of the extreme right as well as being a periphery party seeking 

independence for its region. In this case the two categories predict opposite positions on 

this current issue. Cleariy, one political party will not take simultaneously opposite 



positions on an issue of major importance such as this. Dichotomous cleavage scales can 

allow us to examine parties that are on opposite ends of a given ideological continuum, 

but they also simplify political ideologies into a linear dimension whereas research now 

suggests that a plane or even three-dimensional space is the best way to conceptualize 

such concepts (Inglehart and Flanagan. 1987; Dallon, 2002). 

This is not to say that it is necessarily wrong to so classify parties of this nature 

using a unidimensional scale, but if we are going to classify political systems - including 

party systems - using two variables and two-dimensional space, why do we not do so 

with regard to nationalist parties? The literature I will discuss in the next chapter will 

show that there are many ways of classifying nationalist parties, demonstrating that they 

are simply not ideologically unidimensional political entities. Some of these dimensions 

involve immutable demographics, while others result from choices taken by those who 

lead and/or support these parties. In the course of my research, I did find one work that 

directly classified European nafionalist parties using such a system, using the variables of 

left-right ideological position and attitude toward the political system (Perlmutter. 2002). 

What I propose to do is to establish a similar classification system, utilizing the 

variables of exclusivity and geopolitical goal. The first variable relates to whether the 

members of the 'in-group" are willing to allow others to join or whether the party in 

quesfion that represents the in-group' promotes policies that deny admission to those 

deemed to be part of an 'out-group". The second variable deals with the subject of 

whether a given party supports an existing nation-state (statist), or desires a transfer of 

power from the central govemment to a regional authority (periphery). I further 



subdivide the periphery group into autonomist and independentist. The former group 

desires to remain a part of their current nation-state, but with a transfer of powers from 

the central gov ernment to the periphery, or "devolution." as it has been called. For the 

latter, the onh acceptable transfer of power will come in the form of withdrawing the 

region from the current state and either establishing a new state or joining it with another 

nation-state. One will find the theoretical justification for these two in the books I cited 

above regarding the "extreme right" and 'regionalist" parties. 

But, what good does it do us to form a classification system unless we can use it 

in our research? Upon demonstrating the theoretical viability of the system I will create, 

I intend to appl\ it to a very current topic, which is European integration. More 

specificalh. 1 w ill use the system to predict where a party that falls into a given 

classification will most likely fall on the issue of confidence in the European Union. It 

goes without saying that this is certainly not the only issue on which we could apply such 

a system, nor does a two-dimensional system have to apply only to nationalist 

movements manifested as political parties. We should be able to apply it to other types of 

parties and movements as well. The most complete data available will allow me to 

investigate the subject of European integration during the decade of the 1990s, the time 

when the European Community transformed itself into the European Union [EU] with the 

ratificafion of the Maastricht Treaty. 

The transitional period for the EU - which is still the subject of an ongoing debate 

regarding who should be in and what it should do - added weight to a growing political 

unit above the already-exisfing nation-states in and around its membership. Adding 



institutions creates a new organism with which Europeans might identify, which creates 

new opportunities and/or challenges for parties of national identity. The European Union 

of today evolved from a six-country coal and steel agreement signed in the early 1950s 

into today s semi-federalized system in which the fifteen - soon to be twenty-five -

member countries voluntarily ceded control over certain issues to a central European 

authority in order to secure a common position on issues that would be beneficial to all 

member states (Nugent, 2003). 

Naturally, this means that a national govemment choosing the join the EU block 

will give up the right to act unilaterally or to make domestic policy in those areas. The 

most recent major step taken with regard to transfer of power from national governments 

to Europe involves establishment of the euro currency initially across eleven of the 

fifteen states.^ National currencies such as the deutschmark, the franc, and the lira 

became of part of history as national govemments for the first time allowed a central 

authority to regulate monetary policy in all countries that adopted the common coin, 

Europe's first since the fall of the Roman Empire. As of this writing, the process of 

writing the first single constitution ever to govem Europe is now underway, including 

serious open discussion of establishing a European foreign minister's post. 

For those who identify strongly with a given nation, such transfers of sovereignty 

- especially of something that can be nationally symbolic as those national monetary 

units were - are simply unacceptable. For those who identify strongly with a nationality 

- Denmark. Sweden, and ihe United Kingdom have chosen to retain their ntitionjl currencies for the lime 
being, (ireece did not initialK meel the economic condilion.s required for ntemherhhip. however it was 
later ;-:dmitted lo the euro, 



that desires its own government, such a transfer may be acceptable, even if it is only for 

the political reason of weakening the national govemment from which it wants to gain 

power. Why would some parties of national identity oppose pro-globalization policies 

while others would choose to support them? Some scholars would say that the answer to 

the question relates to the general ideology of the parties, while others would say that it 

has something to do with the party's group identity and that group's relationship to the 

state or states in which it lives. Is it possible that both of these factors play a role? This 

dissertation will examine these questions and others that the answers to them will raise. 

Its geographical and temporal scope will include EU member states and candidate states 

in the 1990s. the decade that saw the European Community became the European Union 

with a major expansion of its powers, the formal adoption of the euro, and serious 

discussion of further geographical expansion and political power consolidation. 

There are a number of compelling reasons to tackle a subject such as this and to 

take the approach I outline above, chief of which is the fact that there are no pan-

European political parties as of this writing. All parties represented in the European 

Parliament are national or subnational parties that group together generally by their main 

ideological cleavages. As I noted previously, it goes without saying that the parties 

within a given parliamentary group will not have identical party platforms, and we can 

assume by and large that they will represent what they perceive to be their own national 

(or subnational) interests through the lens of their ovm ideological beliefs. Nevertheless, 

the fact that similar parties group together for purposes of sitting and voting in the 



European Parliament would indicate a willingness to work together to achieve a common 

goal with respect to any given aspect of European policy. 

Not all nationalist parties - even similar parties - choose to take part in the same 

parliamentary group in Strasbourg or Brussels, and even some members of the same party 

within a nation will choose not to sit with the same group in Parliament. More often than 

not, however, party members tend to sit w ith the same group. For instance, members 

from Italy's Lega Nord [Northern League], Austria's Feiheilliche Partei Osterreichs 

[Austinui Freedom Party], and France's Front National sit as 'unattached' from any party 

group. On the other hand, members from Italy's Alleanza Nazionale [National Alliance] 

sit in the anti-EU Union for Europe of the Nations group. Both Lega Nord and Alleanza 

Nazionale have anti-immigration planks as a part of their party platforms, and they are 

both from the same country. Both parties seek to protect the cultures they purport to 

represent. The main difference between them is that Lega Nord was during the 1990s a 

separatist party identifying with the northem regions of Italy, while Alleanza was - and 

remains - an Italian state-supporting nationalist formation. 

In this and the next two chapters, I generally discuss the subject of national 

identity and its sources, including an examination of the existing literature on the subject 

in Chapter 2. I will follow this in Chapter 3 by presenting a system for classifying parties 

of cultural or state identity - nationalist parties - that I will use in subsequent chapters of 

this work to test a variety of hypotheses regarding the circumstances that lead voters to 

support them. This classification scheme will take into account whether a party wishes to 

exclude others from its identity group or not as well as the geographical political 



orientation of the party, i.e.. whether it identifies with an existing state or with a region of 

a state occupied by a nationality. This chapter will include a case-by-case analysis of the 

political parties that I will include in the study, which 1 shall use to classify each party 

w ithin the scheme I will propose and discuss. 

Chapter 4 will involve statistical models that I will use to examine the 

demographic factors that lead to support for a nationalist party, including those that may 

produce xenophobic or bigoted behavior as well as those that may lead someone to 

support an existing state or develop a desire to transfer powers within a state or outright 

withdraw a polity from a state. Chapter 5 will examine the ideological breakdown of 

these parties, especially with regards to materialist versus postmaterialist belief systems, 

including examinations of postmaterialist ideology using both Inglehart and Flanagan's 

definitions of the "new polities'" ideological continuum. Chapter 6 will take a look at the 

targets of nationalist movements, namely those defined by Walker Connor: the state, the 

govemment, and the regime, in preparation for Chapter 7, which will conclude the 

dissertation by taking the classification system and using it to predict which way each 

cleavage of nationalist party will fall on a given issue. The issue of choice for this 

chapter of the dissertation is confidence in the European Union. 



CHAPFER 2 -THE LITERATURE ON CULTURAL 
IDIMII Y AND N.. VI ION A [ ISM 

The difficulty with writing a dissertation - or any other piece of research, for that 

matter - on the subject of national identity and nationalism is that the existing literature 

seldom agrees as to exactiy how to define the concepts and what they contain. In fact, 1 

would go so are has to say that the literature in this particular area of scholarship is so 

varied that it lacks coherence and consistency. It does not even agree on an abstract 

definition of nationalism or national identity. Consequently, it does not agree as to what, 

exactly, causes nationalism or as to what drives and sustains a nationalist movement once 

it begins (Hah & Martin, 1975). As scholar James Kellas noted in his book The Politics 

of Nationalism and Ethnicity (1998), national identity is not a straightforward concept. It 

is, in fact, several things at once. 

Ihe Basis of Group Identity 

E.B. Hobsbawm (1990) even went so far as to promote a concept that he felt 

exists before a nationalist movement can start, which he termed 'proto-nationalism'. 

defined as a precursor to nationalist behavior. Protonational bonds come in supra-local 

forms of local identification, with bonds and vocabularies linked to states and institutions. 

'Named' identities appear when there is an attempt by elites to create or establish a new 



dentity, something which could be done thrt>ugh modernization (see also Huntington, 

1968).' 

Hobsbawm continued by stating that ethnicity binds protonations. forming 

vertical and horizontal divisions between people over time. It also tends to be negative in 

that it defines the 'they' rather than the 'we'. If state tradition is a factor, ethnicity is not 

relevant. Religion does provide a means for common identity, but it can also be viewed 

as a challenge to secular authorities for govemance of a state. However, in the end, 

protonationalism is not enough to create a nation or a state. One could also argue that 

this notion of protonationalism is a form of identity that lacks the emotional attachment to 

a territory and/or a series of governing institutions. 

Turning to nafionalism itself, for all the definifions given and the attempts to 

describe what it is - including making distinctions between those with priomoridal 

emotional bases and those that are rationally-based and political - Joshua Searle-White 

(2001) noted that there was one thing that all the theories have in common, and that is the 

concept of 'identity'. It begins with a distinction between 'us' and 'them', and once the 

distinction is made, that identity will transcend time, defining who the group was, who 

they are now. and who they will be in the future. Identity consists of social and personal 

components. Along this line, Searle-White buys into the Social Identity Theory [SIT], 

and his view on it states that we are constantly striving to improve our self-concept. 

Social Identity Theory, developed by Henri Tajfel and John C. Turner (1979) 

promoted generally within the field of sociology by Peter Grant and Rupert Brown 

•' I will address the subject of rational nationalism versus prirnordi.sl-bascd nationalism in the next section. 
Huntinuton s modernization argument will factor into the rationalist side of ilie debate. 



(1995) in addition to political science, notes that group identity is never secure. 

Generally. SIT promotes intergroup differentiation. The stronger one"s identity is with a 

group, ihe stronger one's bias is toward the in-group. This identity becomes salient if it 

is threatened (Grant & Brown, 1995; Searie-White. 2001). Searie-White further asserted 

that nationalist beliavior revolves on self-classification, and once someone does so. their 

behavior takes on predictable patterns. This is how stereotyping develops. In all, such 

identity pro\ ides a psychological 'roadmap' that gives a sense of purpose to those within 

the in-group. 

Craig Calhoun (1993) noted that nationalism and ethnicity are not disappearing 

from the political scene. In fact, both continue to shape the way in which we live our 

everyday lives. Ethnicity is a part of nationalism, but the latter cannot be simply 

described as an extension of the former. Nationalism remains the primary form of 

rhetoric in demarcating political communities, claim rights of self-determination and 

legitimacy. Both nationalism and ethnicity are often invoked in similar terms. All of this 

is in line with the theory postmodern theorist Michel Foucault outlined in Surveiller et 

punir, his work on the subject of crime and punishment. His thesis holds that we make 

that which threatens us illegal, and we jail or otherwise punish those in 'the other" who 

choose to engage in those illicit activities that threaten "us". 'We' might not know 

precisely who constitutes 'US', but 'we" do know that "we" are not 'THEM'. 



Classifying Nationalist Movements 

Foucault noted in The Order of Things that classifying things is a lot more than 

simply describing their own attributes. We also describe the resemblances of something 

to other items, both in terms of similarities as well as differences. As far as self-identity 

is concerned, one must naturally wonder at this point which factors do we use to 

distinguish members of'our" group from members of'their" group. Briefly, let me 

summarize what the literature has to say relating to factors that can affect national 

identity, the factors that prior research has used to determine what cause us to divide 

ourselves into "we' versus 'them': 

• Language is or can be a factor (Mill; Deutsch, 1953; Davies, 1989; Hobsbawm, 1990; Kellas. 
1998; Keating, 2001; Searle-White, 2001) 

Language is not a factor (Calhoun, 1993) 

Religion (Mill; Hobsbawm, 1990; Kellas, 1998) 

Common culture (Smith, 1991; Searle-White, 2001) 

Ethnicity (Mill; Hobsbawm, 19901; Kellas, 1998) 

Common/Historical territory (Smith, 1991; D. Brown, 2000; Searle-White, 2001) 

Common history (Mill; Smith, 1991; D. Brown, 2000; Searle-White, 2001) 

Common values (Gecas, 2000) 

Common descent (Kellas, 1998) 

Myths (Smith, 1991) 

Legal duties (Smith. 1991) 

Common economy (Smith, 1991) 

As can be seen, the most common components of identity listed are language, culture, 

territory, and history. Even then - especially in the case of language - the scholarly 

literature does not agree upon the role that these play, or even on whether they play a role 

at all. I shall discuss each of these roughly in the order presented above, but my 

discussion will also take into account which authors combined which factors. 
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Charlotte Davies (1989), a scholar of nationalism in the Celtic regions of Europe, 

theorized that nationalism more often than not revolves around a common language or 

history. Alternatively, she asserted that there could be an ethnic division of labor through 

class-wise or industry-wise divisions, both of which could lead to nationalist behavior 

(see also Smith. 1990). This was the case with regard to certain industries in the United 

Kingdom. Much of Britain's industrial centers lie in northern England and Scotland, but 

the fossil fuels used in manufacturing came from Wales, the center of a once-booming 

coal industry. Once coal ceased to be a major fuel source, the foundation of the Welsh 

economy crumbled, and the principality has yet to fully recover. This, plus efforts by the 

Thatcher govemment to try out unpopular policies on the Celtic regions of Britain -

which together have a relatively small percentage of the national population - added fuel 

to the causes of nationalist movements already underway in those regions. 

Hobsbawm noted that language was not a necessary requirement, following up on 

philosopher John Stuart Mill's definition of'nation', who wrote that one must have a 

common ethnicity, language, religion, territory, and historical meanings. While 

Hobsbawm did not view language as an essenfial requirement, he did not view it as 

irrelevant. Having a dialect of a language, a separate language altogether, or even 

changing the alphabet (as Serbo-Croatian did) can facilitate establishing an identity. 

However, he also asserted that language is a literary, not an existential, concept. 

While Hobsbawm argued that language is not a primary factor in national 

development, he did not say that it is not irrelevant, either. It does allow 

intercommunication among social elites, and if they have the proper territory, they can 



form a nation. Additionally, the language used by the elites is not necessarily the 

language used by the masses, and language is an artificial construct. Languages also tend 

to multiply with states, not the other way around. Sometimes this is done by simply 

renaming a given tongue within a certain state's boundaries. Another point-in-case: 

Romania and Moldova both have the same state language - Romanian - except that it is 

called 'Moldovan' in the latter. Other than the difference in name, Romanian and 

Moldovan are one and the same, but the difference in names can be used to promote 

national identity (Katzner, 2002). 

Keating (2001) disagreed with Hobsbawm on language, writing that it is an 

absolutely essential element in any form of nationalism as a means of consolidating 

national identity. This is especially in the case with regards to ethnic nations, which can 

also be based on religion and culture. Keating may well have been getting at the 

argument that communications among a people are essential as a means achieving 

national consolidation, however as a point of identity, which language a people speak 

does not necessarily matter. Irish nationalism is a point-in-case. The Irish Gaelic 

language is a source of national pride for many Irishmen, but the nationalist movement 

tends to revolve around Roman Catholicism, the state church in the Irish Republic and 

the church with which pro-Republic Northem Irish identify. 

Searie-White (2001) defined nationalism as a broad-based idenfity that centers on 

a common history, language, culture, territory, or a combination of these. However, he 

also noted that the way in which we that identify with each other and that we distinguish 

' fh..̂  other major foriri. civic nationalism, is based more on an acquired, individuah-^iic identitx that might 
surround a terrilorv more than a laneuaue. culture, or faith. 
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the in-group from the out-group is not static. As Foucault noted in The Order of Things. 

the way in which we classify things can change as the connotations of language change. 

Hence, we constantly change the way in which we view ourselves. 

The important point that Searle-White makes is that the basis for group identity 

must revolve around some common characteristic shared by the members. It is also 

important to take note of the fact that his modes of classification do not necessarily 

involve ethnic background, but we cannot assume that his listed factors necessarily 

exclude ethnicity. We can assume that members of any given ethnic group share at least 

one common factor around which they can idenfijy. Some of the concepts he (and other 

authors) listed have intangible aspects to them, but others are wholly tangible. For 

instance, when territory forms one of the bases behind national identity, the nationality 

living within it has a space that it can physically defend. Within that territory one may 

find tangible evidence of those other points of identity that have intangible aspects to 

them, such as signs marking highways in buildings that are printed in the identity group's 

language or buildings of worship used by a religious faith commonly held by the group's 

members. 

Anthony Smith (1986, 1991) wrote that other elements of national idenfity include 

common myths as well as common legal rights and duties. Such identity can also have a 

series of ethnic bases, including a collective proper name, a myth of common ancestry 

that would entail a shared history as well as one or more differentiating elements of 

common culture, an association with a specific homeland, and a sense of solidarity for 

significant sectors of the population. Note that Smith's theory does not require that the 
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idea of a common ancestry actually exist in fact. Countiess cultures around the worid 

have myths about the creation of their group that involve supernatural beings or events 

that the rational scientific mind simply cannot accept as true. Consequently, it must be 

said that there is a considerable amount of overlap between the elements of national 

identity and the ethnic bases for it. National identity, whatever its basis, provides several 

functions, including legitimizing legal rights and institutions, providing social bonds 

between individuals and classes, and a 'powerful' means of defining and locating the 

individuals in the world. Further, it is entirely possible for someone to have multiple 

identities on multiple levels. 

Modemizafion. the State, and Nationalism 

French philosopher Voltaire wrote that nationalism is a weak concept at best. He 

reasoned that it is tough to love a family as large as a nation, especially when one hardly 

knows any of its members. Kohn countered this argument by citing German postmodern 

philosopher Friedrich Nietzsche in defense of nafionalism, stating that there is a 

difference between family and a nationality. However, it must also be noted that 

Nietzsche viewed the state as an evil construct, who wrote in Also Sprach Zarathusira: 

"State is the name of the coldest of all monsters. Coldly it lies too; and this lie crawls out 

of its mouth: 'I, the State, am the people.' That is a lie! It was creators who created 

people and hung a faith and a love over them: thus they served life." (p. 48). 

The 'Creator' of whom Nietzsche spoke was the 'Overman, proclaimed by the 

book's principle character Zarathustra when he announced that 'God is dead'. Nietzsche 
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went further: "Only where the state ends, there begins the human being who is not 

superfluous: there begins the song of necessity, the unique and inimitable tune. Where 

the state ends - look there, my brothers! Do you not see it. the rainbow and the bridges 

to the Overman? Thus spoke Zarathustra." (p. 51) 

A number of nationalism researchers and scholars - especially those who study 

autonomist and separatist movements - have cited postmodern philosophers such as 

Nietzsche in support of their theories, including Hans Kohn (1939, 1965), and Ronald 

Inglehart (1994)."' Overall, postmodern beliefs reject the notion of inevitable progress 

(Grenz, 1996). Postmodem theory also puts language at the heart of its theoretical tenets. 

Language is a symbol that is used to give definition to the intangible, and the phraseology 

that is used at a given moment depends upon who is at the top of a given discipline of 

study. This means that the way in which we define terms is individualistic in nature, but 

a given academic discipline will also "follow the leader" and go along with his definitions 

until someone else comes up to take the lead and offers his own definitions (Lyotard, 

1985). 

Scholars such as Karl Deutsch (1953), Michael Hechter (1975), Benedict 

Anderson (1983). E.J. Hobsbawm (1990), Liah Greenfeld (1992), and James Kellas 

(1998) have used the modernization process as the basis for a number of nationalist 

movements dating all the way to the French Revolution. As a state modemizes, 

nationalist forces therein attempt to centralize and homogenize state institutions. 

' Inulchart used postmodernism to support his theory of postmaterialism. which he then applied briefl;- to 
nationalism in UnJeniizuiion andPaslnuulcmizalian (1094). 1 will discuss liigleh.trl. postmaterialism. and 
how it relates lo nationalism later in tliis work. 



Countemationalist groups may then emerge to oppose these efforts (Gellner. 1983. 1997). 

Mill ev en went so far to say that periphery and ethnic nationalisms are obstructions to 

progress. When we consider the postmodem aspects of this, we can theorize that a 

modemizafion movement in the hands of just a few leaders takes whatever form they 

want it to take. Those leaders are the ones who define the terms that shape their 

movement. We can also expect that they will even coin new terms in their effort to 

centralize resources and to have everyone speaking more or less the same language. We 

can further expect that will be those who will reject the language games played by 

modernization leaders in an effort to protect their ovsoi cultures and societies within a 

given polity. 

The modem state is based on a notion of an absolute conception of space. The 

modem state is now being partially 'unbundled' from the notions of internal and external, 

us and them (Anderson & Goodman, 1999). Gellner (1983) asserted that nationalism 

holds that the political unit and the national unit should be congruent. It can be violated 

if the political boundaries do not include all members of the nationality, if the boundaries 

include a 'foreign" nationality, or if the nationality is divided among several states. It 

holds that the nation, which is to say the cultural unit, and the state are incomplete 

without each other. People are of the same nation if they share the same culture, and if-

and only if - they recognize each other as being from the same nation. 

Gellner (1998) later re-defined nationalism very vaguely as "a polifical principle 

which maintains that similarity of culture is the basic social bond." This newer definition 

does not take into account the state, but it does deal with group identity, whatever that 



group and its basis for identity might be, which in tum can help set in motion a nationalist 

movement. It also points to the fact that as a scholar deepens his knowledge of the 

concept of nationalism, his view of it can change, which is part of the reason why it such 

a complex topic to examine. 

John Stuart Mill wrote that a nation-state has to be feasible and desired by the 

nationalitv. Furthermore, nationalism requires popular sovereignty (Kohn, 1939; 

Connor. 1980; Davies, 1989). A nationalist movement, they reason, cannot take root and 

have any real hope of success - regardless as to the source of national identity - if the 

people are not behind it, as their lack of cooperation can either thwart any attempt to 

consolidate a state through civil disobedience of national leaders or undermine an effort 

to carve out a new state through expressions of support for the existing state itself 

Walker Connor (1980), however, took the popular sovereignty argument to a 

more basic level by stating that nationalist movements are expressions of a desire for self-

determination, and they are assertions of political legitimacy, which can occur at three 

levels: 

• Regime: the 'propriety or rightfulness of the rule of a particular individual, clique, or 
administration; 

• Government: 'associated with a particular form of government and with its 
corresponding ideology and institutions, regardless of the individuals who 
momentarily occupy its key positions; 

• State: 'the broadest of these categories, is concerned with the justification of the 
political unit itself, rather than with either govemments or individuals'. (2002:87) 

All of the theories mentioned above relate to the concept of nationalism as it 

relates to the politics of the nation-state as well as the nation-state itself, and they offer 

one set of circumstances in which a nationalist movement can develop and flourish. 



Howev er. they do not address emotional ascriptive forms or tactical political forms of 

nationalism. They do not explain how identity plays a role in forming a nationalist 

movement, and the existing literature on the subject is quite divided on the subject. 

Nationalism: Turing Identity into Behavior 

James Kellas (1998) defined nationalism as simultaneously a form of behavior as 

well as an ideology, an attempt at straddling the proverbial fence between the major 

schools of thought as to what the concept really is and what its political and socio-

psychological origins are. Broadly speaking, there are two such schools, termed by one 

of the earliest scholars of nationalism, Hans Kohn (1965), as the 'Eastern' and 'Western' 

forms of nationalism (see also Smith, 1991, and Brown, 2000). Briefly, the 'Eastern' 

concept is a primordial form of nationalist identity based on immutable characteristics, 

such as appearance or languages spoken, and the emotional attachments that people 

develop when they strongly identify with those characteristics (Kellas, 1998, Searle-

White, 2001; Varshney, 2003). The 'Western' concept is more rational and tactical in 

nature, even goal-oriented in some cases (Varshney, 2003). 

1 shall begin with the literature on the 'Eastern' primoridial concept, which James 

Kellas (1998) described as being "ethnically exclusive'. Joshua Searie-White (2001) 

added his own clarification of Smith's definition of the 'Eastern' concept as being more 

primordial in nature, meaning that one's ethnic identity is an immutable demographic 

feature, not something that one can choose voluntarily. Walker Connor (1972. 1994) is 

one of the leading scholars in the primordialist camp, although he himself noted that 



nationalism is not a natural construct, but that it comes from primordially-based national 

identity. Primordially-based nationalisms are the products of social and historical 

concept as well as immutable demographic features, such as race.*̂  

Ashutosh Varshney (2003) argued that several forms of identity can be considered 

as "ascriptive' in nature, such as race, language, religion, tribe, or caste. Further, he 

argued that all of these could be considered as forms of ethnicity. Race, tribe, and caste 

would obviously be considered immutable characteristics because one is born into those 

situations. Language and religion are definitely inculcated very eariy on in the child's 

lifetime, however, it is entirely possible to leam more than one language during one's 

lifetime, and it is also possible to change religions. Identities can change when somebody 

takes the time to leam a second tongue or decides that they no longer believe in the faith 

and to which they were bom. By extension, we can conclude that such changes within a 

person s life can lead to changes in identity. 

David Brown (2000) viewed primordialism as an instinctive and emotionally 

loyal form of identity, and Varshney (2003) asserted that political leaders can use 

ethnicity - defined by using the ascriptive characteristics he mentioned - as a means of 

uniting the people behind a stated political goal. In other words, he suggested that 

viewing identity through the black-and-white of priomordialism and rational choice is not 

necessarily the best way to do so. Hence, Brown was correct to state that innate 

characteristics can lead to emotional attachments that can lead, in tum, to behavior such 

'• Phiiosophicalh, one can relate this notion to a comment Michel Foucault made in Tlw Order aJ'Tliiir^s 
when he quoted biologist Carolus Linncus: '"[TJiiat the character derives from the genus, not the genus 
from the character (p. 146). 
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as supporting nationalistic goals. Add Varshney's point of view to this, and it can be 

equally correct to say that such emotional identity and its resulting behavior is not 

restricted to primordial-based identity, nor is it impossible to take an immutable 

demographic and use it rationally for political gain. He did note that there is a 

problematic with regards to studying leaders and their decisions to use ethnicity to rally 

people behind political goals when the people are not emotional about their ethnicity. He 

asked why one would not use economic interests, even when ethnic interests coincide. 

His answer was that ethnic-based tactics not only rally an identity group around a cause, 

they also pit the group against another. As I will note below, this becomes a major piece 

of the puzzle regarding national identity and nationalist movements when the subject of 

modernization comes into play. 

The 'Western' concept, according to Kohn (1939), holds that national identity is a 

rational thing, thought out carefully. He wrote in the American Political Science Review 

in 1939 that nationalism is not a natural concept. Feelings of attachment or identity with 

a group based on a common tertitory, language, or descent have always existed. He 

wrote that nationalism does come from these feelings, but that it is more a product of 

social and intellectual growth at a given period of history that leads to nationalist 

behavior. However, the concept of national identity long predates nationalism itself 

Modernization of transportation and trade led groups of people who spoke a similar 

language to realize that they had things in common with other communities with which 

they had not had extended contact in the past. They also encountered groups of people 

who did not speak similar tongues. This, accompanied by translations of The Bible 
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during the Protestant Refomiation, strengthened national bonds and planted the seeds for 

nationalist behavior. 

Whilst this part of Kohn's theory offers one explanation of what happened in 

Western Europe and the effects thereof it does not explain such behavior in non-

Christian areas. Nationalism is not restricted to the Christian world, with World War II-

era Japan being an example of a non-Christian country that experienced a strong 

sensation of state-centered modernistic nationalism during this period in its history. 

Kohn's concept of this aspect modem nationalism is very Western-oriented in its 

explanation of how it got its start; Kohn did state in this article that the first real 

nationalist movement started in Revolutionary France. 

Stephen Bowler (1999) offered a Western-style definition of nationalism not all 

that different from Kohn's that branded it as a style of politics, a mode of activity rather 

than an immutable human quality, an argument similar in nature to David Brown's 

(2000) constructivist argument that I will discuss shortly. Liah Greenfeld (1992) 

offered a definition a bit narrower than that of Bowler, noting that nationalism is an 

ideology. Both Bowler and Greenfeld's definitions fit within the rationality framework, 

as they suggest that nationalism is not a knee-jerk emotional reaction to a given situation, 

but rather a thought-out means of acting in order to protect the overall best interests of the 

national identity group in question. 

Kellas' (1998) offered a redefinition of Western nationalism, terming it as 

'ethnically inclusive'. Eller and Coughlan (1993) defined it as 'situationalism', perhaps 

best described by Searle-White (2001), who wrote that identity can evolve and change as 
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surrounding social conditions require, which can easily render it as tactical in nature. 

This takes into account the possibility of 'living" groups, and by extension we can also 

infer that a group that cannot adapt may well die. Brown (2000) painted situationalism as 

being highly political, a concept in which nationalities and ethnic identities use their 

positions in reaction to changing situations. To him, this is a resource-oriented form of 

nationalism. Eller and Coughlan use the situationalist model of identification to argue 

that nationalism is a product rather than a cause of social mobilization (See also Smith, 

1990; and Connor, 1972, 1994). This would further lead me to suggest that groups that 

perceive that they cannot adapt to existing social conditions may develop a form of 

nationalism in order to ensure their survival. 

This parallels the concepts Samuel Huntington (1968) asserted in his 

modernization theory, which notes that a society is capable of breaking down whenever 

civic institutions fail to keep pace with a modemizing society. As society progresses and 

institutions fail to modernize along with society, political participation increases. As 

participation increases and is not able to be sufficientiy channeled through 'official" 

means, instability results. To apply Huntington's theory to Keating's definition of civic 

nationalism, if a given identity group feels that existing state institutions are preventing it 

from achieving its full potential, a nationalist movement against the state or the regime 

may result. 

I.L. Claude (1955, quoted in Hah & Martin, 1975; see also Greenfeld, 1992), 

writing in the mid-20"' Century, well before Varshney addressed the issue of ethnic and 

economic interests, wrote that, "[a]ssimilation demands that minorities consent to 
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abandon the ethnic, cultural, and linguistic characteristics which distinguish them from 

the national majorities with whom they live, and to become merged into nationally 

uniform communities with the majorities. It also demands that the majorities concemed 

accept and facilitate this merger."' Hah and Martin (1975) extrapolated from this quote 

that 'the primordial ties that must be abandoned in this process are those identifications 

which constitute the "givens" of social existence: immediate contiguity and kin 

connections which are interwoven in the religious, linguistic, and historical fabric of a 

society." The permanent, immutable demographics cannot explain nationalism. It is 

often - but not exclusively - the result of modernization through centralization of state 

power, the differentiation and specialization of state institutions, and the expansion of the 

level of social mobilization that causes changes in lifestyle. 

This addresses a major question that Varshney raised in his article, explaining 

why certain leaders would rather resort to ethnic or national identity for political gain. A 

modemizing group might pit periphery groups against each other or paint them 

collectively as those who stand in the way of progress in order to urge the general 

citizenry to identify with the state and the promise of advancing society as a whole. This 

is precisely what Mill meant when he spoke out against ethnic and periphery 

nationalisms. Along that same line of thought, groups that believe that they stand to lose 

economically may choose to use the ethnic argument to fight a modernization movement 

on the grounds that it will systemafically discriminate against all members of the targeted 

group, and that they only way to defeat it is for the group to unite in opposition, rallying 

around a point of identity. 

31 



Brown (2000) included a third concept in his typology of nationalism, that of 

constructivism, in which a nationality is artificially constructed around a psychological 

and political myth that a people form a nation, which is then promoted as an ideology for 

political purposes. However, Brown failed to demonstrate the utility of separating 

constructivism and situationalism. It seems to me a constructed nationality is something 

that does not necessarily require an identity based on emotional ties to ascriptive shared 

characteristics. No matter what modes of identity one would use in creating a nationality, 

such a creation would be a reaction to a given and changing situation, especially given 

the fact that he mentioned the existence of political reasons for artificially creating such a 

movement. Otherwise, we must ask ourselves why people would want to rally around 

such a movement. I believe it safe to assume that states are not created merely for the 

sake of creating them. Some states come into being by means of slow evolution, which 

implies that tactical behavior is not at the forefront of the reasons why such a state would 

exist. It is a far stretch of the imagination to say that the nationalities that built such 

states were created for political purposes. Those states that are created by the drawing of 

lines on a map exist because of political goals and are thus a reaction to a given political 

situation. 

None of the above is meant to say that constructivism carmot be or does not exist 

as a component of tactical, rational nationalism. John A. Hall (1995 in Periwal) defined 

nationalism as a belief in a real or constmcted nation. The 'constructed' portion of his 

definition would put him under Kohn's 'Western' definition of nationalism. However, it 

does not wholly subscribe to the rational choice concept, as it does allow for the emotions 



to come into play. Searle-White's (2001) assertion that an atrocity aimed against a given 

group could stir nafionalist sentiments among the group. This involves moving 

nationalism from a cultural base to one that is more political in nature, and that would 

involve mobilizing the population who identifies with the in-group. He also noted that 

the nature of nationalism precluded any possibility of developing a single theory on the 

subject. As noted above, Varshney (2003) addressed more directly the theoretical aspects 

of the assertions that Hall and Searie-White made by writing that primordialist and 

rationalist nationalisms do not have to be isolated from one another. 

Michael Keating (2001) offered a similar brand of Western nationalism that he 

termed "civic nationalism', described as an 'acquired quality' rather than an 'ascriptive" 

one. It is based more on Lockean liberal thought and is more individualistic in nature. 

Lockean philosophy is a product of the Enlightenment's emphasis on reason and 

rationality as tools to explain how things come to be, which puts the civic concept into 

the Westem school of thought. Overall, Keating described it as being caused by 

breakdown of traditional communities and authority structures through modernization, 

based on ascriptive status. This, too, draws upon Huntington's (1968) modernization 

theory. 

Nationalism is not simply limited to being based directly on modemizafion or as a 

reaction to modemization. There can be other bases behind it, including ascriptive 

identity nationalisms as well as tactical, goal-oriented nationalisms. Hah and Martin 

(1975: 362) viewed nationalism as "consist[ing] of organizationally heightened and 

articulated group demands directed toward securing control of the distributive system in a 



society". This definition plays down some nationalist concepts of identity, but it 

definitely highlights the economic and political aspects of nationalism. These need not 

necessarilv be related to modernization. They could also have to do with the way in 

which economic power and industry are distributed throughout a society. As 1 noted in 

the previous section of this chapter, Welsh nationalism is based in part on identity with 

the Welsh language, but there was also a distribution of economic bases in British society 

that put raw materials and sources of energy in the hands of the periphery Celtic regions 

and much of the manufacturing within England. When British industrial and power 

needs shifted away from coal, the Welsh economy took a very serious hit, stirring anger 

among the Welsh and fueling the nationalist movement there. 

Another eariy nationalism scholar, sociologist Louis Wirth (1936), defined four basic 

types of nationalism, which consider not only the emotional attachments of ethnic, 

cultural, and territorial identity but also rational political and economic goals. 

Varshney's article (2003) largely supports the rationale behind this division of types of 

nationalism. The four types Wirth outlined are: 

• Hegemonic - a politically and economically-driven form of nationalism in which 
cultural, historical, and linguistic ties may be used to promote political and economic 
goals. 

• Particularistic - a form of nationalism that begins with a desire for cultural autonomy 
and ends with a desire for political autonomy. 

• Marginal - a form of nationalism that involves people on a state's frontier and 
periphery regions. Wirth noted that they are, as a rule, multi-lingual. 

• Minority - a form of nationalism that centers on minority groups with a unique 
identity. 

Later scholars, for example James Kellas, would build on Wirth's work by refining his 

existing typology and distinguishing other forms. Kellas* (1998) work defined ethnic and 

social nationalist movements, based on ethnic ties or social group identity, not all that 
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different from Wirth's typology. He also offered goal-oriented nationalisms, including 

anti-colonial movements, unification movements, reform movements, and 'integral' 

(national superiority) movements, among others. 

Long-time nafionalism scholar Anthony Smith (1991) defined a different series of 

goal-oriented nationalisms, one set based on territory and the other on ethnicity: 

• Territorial 
o Pre-independence - are aimed at removing an existing set of rulers. This is also known 

as 'anti-colonial'. 
o Post-independence - desire to integrate a new political community. 

• Ethnic 
o Pre-independence - desire to withdraw from an existing state and set up a new ethno-

nation. These movements are also known as 'diaspora' or 'secessionist' movements. 
o Post-independence - desire to expand national borders to include ethnic members who do 

not live within those borders. Smith called these 'indescent' or 'pan-nationalist' 
movements.̂  

Liah Greenfeld (1992:10-11) outlined a cross-tabular typology of nationalism 

based on identity and group ideology: 

Civic Ethnic 
Individualistic-libertarian Type I (void) 
Collectivistic-authoritarian Type II Type III 

Some forms of nationalism might be based on ethnic identity, but ethnicity in and of itself 

is not conducive to nationalism. Ethnic nationalism has primordial roots. Civic, being 

based on citizenship, is more political in nature. Regardless, she notes, national identity 

is distinct from religious or class identity. Greenfeld's point here is clearly at odds with 

some of the other models of nationalism presented earlier, some of which intertwine class 

and religion (among other factors) with national identity. 

The^c two piiinls are consistent with Gellncr"s (1983) assertion that iialionaf^ni is violated if there is a 
forciiin' nationalitv within the state borders or il y given nationality lives in more th.in one state. 
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The Postmaterialism Aspect of Nationalism 

Ronald Inglehart has virtually made an entire career on his theory of 

postmaterialism, also called "new politics.'" In brief, his theory postulates that those who 

born into industrialized societies and who have not known the hardship - including 

periods such as the World Wars or the Great Depression or personal economic hardship -

would be more likely than others to develop and emphasize policy preferences relating to 

improving the well-being of society in general, such as the environment or civil rights 

rather than focus on traditional policies, such as those relating to resource distribution. 

In other words, postmaterialism tends to emphasize public goods, while traditional 

politics emphasizes policies relating to private goods. 

Inglehart (1987, 1997; see also Abramson and Inglehart. 1995) found that 

occurrences of postmaterialist values are concentrated mostly among the middle class, as 

the lower and upper classes are still concemed with redistributing wealth and preserving 

wealth, respectively. Those in younger cohorts are more likely than others to favor 

postmaterialist values, and his work with Abramson confirmed his theory from the 1970s 

that generational replacement would result in higher levels of postmaterialist values in 

society. As those who develop such values come of age, they wrote, they replace those in 

older age cohorts who have passed away, thus increasing the number of people overall 

who adhere to such values. Additionally, lnglehart"s later writings in the late 1980s and 

1990s found that there is a marginal increase in value-based voting at the expense of 

class-based voting in certain industrialized democracies. 



With respect to nationalist movements, Inglehart (1997) postulated - but did not 

offer data to prove - that nationalist movements are generally materialist in nature, with 

the exception of secessionist movements. His reasoning follows the lines of the previous 

research cited above, that state-centered nationalism often coincides with a modemization 

movement. Modemization involves a redistribution of resources and political power, a 

movement which creates financial winners and losers. Hence, we can say that material 

gain is often a goal of such a movement, hence the preference for materialist politics. 

However, secessionist movements do not necessarily seek to redistribute goods within 

society, but they do seek to redistribute polifical power and give those siding with their 

movement a greater say in society. This is one of the criteria that he used in his 

materialism/postmaterialism scale in the World Values Survey data set. which provides 

the data used in researching this dissertation. 

Russell Dalton's Citizen Politics (2002) took Inglehart's theory and found that 

postmaterialism can be used to predict certain forms of political behavior in addition to 

voting. Of greatest interest here is his work regarding what he termed "unconventional" 

political participation, which includes activities that straddle between conventional and 

unconventional that are as tame as signing petitions or holding lawful demonstrations. 

Such behavior then moves toward more extreme and clearly unconventional methods that 

political violence, events such as illegal occupations of buildings, terrorism, 

assassination, and revolution. Basically, unconventional participation includes political 

activities that go outside the usual methods used to enact policy within a given political 

system. Dalton wrote that those who are postmaterialist rather than materialist are more 
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likely to engage in unconventional activities. He also noted that younger people are 

more likely to resort to such tactics, which correlates with Inglehart's expectations on 

who is more likely to have postmaterialist values. 

Inglehart portrayed the postmaterialist value continuum as a single branch off the 

traditional left/right continuum, which he termed "new polities'" or the "new left." 

However. Scott Flanagan (1987), in an article criticizing him on some points of this 

theory, wrote that if there is a "new left," then there also has to be a "new right" to 

accompanv it. His portrayal of political ideological space redefined "new politics" as 

consisting of a libertarian and an authoritarian branch, with the libertarian branch serving 

as a somewhat pared-down version of Inglehart's "new left,'" with the policies stripped 

from the "new left"" forming Flanagan's "new right." The libertarian side deals with the 

environmental issues, expanding general rights in society, and other socially liberating 

policies such as abortion rights or universal health care. The authoritarian "new righf' 

consists of policy preferences that emphasize social order and the rule of law, such as 

increasing defense capability and police presence, as well as policy positions on what we 

in the United States consider to be on the socially conservative spectrum, such as 

opposing abortion rights or euthanasia. 

Flanagan is not the only scholar to suggest that there is a "new right" that opposes 

the "new left." Michael Minkenberg (2002), a German scholar of nationalism, the 

suggested that the movements which are collectively termed as the "radical right" rose up 

in response to the development of the "new left" and its policy preferences in favor of 

liberating society. He classified four variants of the right wing in the new politics 
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dimension, all of which, he wrote, would appeal to populist sentiment and cultural 

identitv, using anti-establishment tactics to do so. 

Conclusion 

1 will leave it to the reader as to whether the two-dimensional nationalist party 

classification system I will outline in the next chapter adds any clarification to this very 

complex literature or whether it only makes the proverbial waters murkier. In the next 

chapter. 1 begin applying the literature with a case-by-case classification of the parties 

included in this dissertation. 



CHAPTER 3 - WESTERN EUROPE'S 
NATIONALIST PARTIES 

A Two-Dimensional Classification System 

In the previous chapters, I examined the literature on the factors that lead to 

national identity and the sources of nationalist movements. When a group of people 

shares a given identity - whether it is primordial in nature or based upon a personal 

choice - and feelings of patriotism toward it intensify, nationalism can result. As a social 

movement, it can take a variety of forms. It can come as public interest groups and 

societies, such as the pro-Scottish independence Siol nan Ghddheal. It sometimes 

manifests itself in the form of terrorist organizations, such as the Irish Republican Army 

or the Spanish Basque Country's Euskadi Ta Askartasuna. However, since the dawn of 

the 20"̂  Century, it has increasingly become more directiy involve in national and 

subnational political systems by taking the form of political parties. 

This chapter will examine the nationalist parties of the European Union's member 

and candidate states in the 1990s. 1 will focus on these parties for the remainder of this 

dissertation. In doing so, I shall introduce a new system of classifying nationalist parties 

that will provide researchers with a more comprehensive system that they can use to 

predict the positions these parties will take on certain political issues. The nationalist 

political parties I will use in the remainder of this dissertation are those that had 

representation in the national or (where relevant) subnational parliaments of European 

Union states and candidate states in the 1990s. I shall use a combination of academic 
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literature as well as partisan literature in order to determine which category each national 

party fits. 

The classification system 1 introduce takes into account two factors. The first is 

geographical orientation of the nationalist group that identifies with the party. The 

second involves the party's inclusiveness or exclusiveness of others who would wish to 

identify with the group. Determining the first point depends on whether the party desires 

to consolidate the existing nation-state or whether it wishes to transfer power from the 

nation-state to a regional authority. If it wishes to do the latter, it shall be necessary to 

determine whether or not the movement desires to create a new state from the region or 

whether it desires to simply augment the powers of the regional authority at the expense 

of the central govemment. With regard to the second point, generally a party that is a no 

phobic in nature or that he is anfi-immigration can be considered exclusive. A party that 

has no such position may be deemed to be inclusive or, at the very least, non-exclusive. 

The classification scheme that I propose to use addresses the relevant literature on 

nationalism on several points, but most particularly geography (Smith, 1991; D. Brown, 

2000; Searie-White, 2001) and the 'us versus them' factor, philosophically suggested by 

Foucault and theoretically suggested by the commonality factors, namely language, 

religion, culture, history, and so forth. 

The literature has already made it clear how the geographical orientation of a 

nationality can be important, particulariy where modemization of society is a 

consideration. If a party identifies with exisfing nation-state, we should expect from the 

literature that it is a party that wishes to consolidate the state and, possibly, to use state-



level resources in order to modernize society. If a party identifies with a region of the 

state, one of its goals is obviously a transfer of power from the central government to the 

periphery govemment. However, the reason why a party would wish to do so will 

depend upon other factors. This is where the exclusiveness factor becomes critical. This 

is not to say that it will not be important with regard to a nationalist party that identifies 

with a state. 

Still, the existing literature does not anticipate that a state-supporting nationalist 

party would be inclusive in nature. The current state of the literature indicates that a 

party that wishes to consolidate the state will also do so with regard to identity. There 

can be no room for multiple identities, as allowing them to exist could result in different 

groups within the state-level society promoting incompatible goals. To put it another 

way, as Mancur Olson suggested in 77?̂  Logic of Collective Action (1971), the larger a 

group happens to be. the less likely will be to accomplish its goal. 

The exclusiveness point will depend in part on whether a national identity has a 

primordial or rational basis. A basis that is more primordial in nature should result in a 

more exclusive attitude that someone cannot simply 'join' a given national group on a 

whim or even if a person made the choice to join the group after giving the situation 

much careful thought. A basis that is more rational in nature should result in a more 

inclusive attitude, in that it allows the possibility of choosing to join a group and to 

accept the common ties that create and bind the nationality. 

However, measuring whether a nationality has primordial roots or is the result of 

rational thought — at best — can be difficult to do. It is not impossible to determine 
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whether a party is exclusive of others, nevertheless. We can do this by examining its 

policy preferences with regard to immigration and immigrants, issues that cleariy involve 

people who do not originate with the identity group that the party in question supports. 

A party with exclusive tendencies will be far more likely to have an anti-immigrant 

policy preference than a party that does not. For purposes of this dissertation. 1 will 

classify a party with an explicit statement favoring such a policy as 'exclusive, while I 

will classify a party that does not have an explicit statement to that effect as 'non

exclusive'. I will also classify as "exclusive' any political party whose platform calls for 

the exclusion of any particular targeted group from the identity group's society. This will 

be a factor mostly in the unique situation of Northem Ireland, where the four largest 

parties have strong nationalist tendencies, but their identity factors tie to the Irish 

Republic and the United Kingdom rather than the province of Northem Ireland itself 

1 classified the parties that I used in this study by analyzing a combination of the 

academic literature, party platforms and speeches, and media reports. Whenever 

possible, I tried to use muhiple sources, especially with regard to sources that are more 

likely to show some sort of'spin-doctoring', such a party platforms. Table 3.1 below 

lists each party and the class into which it falls. Following the table, I shall give the 

specific rules that I used to determine the classification for each party. Then I provide a 

case-by-case discussion of each party and why I placed each into its assigned category. 
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e 3.1: The Parties of the Dissertation and 
Statist 

Freiheilliche Partiel Osterriech 
[Austrian Freedom Party] 

• Die Repuh/ikaner [The Republicans] 
• MoYimienio Sociale lialiano [Italian 

Social Movement]/,4//ea/7r(v 
Nazionale [National Alliance] 

• Fremskrillsparliel [Progress Party] 
• Ulster Unionist Party 
• Democratic Unionist Party 

Autonomist 
• From Democratique des 

Francophones [Democratic 
Francphone Front] 

• Partido Andalucista [Andalusian 
Party] 

• Partido Aragones [Aragones Party] 
• Coalicion Canaria [Canary 

Coalition] 
• Partido Regionalista Cantahria 

[Cantabrian Regionalist Party] 
• Convergencia i Unio [Convergence 

and Union] 
• Bloque Nacionalista Galego 

[Galiegan Nationalist Bloc] 
• Unio Valencia [Valencian Union] 
• Plaid Cymru [Party of Wales] 

their Classes 
Independentist 

• Vlaams Blok [Flemish Block] 
• Lega Nord [Northern League] 

Independentist 
• Volksunie [Flemish People's Party] 
• Herri Batasuna [United People] 
• Eusko Alkartasuna [Basque Solidarity] 
• Partido Nacionalista Vasco [Basque 

Nationalist Party] 
• Esquerra Repuhlica de Calalunya 

[Republican Left of Catalonia] 
• Social Democratic and Labour Party 
• Sinn Fein [We Ourselves] 
• Scottish National Party 

The first variable used is whether or not a party is deemed exclusive or non

exclusive. Periodically, I will refer to this as the 'bigotry factor' (see Mayer, Kaymak, 

and Justice. 2000, and Mayer and Justice, 2003). I placed a party in the exclusivist 

category if: 

• Its party platform includes a statement specifically calling for an end to 

immigration or a severe reduction in who can enter, or; 

• The party's actions clearly indicate support for such policy positions, based on 

previously published scholariy research and news sources. 
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1 use this issue as the vast majority of the recent works on the subject of parties of the 

"extreme righf" either use immigration as the sole basis or a very strong basis in 

determining which cases to include as a part of the tome.** 

Those parties that do not cleariy fit within either of the criteria above fall into the 

non-exclusiv e category. To be sure, this is not to say that such parties favor letting in 

anyone who wants to immigrate, nor is it to say that such parties cannot support 

reasonable conditions which a potential immigrant must meet in order to immigrate. For 

an example of the latter, I would note that a number of the regionalist parties in Spain 

require potential immigrants to have some knowledge of the local vernacular tongue, 

such as Basque in the Basque Country or Catalan in Catalonia and Valencia. The main 

point is that these parties are not interested in telling anyone who is not a member of the 

in-group that thev have no chance of becoming a part of it, even if the would-be 

immigrant desires to join and has totally immersed himself or herself in the language, 

beliefs, and cultural values that define the in-group. In the event of any doubt regarding 

whether a party clearly fits in the exclusivist category, the default classification shall be 

non-exclusive. 

The second variable deals with what 1 will term the 'geopolitical goal' of the 

party. The first step is to determine: 

• Whether the identity group associated with the party associates identifies itself as 

having its own nation-state, and; 

• Whether the party in question runs candidates in that nation state. 

See the previous chapter for discussion of this term with relevance to the existing literature. 
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If the answer to this question is 'yes', then the party is deemed to be 'statist" or 'state-

supporting" in nature. If the answer to this question is 'no', the party is deemed to be 

"regionalist" or "periphery' in nature. I must then ask: 

• Whether the party in question has an explicit statement declaring that it wishes to 

w ithdraw the geographical region associated with the identity group from its 

current nation-state. 

If the answer is "yes", the party is deemed to be an 'independentist' or 'independence-

seeking" party. If the answer is "no', the party is deemed to be an "autonomist' party, 

which is one that seeks a transfer of powers from the central state govemment to that of 

the region (or perhaps even the establishment of such a regional authority), but the party 

does not advocate outright withdrawal from its current nation-state. 

The Parties of the Dissertation 

Austria 

Freiheilliche Partiet Osterriech [Austrian Freedom Party]: The FPO has been 

present in Austrian politics for over a half-century. It first won representation in the 

Austrian Nationalrat in the 1949 elections, securing 16 of 165 seats on 11.7 percent of 

the popular vote. Its seat tallies dipped into single-digits in the 1960s before beginning a 

modest recovery in the 1970s that heralded an explosion of support for the party in the 

1990s, ultimately culminating in its performance in the 1999 election. It gained over one-

quarter of the popular vote and 52 of 183 seats, enough for it to enter a coalition 

govemment with the Austrian People's Party. It also has significant representation in 
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several state Landtag. It is in sole possession of the govemment in Carinthia, where 

now-former national party leader Jorg Haider is currently prime minister, and it is in a 

coalition govemment in the southem state of Tyrol (Parties and Elections, 2003).'' 

Generally, the party falls into a populist category, emphasizing a patriotic 

Austrian political program. Haider began to place stronger emphasis on this aspect of the 

party, downplaying to a significant degree the party's anti-immigrant position and even 

softening it to an extent. As Hans-Georg Betz (2002) noted in his analysis of the party 

vi.s-d-vis Lega Nord in the 1990s, Haider continued to espouse a desire to end most 

immigration to Austria, but he also accepted that a total end to immigration was not 

possible or practical. The party strongly opposed Austria's entry into the European 

Union, and its MEPs do not sit as a part of any of the recognized European party groups 

at Strasbourg and Brussels. 

Additionally. Haider encouraged the development of a "post-industrial" Austrian 

economy, a change in line with postmodernist beliefs that would see the state work to 

transform the economy into one that would equalize opportunities and narrow the gap 

between the country's wealthier and poorer classes (Betz, 2002). Despite the softening of 

the anti-immigrant rhetoric, which both party leader Haider and scholar Betz credited for 

the party's record showing in the 1999 Carinthian state and Austrian federal elecfions, I 

classify the FPO as an exclusive statist party. 

Haider was p..irty leader during much ol the 1990s, the period covered by this dissertation. 
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Belgium: Flanders: 

Vlaams Blok [Flemish Block]: Patrick Hossay (2002: p. 159) called it "one of the 

most successful and electorally durable anti-immigrant parties in Europe." The party's 

own web site acknowledges that the press have been paying close attention to the party 

due to high levels of electoral success in recent years, but it also criticizes the media for 

being francophone-controlled an bigoted against Flanders, which Vlaams Blokes party 

president accuses of viewing the region as self-interested. The party site attempts to 

portray itself as a globally-oriented party that focuses on giving Flanders its proper voice 

in Belgium (Vlaams Blok. 2003). 

The party's platform makes two things very clear. First, its overarching political 

goal is to separate Flanders from Belgium and establish it as an independent state. The 

other major point is that it desires to "put our own people first' with a 'stricter 

immigration policy." It has also distanced itself from the Christian democrafic movement 

in Catholic-dominated Belgium by declaring itself as non-denominational. What is clear 

is that the party's policies have struck a chord among Flemish voters, especially in the 

1990s at the dawn of the transition from the European Community to the European Union 

(Vlaams Blok. 2003; see also Hossay. 2002). It consistently polled less than two percent 

of the vote from the time of its formation until the 1991 federal election, when it went 

from 1.1 percent of the vote to 6.6 percent. It jumped from a single seat in the Kamer der 

Volksvertgenwoordigers to twelve in that single election cycle. Its fortunes have 

continued to increase; the 2003 election gave Vlaams Blok its largest-ever seat tally, with 
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18 of 150 seats in the Kamer on 11.6 percent of the national vote and 8 of 71 seats in the 

Senaat. In the new Flemish regional pariiament, it has 20 of 118 seats on 15.5 percent of 

the vote. In bilingual Brussels, which is its own region, it has 4 of 75 seats on 4.5 percent 

of the vote, the fifth-highest vote tally of the thirteen parties represented therein (Parties 

and Elections. 2003). The party's program cleariy places it within the category of 

exclusive independentist. 

Volksunie [Flemish People's Party]: The party ceased to exist in 2001 when it 

merged into the Nieuw-Vlaamse Alliantie. The current party's site stresses that it 

promotes a "humane Flemish-nationalism [sic] in a contemporary way." Like Vlaams 

Blok, it promotes Flemish independence, but without the reference to immigration. It 

began with a program that was initially anti-European Community, but later softened to 

support it when it saw economic benefits as well as the chance to maintain Flemish 

culture, albeit framing such support under the guise of a "Europe of peoples and regions" 

rather than one of nafion-states (DeWinter, 1998). 

While Vlaams Blok improved its electoral fortunes in recent years. Volksunie's 

vote percentages decreased to the point where nationalist scholar Lieven DeWinter 

(1998) wondered aloud whether the party is tmly on its way out. He noted that the 

federalization of the Belgian political system basically accomplished the major portion of 

Volksunie's electoral platform in the 1980s and 1990s, basically leaving it without a 

raison d'etre. Additionally, internal party leaders suggested that party members be 

allowed to consider the possibility of joining Vlaams Blok or other similar Flemish 

nationalist formations. It terms of numbers, it went from just above 20 pariiamentary 
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seats on the average in the Kamer to just five of 150 in the 1995 federal election. The 

new incamation of the party has but a single seat in the Kamer (Parties and Elections, 

2003). 

Neither the party's prior platforms nor the academic literature do not include an 

explicit statement regarding the party's positions regarding immigration and immigrants. 

Nevertheless its moderate, more-inclusive ideology leads me to place it under the 

category of non-exclusive independentist. 

Belgium: Wallonia: 

Front Democratique des Francophones [Democratic Francphone Front] : Now a 

part of the Mouvement Refomaleur [Reform Movement], the former FDF runs in the 

Francophone linguistic community and the Wallonian regional assemblies as well as in 

the Brussels capital region parliament, both part of the complicated Belgian federal 

system established in the 1990s. The party, established in the 1960s, declares itself to be 

both federalist and pluralist in its politics {Mouvement Reformaieur, 2003). At present, it 

works in coalition with the Parti Reformateur Liberal, with which it shares 21 of 75 seats 

in the Wallonian regional parliament and 27 of 75 seats in the Bmssels capital region 

parliament. It does not have representation in the present Belgian federal Chamhre des 

Represenlanls or Senal, although it did hold a small handful of seats in both chambers in 

the early 1990s (Parties and Elections, 2003). 

Its platform is a bit vague on the subject of immigration and culture, and although 

it is very protective of French language and culture in Wallonia, it makes no overt 
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statement about wanting to exclude others from the political or cultural scene. Its 

successor party's site includes a manifesto calling for a multicultural Belgium and 

Wallonia in addition to favoring an expansion of the European Union to include members 

of the former Warsaw Pact (Buelens and Van Dyck. 1998). Because of these issue 

positions. I classify the party as non-exclusive autonomist. 

Germany 

Die Republikaner [The Republicans]: The Republicans did not elect anyone to 

the German Bundestag in the 1990s, and they, along with two similar parties - the 

German People's Union and German National Democratic Party - have never polled 

more than two percent of the vote combined since the 1960s (Karapin, 2002). Die 

Republikaner did gain a federal parliamentary seat in 1993, but that was only because a 

sitting MP switched his affiliation to the party, and he lost his seat in the 1994 federal 

election. The party had a great deal of difficulty maintaining stable leadership during 

this period (Hossay, 2002). 

The Die Republikaner website makes it very clear that the primary plank of the 

party program calls for a homogenous German society in which immigrants are not 

welcome, even if they desire to assimilate totally into German culture. It claims that the 

German homeland is under threat, and an end to immigration is the only way to protect it 

from this perceived assault. Specifically, the party claims that the social security system 

is incapable of handling the added weight that immigrants place upon it, and they keep 

ethnic Germans from achieving their rightful place in the national economy. It would 
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disenfranchise of those deemed "foreigners' and ban dual nationality. Furthermore, the 

platform actually calls for 'foreigners' now in Germany to be sent back to their 

homelands. Curiously, the platform does allow for some forms of naturalization, but with 

very stringent requirements. It also calls for a law-and-order society with very stiff 

penalties for those who repeatedly find themselves in the justice system {Die 

Republikaner, 2003). Clearly, the party falls in the exclusive statist category. 

Italy 

Movimienlo Sociale lialiano [Italian Social Movement]/^//e(3«za Nazionale 

[National Alliance]: The MSI/AN (now going by the latter name) presently forms part of 

the right-wing Italian national govemment. It strongly identifies with the Italian state and 

the Italian nationality. On the subject of immigration, the AN is very coy about its 

position. Its platform mostly attacks illegal immigration, which is something that parties 

that wish to limit immigration will generally support vocally. This is not a guarantee that 

any given political formulation is anti-immigration, but it is usually a hint that the 

openness of immigration would be curtailed if such a party would come to power. The 

party has been known to be anti-Eurpean Union in the past, and its Members of the 

European Parliament are part of the Union for the Europe of Nations group, a formulation 

that desires to curtail the EU's influence in their respective member states (Perimutter. 

2002; see also the European Parliament website, 2004). Because of these stances, I 

classify the party as exclusive statist. 
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Lcga Nord [Northem League]: Umberto Bossi's party has redefined itself again 

and again throughout its turbulent history. It began as Lega Lombardia, a regional party 

that focused on the affluent former kingdom of Lombardy. It since expanded its 

geographical focus toward a larger portion of northem Italy, hence the name change to 

Lega Nord. Like the Alleanza Nazionale, it currently forms part of the national 

govemment. this despite some recent setbacks in its electoral fortunes that led Hans-

Georg Betz (2002) to wonder aloud whether the party was on its way toward a quiet 

demise. Lega Lombardia/Lega Nord began as a secessionist movement with an initial 

goal of creating an independent state from Lombardy and later from most of northem 

Italy. The target of the movement was the poorer agricultural southem region, which 

party leader Bossi viewed as an economic drain on the wealthier north. At the close of 

the 1990s, the party abandoned its northem independence project in favor of a regional 

defense platform (Tarchi, 1998; Betz, 2002). Despite the party's current regional defense 

stance. 1 classify it as exclusive independentist for purposes of this dissertation as it 

promoted its independence project during the period of study. 

Norway 

Fremskrittspartiet [Progress Party]: The Progress Party of Norway has an anti-

immigration plank as the primary component of its party platform. Its position in the 

early 1990s was that a society without any immigrants would be "ideal" (Bjorklund & 

Andersen, p. 113, 2002). However, it is also acknowledged that attitudes against 

immigrants are not based upon contact with them as much as they are rooted in general 
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policy concerns and resource distribution. Research also indicates that the party is a part 

of the "New Righf on the postmaterialist ideological scale, generally viewed as being a 

reaction to the "permissive" society existing in Norway (Bjorklund & Andersen, 2002). 

This may a reflection know why the party actually supported Norway's entry into the 

European LInion in the 1990s. Because the party is obviously anti-immigration and that 

it supports an existing state, 1 classify this party as exclusive statist. 

Spain: Andalusia 

Partido Andalucista [Andalusian Party]: The party identifies strongly with 

Andalusia, one of the autonomous communities established under the post-Franco 

Spanish constitution. The modem-day nation-state of Spain consists of a variety of 

smaller kingdoms that were gradually consolidated under one ruler through marriage and 

conquest throughout the medieval and modem era. 

The party's program states that independence is the preferred way in which 

Andalusia can achieve its full potential. However, the party feels that it is more practical 

at the moment for the region to remain a part of a federal state stmcture that grants 

substantial autonomy to the different regions on the basis of equality for all. The party 

does not have an explicit statement regarding immigration, but it does speak about 

emigration, a point on which it asks Andalusians to stay home. It contends that people 

leaving the region to seek a better life elsewhere has caused a brain drain and a loss of 

talent {Partito Andalucista, 2003). Admittedly, this does not definitively brand the party 

as non-exclusive, but it would defy common logic for the party to ask its people to stay in 
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order to make their homeland better and yet tell other people who do want to live there 

that they are not welcome. Hence, I brand the party as non-exclusive autonomist. 

Spain: Aragones 

Partido Aragones [Aragones Party]: This party, which runs in the region 

comprising mostly the old kingdom of Aragon, is quite similar to the Partido Andalucista 

outlined above. It, too, desires greater autonomy - but not independence - for Aragon. It 

does have an explicit statement on immigration, which is welcoming of others. The party 

has also a pro-EU policy, in which it desires to raise Arag6n's profile in the Union 

{Partido Aragones, 2003). I classify the party as non-exclusive autonomist. 

Spain: Basque Country 

In general, the Basque nationalist movement is open and inclusive in nature. The 

people of the region are proud to share their culture with others and generally support the 

economic opportunities that they feel the European Union can provide the region. None 

of the Basque Country nationalist party programs mentions anti-immigrant or anti-

immigration policy stances. Furthermore, all of them state that they seek to establish an 

independent Basque state rather than to preserve or expand the region's autonomy within 

the Spanish constitutional regime, leading me to classify all of them as Non-exclusive 

independentist. 

Herri Batasuna [United People]: Of all the parties included in this dissertation, 

Herri Batasuna is one of the most colorful. It dates to the Franco dictatorship with an 
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overarching goal of obtaining independence for the Basque region, which spills over into 

southwestern France. The Basque are among the most unique of all the peoples of 

Europe, with a language that bears no resemblance to any other spoken in any part of the 

continent, let alone elsewhere in the world. HB is not the only independence-seeking 

party in the region, but it is certainly the most notorious, as it is allegedly connected to 

the Euskadi Ta Askartasuna [ETA], which has been held responsible for bombings and 

other terrorist actions that killed more than 800 people over the past 30 years. The ETA 

is generally reviled throughout the Basque region, even among independence supporters. 

Whenever it carries out an act of violence, all independence-seeking parties - except HB 

- quickly denounce its actions. HB does not issue statements condoning ETA's behavior; 

it merely remains silent. Additionally, a number of prominent ETA members are known 

to be HB supporters. Because of all of this, the Spanish constitutional court recently 

banned the party (BBC News, 2003). 

Herri Batasuna has undergone a number of name changes in recent years, 

including Euskal Herritarok and its current name, simply Batasuna. It does not have 

representation in the Spanish Congreso de los Deputados at present, although it did have 

a seat in the Senado as well as representation in the Basque regional parliament prior to 

its banishment. In fact, it has been a coalition partner in the regional government, 

although its participation there was short-lived (Ugarte & Perez-Nievas, 1998). It did 

have limited representation in the Congreso during the 1990s (Perez-Agote, 1999; BBC 

News, 2003). 
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Eu.sko Alkartasuna [Basque Solidarity]: EA is far more moderate in its outlook 

than HB is. but it is far more independence-oriented than the Partido Nacionalista Vasco. 

discussed below, and it is to the traditional left of the PNV (Ugarter & Pieres-Nievas, 

1998). Its website indicates that it is a party that seeks a progressive democratic Basque 

Countrv. particularly with regard to self-determination in areas of social and national 

freedom. It also strongly supports the concept of a "Europe of Peoples." EA is presently 

the junior partner in the Basque regional coalition govemment. Presently, it has only one 

seat in the Congreso de los Deputados (Eusko Alkartasuna, 2003). 

Partido Nacionalista Vasco [Basque Nationalist Party]: The PNV is the largest of 

the Basque region's nationalist parties. Of the three mentioned here, it presently has the 

most representation in the Congresso de Diputados, and it is the senior coalition partner 

in the regional govemment. Its history dates back to the last years of the 19"̂  Century 

when it began as an independence movement, but it underwent a number of major 

changes throughout the 20̂ '̂  Century that resulted in a party with a more moderate public 

stance than those of some other independence movements in the Basque Country. It has 

never abandoned its desire for an independent state, but it has also recognized that it 

stands a better chance of remaining in government if it pursues "full implementation of 

the Statute of Autonomy" (Ugarte & Pieres-Nievas, 1998). The party's current website 

emphasizes the linguistic nature of Basque identity as well as a strong connection with 

the territory in which the Basque people live. It also stresses the plural aspects of Basque 

nationalism {Partido Nacionalista Vasco. 2003). 
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Spain: Canary Islands 

Coalicion Canaria [Canary Coalition]: The Canary Islands form an autonomous 

community just north of the Spanish mainland. The CC party presently has a small 

plurality in the regional community pariiament. Its platform calls for a greater voice for 

the islands within the Spanish State, but it also calls for a great deal more autonomy from 

Madrid and a stronger voice in the EU to accompany it. Like nearly all nationalist parties 

in Spain, it expresses a desire for an open society, but one in which those who live there 

integrate into the regional culture {Coalicion Canaria. 2003). Hence, I classify the party 

as non-exclusive autonomist. 

Spain: Cantabria: 

Partido Regionalista Cantabria [Cantabrian Regionalist Party]: As its name 

indicates, the PRC is a regionalist formulation that promotes and defends the interests of 

the region. It does not desire Cantabrian independence from Spain. Presentiy, it is the 

smallest party in the Cantabrian regional parliament, but it has no representation in the 

Cortes Generales. The party platform states that social exclusion is totally unacceptable 

and that the govemment must take steps to integrate all into society so that Cantabrians 

do not lose opportunities to participate, gain employment, and better themselves {Partido 

Regionalista Cantabria.2003). Hence, the party falls into the non-exclusive autonomist 

category. 
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Spain: Catalonia 

Convergencia i Unio [Convergence and Union]: CiU is actually a combination of 

the Convergencia Democrdtica de Calalunya [CDC] and the Unid Democrdlica de 

Calalunya. a formulation that has governed the Catalonian regional govemment for over 

20 years. The CDC is explicitly pro-EU, and it also espouses a policy of identifying with 

Catalonia as nationalist party whilst maintaining the region's membership within the 

Spanish State. Generally, it is deemed to be moderate in its overall political outiook 

(Marcet & Argelaguet. 1998.) The party's immigration policy calls for welcoming all 

who wish to integrate within Catalonian society. Hence, I classify the CiU was a non

exclusive autonomist party. 

Esquerra Republica de Calalunya [Republican Left of Catalonia]: The ERC 

generallv works with the CiU in both the Spanish Cortes as well as the Catalonian 

Parliament. Politicallv, it is to the left of the CiU, and it promotes outright independence 

for Catalonia, whereas the CiU only calls for autonomy. Furthermore, the party's 

independence project is based strictly upon democracy, not violence. The party's 

platform does not include an explicit statement on the subject of immigration, but it does 

call for Catalonia's equal participation in the European Union. However, given that it 

does have a pro-EU policy and that its platform vigorously calls for promotion of human 

rights and defense of the welfare state, it is logical to assume that the party would not 

want to exclude others who want to integrate into Catalonian society (Marcet and 

Argelaguet. 1998; see also Esquerra Republicana de Calalunya, 2003). Hence. I classify 

it as a non-exclusive independentist party. 
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Spain: Gallegos: 

Bloque Nacionalista Galego [Galiegan Nationalist Bloc]: The BNG runs in the 

prov ince of Gallegos. found along the Spanish-Portuguese border. The party has 

representation in the regional govemment, although it does not presentiy have seats in the 

Cortes Generales in Madrid. Its platform calls for a redefinition of powers between 

Madrid and the regions, a point that makes it clear that this party has no present 

intentions of withdrawing the region from Spain. 

The BNG is pro-European Union, but like the Basque nationalists, it desires a 

renegotiation of the treaties that constitute the EU in order to allow a more egalitarian 

form of participation for the member states and their regions. The party does not have an 

explicit statement on the subject of immigration, but its point on equalizing participation 

in the EU would seem to hint that the party is definitely not exclusive, particularly since 

its EU position is the same as the Basque parties, all of which profess an open society 

policy in this regard {Bloque Nacionalista Galego. 2003). Hence, I will classify this 

party as non-exclusive autonomist. 

Spain: Valencia: 

Unio Valenciana [Valencian Union]: The UV is the major nationalist party 

running in Valencia, formerly an independent kingdom now part of Spain, located in the 

southem tip of the Catalan-speaking country along Spain's northeastem Mediterranean 

coast. At present, the party does not have representation either in the Spanish Cortes 
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Generales or the regional Corls Valencianes. although it did poll just under five percent 

of the vote in the most recent regional election. However, the party did have regional 

parliamentary representation during the period of this study. 

Like many of the nationalist parties in this linguistic region, it professes a desire 

for Valencia to remain a part of the Spainish State, but it also calls for a renegotiation of 

the portions of the constitution regarding the autonomous communities in order to expand 

their powers. It also desires to see an increased Valencian involvement in the European 

Union. Also in tune with other parties of the area, its platform calls for an open, 

welcoming society {Unio Valenciana,2003). Because of this, 1 classify it as non

exclusive autonomist. 

United Kingdom: Northem Ireland 

Ulster Unionist Party: The UUP is the largest of the pro-British parties in 

Northem Ireland. It is the largest party of its type in both the House of Commons as well 

as the now-suspended Northem Ireland Legislative Assembly. It is a strong proponent of 

the Good Friday Agreement, designed to bring peace to the province. However, the party 

has also shown signs of a desire to exclude aspects of outside cultures. The party website 

calls for "tighter controls for our natural and built heritage" (Ulster Unionist Party, 2003), 

and its parliamentary votes tend to favor tighter control over immigration matters. Given 

its identity with the British state and its desire to keep Northem Ireland unified with it, 1 

classify the party as exclusive statist, although I do so with the notation that it definitely 

does not fit in the category of the "extreme right" that some researchers use to classify 



other parties that I have also put into this category. This classification is based more on 

leanings and appears to be the best fit within the system as I have defined it, although I 

will confess at this point that 1 am not entirely comfortable with any of these 

classifications for what is a very unique party of cultural identity. 

Democratic Unionist Party: The DUP also has representation at Westminster and 

Stormont. and while its following is somewhat smaller than that of the UUP, its 

membership is far more militantly pro-British. The party is very vocal in its criticism of 

Sinn Fein and its alleged connections to the Irish Republican Army, and it refuses to sit at 

the cabinet table at Stormont so long as Sinn Fein has representation therein (Democratic 

Unionist Party, 2003; see also numerous articles on BBC News Online). It is not an 

'"extreme righf party in that it wishes to curtail immigration, which is usually the issue 

on which I have based exclusivist classifications. However, the party has called for far 

tighter restrictions on who can immigrate to Britain in general and Northern Ireland in 

particular, and it has been very vocal in wanting to exclude Catholics from positions of 

power, particularly Sinn Fein. For these reasons, I classify the party as exclusive statist. 

Social Democratic and Labour Party: The SDLP favors reunifying Northem 

Ireland with the republic to the south, and many generally consider it as the mainstream 

pro-Irish party in the province. It does have representation at both Westminster and 

Stormont, and it has the most representation of the pro-Irish parties in both legislative 

bodies. Following elections for the now-mothballed Northem Ireland Legislative 

Assembly, it emerged as the second-largest Catholic-supported party in the province, 

surpassed by Sinn Fein. Generally, the party takes left-leaning views on many matters of 

62 



social policy, including statements that welcome immigrants to Northem Ireland and that 

call for tolerance of other religious beliefs and customs brought into the province. 

(Social Democratic and Labour Party. 2003). Hence, I classify the party as non-exclusive 

independentist. 

Sinn Fein [We Ourselves]: Sinn Fein is one of the most notorious political parties 

in the world. Like Herri Batasuna, it is alleged to be a political partner to a terrorist 

organization, in this case the Irish Republican Army. The IRA has been held accountable 

for atrocities throughout Northem Ireland and elsewhere in Britain, all committed in the 

name of securing the province's release from British mie so that the island of Ireland can 

be united as a single state. The party officially denies the connection, however it has not 

in the past denounced the IRA's terrorist activities. However, Sinn Fein does share the 

IRA's goal to reunite all of Ireland under one Irish state. In terms of policy, it refers to 

itself as a Marxist party, one calling for an open Irish society in which all are welcome to 

participate. It calls for respect for all cultures and beliefs, and in addifion it calls for 

policies that are welcoming, but fair, to asylum-seekers and migrant workers {Sinn Fein, 

2003). 

While the above evidence leaves me with no question that the party will be given 

a non-exclusivist label for purposes of this dissertation, 1 acknowledge that there is plenty 

of room to question where it will fall on the geopolitical scale. Sinn Fein has won seats 

in the past in the Brifish House of Commons, the Northem Ireland Legislative Assembly, 
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and the Irish Ddil. often times simultaneously holding seats in those bodies."' The same 

party leadership govems the representation in all three bodies, plus many of the local 

councils on both sides of the border in which the party holds seats (Parties and Elections. 

2003). 

Within Ireland, it is clearly a state-supporting party in that it wishes to unite 

Ireland and concentrate the govemment's mle. However, within Northern Ireland, it 

seeks to remove the province from British jurisdiction - a secession movement, for all 

intents and purposes - and place it under Irish mle. It does not explicitly seek autonomy 

for Northem Ireland either within Britain or Ireland. This eliminates the autonomist 

classification, which is the easy decision to make. 

The hard part is deciding how to deal with a single goal that has a two-pronged 

approach. The best way to do so, 1 believe, is to give the party two classifications, one 

for each geopolitical unit in which it mns. Within Northem Ireland, the subject of this 

capsule, the best classification would be independentist. As far as Northem Ireland is 

concemed in its present state, this is not a true independence movement as compared to 

the Basque Country's movement, which desires to withdraw the region from Spain and 

establish a new state. Sinn Fein, however, would say that their goal for Northem Ireland 

is merely an extension of their long-standing goal to break Ireland away from British rule 

in its entirety. It succeeded in part with the establishment of the Irish Free State (now the 

Republic of Ireland), but the six counties comprising Northem Ireland still fall under 

'" As of this writing. Sinn Fein has never aclually sat in the Hou.se of Commons, as its members refuse to 
take an oath of allegiance to the British Crown, one of the conditions for an MP-elcct to take up a 
pariiamentarv scat. Also as of this writing, 'he Northern Ireland AsseiTshly stood dissvijved and in a state of 
suspen.sion with no .irilrmulive date on new elections. 
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British law. So, I shall classify it within this region as a non-exclusive independentist 

party. 

United Kingdom: Scotland 

Scotfish National Party: The SNP is far and away the largest nationalist party in 

Scotland. The Scottish Socialist Party, which won its first parliamentary representation 

above the local level in the 2003 Scottish general election, has its own independence 

project, favoring the establishment of an independent republic. The SNP has its own 

socialist roots, but they are not as radical in nature as those of the SSP, nor is its 

independence project as radical. Basically, the SNP desires to restore Scotland's 

constitutional state to that prior to its union with England in 1707, which would entail 

maintaining the monarchy. It also has a pronounced pro-European Union policy that 

includes adopting the euro if Scotland ever secures her independence. 

Its platform calls for the end of English domination over Scotland, but it does not 

have an explicit immigration policy or stance toward immigrants already residing in 

Scotland. It does call for the country to have an open society where the Scottish people 

can achieve its full potential, which is something the SNP believes cannot happen so long 

as it remains a part of the United Kingdom (Scotfish National Party, 2003; see also 

Newell, 1998). The party has five of Scotland's 76 seats in the House of Commons, 

where it works periodically in opposition in a 'Celtic Alliance' coalition with Plaid 

Cymru. It was the largest of the opposition parties in the first post-devolution Scottish 
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Parliament, a position it retained (albeit with fewer seats) in the 2003 Scottish election 

(Parties and Elections, 2003). 

Because of the party's lack of a coherent policy on the subject of immigration and 

its repeated allusions to an open society, it will fall in the non-exclusive category. Its 

geopolitical orientation is easier to determine, given its explicit call for a restoration of 

Scotland's independence. Hence, I classify it as a non-exclusive independentist party. 

United Kingdom: Wales 

Plaid Cymru [Party of Wales]: Plaid Cyrmu has flirted with both the 

independence side of regionalism as well as with the autonomist side. During the 1980s 

and into the 1990s, the party explicitiy rejected the notion of outright Welsh 

independence from the United Kingdom, but it did call for decentralization and a transfer 

of power to local authorities. Its brand of nationalism centers largely around the Welsh 

language, and its party platform calls for bilingual Wales, something that has been 

achieved in part throughout the principality. It also calls for a more liberal immigration 

policy than even that used by the Labour Party, now in govemment at Westminster as 

well as in the Welsh National Assembly {Plaid Cymru, 2003). Welsh nationalism and 

European Union scholar Thomas Christiansen explicitly classified the party as being of 

the "new politics'dimension, favoring both socialist positions as well as (Christiansen, 

1998). Despite the somewhat ambiguous position on whether Wales should be 

independent or simply more autonomous, the party's rhetoric of the 1990s leaned far 
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more in the direction of autonomy than independence. Hence, I classify this party as 

non-exclusive autonomist. 

Conclusion 

I begin application of this classification system with the next chapter, examining 

the demographics of nationalism through the four nationalist party cleavages 1 outlined 

here. I expect to find that the demographics alone will differ between these parties and 

will make an impact on voters' decisions to support a given political party of this nature. 

However, demographics cannot certainly be the lone factor influencing vote choice. As I 

mentioned in the literature in the previous chapter, demographics do make some impact 

on ideology and policy preferences, both of which also are known factors that influence 

vote choice. There is also the matter of the target of a nationalist movement, according to 

Connor (1982): the state, the govemment, or the regime. All of these I will test in the 

succeeding chapters, which will then culminate in using this cleavage stmcture to predict 

where parties of any given type will generally fall on the subject of support for or 

opposition to the European Union. 
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CHAPTER 4 - THE DEMOGRAPHICS OF 
EUROPEAN NATIONALIST PARTIES 

In the previous chapters I discussed the theories of nationalism as outlined in the 

previous literature, after which I presented a two-dimensional system of classifying 

nationalist political parties. It now becomes incumbent on me to justify the utility of this 

new classification system as well as demonstrafing its increased utility over the 

heretofore more commonly used dichotomous classification systems, such as that used in 

Marks. Wilson and Ray (2002). A good place to begin this effort is to ask 'Who supports 

nationalist parties?' This is a question well-answered by examining the demographics of 

these parties' supporters. Theoretically, there is reason to suspect that there will be 

differences in the demographics among the six categories of parties I suggested in the 

previous chapter, four of which are represented in this research. Inglehart (1997) 

hypothesized in Modernization and Postmodernization that supporters of nationalist 

political parties would have a materialist ideology, except for independence-seeking 

nationalist parties, which he asserted would be postmaterialist in their orientation. 

However, he only touched on this subject before moving along to another topic, leaving 

open the reasons why he made these assertions. 

Granted, in the first chapter 1 sided with Flanagan over Inglehart as to the best 

way in which to define the materialist and postmaterialist ideologies. However, there are 

some points to Inglehart that are still quite relevant, including his point that those with 

postmaterialist leanings would come from a younger cohort than those with materialist 
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preferences (1971, 1977, 1994)." On those grounds alone, there is reason to suspect 

differences in the demographics of these parties. Additionally, Inglehart noted that those 

with postmaterialist preferences also tend to be more secular in their orientation and tend 

to come from the middle classes. This latter point invokes the areas of subjective social 

class, income, and education levels, all of which make a significant impact on one's class 

position in society, and this, in tum, can affect one's political socialization, one's 

ideology, and ultimately one's identity (Campbell, et al, 1960). 

While The American Voter noted that political socialization affects one's party 

identity, we can easily extrapolate from that work that such socialization can also make 

an impact upon or be impacted by one's cultural identity as well. These two phenomena 

are not hermetically sealed from one another, and it is easy to argue that the two are, in 

fact, inextricably intertwined when it comes to political parties of the type under 

discussion here. This is not to say that The American Voter completely ignored the idea 

of political culture, how one develops one's awareness of it. or how one interacts with it. 

Indeed, that subject is at the very heart of the book. This is to say that one's political 

socialization is not limited to just the political party with which one chooses to identify. 

Agents of political socialization just as easily - and most certainly simultaneously -

factor into identification with a political community. 

To be sure, nationalist party votes account for just around five percent of the 

national parliamentary election votes cast continentally throughout the European Union's 

See also Abram.son and Inglehart (1905); Dallon (10%) 
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member and candidate countries in the 1990s. 12 Hence, on the average these movements 

do not generally win many parliamentary seats, although there are some notable 

exceptions, such as the FPO in Austria. Vlaams Blok in Belgium, and Alleanza Nazionale 

in Italy. This does result in the these parties and those support them being classified as 

"extremist'. Granted, the actions of banning all immigrants or taking a territory out of its 

existing state can be justly considered "extreme' from a certain point-of-view. However, 

those who support these parties just as easily bristle at the suggestion that they are 

extremist. Who, then, are nationalist party supporters? 

According to the World Values Survey, just under ten percent of the respondents 

surveyed cast votes for nationalist political parties in European national parliamentary 

elections during the 1990s. Clearly, we are not dealing with cadre of voters to account 

for a large proportion of the electorate in the countries included in the study. There is 

even some question as to whether one should even use the word "nationalist" to describe 

every single party of the type I will include in the study, given that I proposed in the 

previous chapter a classification scheme that includes the geographical goal orientation of 

these parties as one of the dimensions 1 used to classify them. Nevertheless, I choose to 

use the word as the people who vote for these parties frequently identify with a 

nationality, one which already has its own nation-state or one which desires to have its 

own nation-state or, at the very least, a heightened level of autonomy from the central 

govemment. 

'-Source: Mannheim Lurobarometer 1 rends File. 1900. ICPSR Data Archive. Web site at 
http:/'www.icpsr.umich.edu 
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The purpose of this chapter is to examine the demographics and the attitudes of 

those who support nationalist parties with a view to demonstrating the potential utility of 

the classification scale that I introduced in the previous chapter and will employ in the 

succeeding chapters. The methodology that I will use in this chapter will start with 

crosstabular descriptive data, moving later into logistical regression models which will 

demonstrate the strength and significance of these factors, absent of any controls for 

ideology and other independent factors which affect the decision to vote for these kinds 

of political parties. 

1 readily acknowledge that these eariy models do not guarantee that any of these 

demographic features will prove to be significant predictors of votes for these party 

cleavages upon controlling for other important factors in later chapters, including 

ideology and geopolitical identity, among others. However, they will serve in examining 

the directional strengths of each such factor, controlling for all other demographic factors 

present. The factors that I present, and for which 1 will control throughout the remainder 

of this dissertation, include: gender, age education, and subjective social status. 

Gender 

Table 4.1: 

Male 

Female 

TOTALS 

SOURCE: W 

Nationalist Vote By Gender 
Not 
Nationalist 
10,734 
(48.13%) 
11,568 
(51.87%) 
22,302 
(100.00%) 

'orld Value Sur 

Exclusive 
Statist 
406 
(56.08%) 
318 
(43.92%) 
724 
(100.00%) 

vey Ch- = 2 

Exclusive 
Independentist 
30 
(50.00%) 
30 
(50.00%) 
60 
(100.00%) 

1.3008 Pr = 0.( 

Inclusive 
Autonomist 
350 
(48.68%) 
369 
(51.32%) 
719 
(100.00%) 

)00 Colu 

Inclusive 
Independentist 
430 
(52.68%) 
402 
(48.32%) 
832 
(100.00%) 

mn percentages i 

TOTALS 

11,950 
(48.50%) 
12,687 
(51.50%) 
24,637 
(100.00%) 

1 parentheses. 
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As Table 4.1 indicates, overall in this survey women comprise just over of the 

total number of people included in the survey. However, when viewing nationalist 

parties as a whole, regardless of the type of nationalist party at hand, the results reverse 

themselves. With the exception of one party cleavage - inclusive autonomist - the 

descriptive data show that men are slightly more likely to vote for a nationalist party of 

any type than women. It should be noted that the exclusive cleavage of independence-

seeking parties is evenly split between men and women, although there is approximately 

a 2.5% difference between the genders for the inclusive independence-seeking parties, 

slightly favoring the men.'^ 

The larger gap between male and female supporters of exclusive statist parties 

wartants a closer examination, as the results show that this cleavage draws a significantly 

higher proportion of the male vote than the female vote. One possible explanation from 

this comes from Searle-White's (2001) research on nationalism and violence, which 

holds that men are more likely than women to be aggressive in dealing with outsiders, 

something which exclusive parties tend to do with their anti-immigration platforms. 

Age 

It goes without saying that gender is a demographic factor that is under the control 

of nature rather than the will of the individual. The other such factor under examination 

here is that of age. As Inglehart (1997) noted, we can use age cohorts to aid in predicting 

'"' I must make the caveat liere that there are only two t'.uropean panics in the WVS for tiie exclusive 
independence-seeking cleavage: I cga Nord ofltaly and Vlaams Blok of Belgium. 
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the likelihood that a given respondent will favor postmaterialist values, values which he 

also asserted are present in independence-seeking nationalist parties.''* He also noted that 

state-supporting nationalists would hold values on the materialist end of the old politics-

new politics spectrum. Table 4.2 examines the age distribution of nationalist parties vis

a-vis the non-nationalist European electorate. 

Table 4.2: Nationalist Vote By Age 

18-35 
Years 
36-55 
Years 
56+ Years 

TOTALS 

Not 
Nationalist 
8.526 
(38.23%) 
7,231 
(32.42%) 
6.545 
(29.35%) 
22.302 
(100.00%) 

Exclusive 
Statist 
264 
(36.46%) 
257 
(35.50%) 
203 
(28.04%) 
724 
(100.00%) 

Exclusive 
Independentist 
25 
(41.67%) 
26 
(43.33%) 
9 
(15.00%) 
60 
(100.00%) 

Inclusive 
Autonomist 
333 
(46.31%) 
213 
(29.62%) 
173 
(24.06%) 
719 
(100.00%) 

Inclusive 
Independentist 
383 
(46.03%) 
247 
(29.69%) 
202 
(24.28%) 
832 
(100.00%) 

TOTALS 

9,531 
(38.69%) 
7,974 
(32.37%) 
7,132 
(28.95%) 
24,637 
(100.00%) 

SOURCE: World Value Survey Ch- = 50.3110 Pr = 0.000 Column percentages in parentheses 

The data show that the three regional party cleavages draw an electorate that 

generally skews younger than that of the overall population. The combined totals for 

Lega Nord and Vlaams Blok, the two exclusive independentist parties, skews the 

youngest of all, with approximately 85% of the respondents who reported voting for one 

of them aged 55 years or younger. Interestingly, the state-supporting cleavage falls 

roughly even with the overall total number of respondents in all three age cohorts. 

More importantly, these overall results lend a greater amount of credence to 

Inglehart's theories regarding materialist and postmaterialist values with regard to parties 

of national identity, assuming, of course, that he is correct in his assertions that periphery 

See aLso Abramson & Inglchait (1905). 
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parties are lean postmaterialist and statist parties lean materialist. His assertion in the 

case of the former named the independence-seeking party specifically, although it 

appears that the non-exclusive autonomist parties may also have some postmaterialist 

leanings of their own. 

Still, just under one-half of the electorate supporting both classes of non-exclusive 

periphery parties comes from the under 36 age cohort, and over four out often of those 

supporting exclusive independence-seeking parties come from the same cohort. The 

unmistakable fact here is that Europe's regionalist parties, regardless as to their geo

political goal, draw their support from a much younger electorate than the average. 

Education 

So far, I have presented the general descriptive data regarding the immutable 

demographics of nationalist party supporters. Now, I tum my attention to that which is 

somewhat controllable by individual voters, namely their educational background and 

social status within society, both real and perceived. I begin with the subject of 

education. It is well known that education does make a major impact upon the type of 

employment that one can achieve, and that, in tum, affects factors such as income and 

social class (Campbell et al. 1960; Duch and Taylor, 1993; Abramson and Inglehart, 

1995; Inglehart, 1997). 

To reiterate the major relevant points from the literature that I cited previously, 

the precise factors that determine overall value systems and beliefs are, however, under 

some dispute. Duch and Taylor counter Abramson and Inglehart's findings, stating that 
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educational levels are the key to determining value systems, and. presumably, partisan 

voting behavior. Furthermore, they write that the respondent's educational and economic 

levels at the time one queries about his or her values will be the major determinants of 

whether one leans toward a materialist or postmaterialist value system. 

Abramson and Inglehart (1995). of course, make the point that economic 

condition in the formative years is the primary determinant of postmaterialist values. 

Inglehart (1997) does not write off the possibility that there is some level of merit in 

Duch and Taylor's rival hypothesis, but he does so in stating his expectation that 

postmaterialists will, in fact, have a higher level of education in comparison with 

materialists. Regardless as to which side of the argument one takes, it is clear that 

educational levels are going to make an impact of some sort somewhere, and that is the 

data I present in Table 4.3. The education variable, as well as the income variable to be 

discussed shortly, as presented in the Worid Value Survey is harmonized to take into 

account the different national educational and currency systems in place at the time the 

interviews for the WVS took place.'^ 

Table 4.3: Nationalist Vote By Educational Level 
Not 
Nationalist 

Exclusive 
Statist 

Exclusive 
Independentist 

Inclusive 
Autonomist 

Inclusive 
Independentist 

TOTALS 

Low 6,377 
(28.59%) 

197 
(27.21%) 

26 
(44.33%) 

174 
(24.20%) 

185 
(22.24%) 

6,959 
(28.25%) 

Medium 7.679 
(34.43%) 

316 
(43.65%) 

17 
(28.33%) 

218 
(30.32%) 

252 
(30.29%) 

8,482 
(34.43%) 

High 8,246 
(36.97%) 

211 
(29.14%) 

17 
(28.33%) 

327 
(45.48%) 

395 
(47.48%) 

9,196 
(37.33%) 

TOTALS 22,302 
(100.00%) 

724 
(100.00%) 

60 
(100.00%) 

719 
(100.00%) 

832 
(100.00%) 

24,637 
(100.00%) 

SOURCE: World Value Survey Ch" = 97.8525 Pr = 0.000 Column percentages in parentheses 

The education variable is a 9-point scale, and the income variable is a 10-point scale. 
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Upon running this table for the first time, the point that immediately grabbed my 

attention was the fact that the non-exclusive party cleavages had a greater amount of 

support from those with higher levels of education, whereas the exclusive cleavages draw 

a higher proportion of their supporters from those with lower levels of education. It is 

particularly interesting to note - despite the small N in this data set - that the exclusive 

independentist parties have the highest proportion of low education supporters, although 1 

do not find this surprising. 

If one were to put a degree of 'radicalism' onto these four party cleavages, one 

might be able to make the argument that the exclusive independentists are the most 

radical, given that they not only wish to take a given territory out of an existing nation-

state, something radical in and of itself, but they also wish to exclude from their societies 

those whom the members do not consider a part of their identity group. However, doing 

so also casts some doubt onto Inglehart's notion that regionalist parties - both autonomist 

and independence-seeking - are postmaterialist. If so, and if his theory is correct 

regarding postmaterialists and their levels of education, then the combined exclusive 

independentist score for Lega Nord and Vlaams Blok should register a higher level of 

support from those who have higher levels of education."' Clearly, the data show that 

they do not. However, Inglehart also wrote that economic insecurity does breed a rise in 

the levels of xenophobia in society, which the data above do appear to confirm from the 

descriptive point of view. 

Dalton (1906) prcsenled d;Ua supporting Inglehan's education and value hypothesis in Ciiizcn I'oliiics 
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Subjective Social Class 

While the competing theories above agree that educafion does make an impact on 

postmaterialist values, there is some disagreement over when and to what extent one's 

economic situation impacts one's value system. The correlation score between the 

original education and income variables in the data set is 0.2666. When using the 

collapsed scales, the correlation index is 0.1617. Both scores are significant at the .001 

level of confidence. In either case, there is a relationship of some type between 

education level and subjective social status among respondents included in this survey, 

and 1 present the data for income level in Table 4.3. 

Table 4.4: Nationalist Vote By Subjective Social Class 
Not 
Nationalist 

Exclusive 
Statist 

Exclusive 
Independentist 

Inclusive 
Autonomist 

Inclusive 
Independentist 

TOTALS 

Lower 5.785 
(25.94%) 

193 
(22.66%) 

19 
(31.67%) 

184 
(25.59%) 

318 
(38.22%) 

6,499 
(26.38%) 

Lower 
Middle 

2,849 
(12.77%) 

116 
(16.02%) 

10 
(16.67%) 

93 
(12.93%) 

99 
(11.90%) 

3,167 
(12.85%) 

Middle 4,514 
(20.24%) 

135 
(18.65%) 

11 
(18.33%) 

192 
(26.70%) 

219 
(26.32%) 

5,071 
(20.58%) 

Upper 
Middle 

5,532 
(24.80%) 

163 
(22.51%) 

16 
(26.67%) 

187 
(26.01%) 

142 
(17.07%) 

6,040 
(24.52%) 

Upper 3,622 
(16.24%) 

117 
(16.16%) 

4 
(6.67%) 

63 
(8.76%) 

54 
(6.49%) 

3,860 
(15.67%) 

TOTALS 22,302 
(100.00%) 

724 
(100.00%) 

60 
(100.00%) 

719 
(100.00%) 

832 
(100.00%) 

24,637 
(100.00%) 

SOURCE: World Value Survey Ch'= 178.9024 Pr = 0.000 Column percentages in parentheses 

The table above presents a strong case for the economic arguments with regard to 

nationalism and its various forms that 1 presented in the literature review in the previous 

chapter. The Westem theory of nationalism supports the notion that state-centered 

nationalism can take place in order to spurn a modemization of society (Deutsch, 1953; 
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Hechter, 1975; Anderson, 1983; Hobsbawm. 1990; Greenfeld, 1992; Kellas. 1998). It 

stands to reason that those of the highest income brackets are those in the best position to 

bring about such a change. However the data above do not cleariy support this reasoning. 

It does bear pointing out that the exclusive statist cleavage does gamer a higher 

percentage - eight to ten percentage points - of its vote from the upper class than any of 

the other nationalist cleavages. Generally, the bulk of the votes for any of these party 

classes would appear to come from the lower-to-middle classes, with the both forms of 

independentists skewing more in the direction of the lower end of the subjective social 

class scale than the autonomists. 

In the case of the date presented here, the subjective social status variable does 

not measure actual wealth, but it does measure the respondenVs perceived wealth and 

place in society, rather than using an absolute indicator of status, such as measuring one's 

income. Simply because two people have identical incomes is no guarantee that they will 

perceive themselves as being of the same social class. These results also play well into 

the postmaterialist values theory with regard to nationalist parties, given that it postulates 

that those who believe themselves more secure economically should have a greater 

tendency to look at the overall needs for society more than those who do not view 

themselves as economically secure. 

The results with regard to the periphery cleavages, particularly the independentist 

cleavages, would also lead one to at least consider Gurr's (1968a, 1968b, 1997) theory of 

relative deprivation. Granted, this theory predicts likelihood that a group perceiving itself 

as being worse-off than another group will resort to violence. However, it could also be 
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applied to a desire to achieve independence through peaceful means, in this case an 

independence movement politically manifesting itself as a political party. 

Demographics and Nationalist Party Cleavages 

The descriptive data presented above paints for us a mental picture of the types of 

cohorts that support each cleavage of nationalist political party. However, that picture 

gains clarity with an inferential model that allows us to see the individual effects of each 

independent variable while controlling for the effects of all others present. The models I 

present in Table 4.5 examine the four demographic factors from above, controlling for 

the respondents' geopolitical identity as well as his or her position on immigrants, which 

are the two criteria on which I base the two dimensional nationalist party cleavage 

categorization. 

These particular models do not control for respondent ideology. 1 concede that 

this means that the models below are certainly not complete and are lacking somewhat in 

explanatory value. Their purpose here is not to control for other explanatory factors such 

as ideology, which are undoubtedly present, but rather to determine to what extent these 

four demographic features do account for vote choice with regard to these types of 

parties. It is entirely possible that the significance and even the direction of these 

variables may change as additional variables enter these models in later chapters. Each 

demographic variable is significant in at least one of four models presented in Table 4.5. 
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Table 4.5: Logit Models on Nationalist Party Demographics 

Gender 

Age 

Lducation 

SubJ. Social Status 

National ID 

Local II) 

Object to Immigrants 

l990Dumm> 

N. Ireland 

ltal\ 

Austria 

West Germanv 

East GermanN 

Norway 

Belgium 

UK 

Spain 

Andalusia 

Basque 

Valencia 

Gaiicia 

Constant 

N 
LRChi' 

Efron's R" 

lAclusive Statist 

-.2908562**** 
(.1018297) 
-.0045545 
(.0030792) 
.3529807**** 

(.0831902) 
.02012436 
(.0533902) 
.26193 
(.208366) 
.135794 
(.1949817) 
-.8904929**** 
(.1223612) 
-.25896 
(.1223612) 
3.306392**** 
(.2348833) 
-1.039812**** 
(.2596685) 
.9355106**** 
(.2138564) 
-1.039812**** 
(.2596685) 
-2 293124**** 
(.4001925) 
.4173095 
(.3663741) 

.1849952 
(.5330101) 
8212 
Df= 14.882.79**** 

.175 

Exclusive 
Independentist 
-.0235766 
(.268387) 
-.0217789** 
(.0091585) 
-.0335198 
(.2222854) 
.129587 

(.1429933) 
.5341175 
(.4720418) 
.6312753 
(.4245934) 
-1.119876**** 
(.2864421) 

-.137586 
(.3721284) 

-1.071043 
(.9754349) 
3004 
Df=4. 
22.68*** 
.008 

Non-Exclusive 
Autonomist 
-.0268854 
(.0825025) 
-.0017864 
(.0025823) 
.1046185* 
(.0553967) 
-.0781347* 
(.0461732) 
-2.449215 
(.1811967) 
.590231 
(.1491334) 
-.1067917 
(.138776) 
-.2540501 
(.1663026) 

1.090592**** 
(.3065295) 
-.8761872** 
(.4208869) 
.9373018**** 
(.2796676) 
-.4211663** 
(.1914865) 
-.8500656**** 
(.2008693) 
-.5041091 
(.3073654) 
1.115338**** 
(.1652122) 
-3.58504**** 
(.4859131) 
11574 
Df= 15.380.50**** 

.045 

Non-llxclusive 
Independentist 
-.0691337 
(.0859051) 
-.0004174 
(.0027053) 
.1644961*** 
(.0588351) 
-.1497477*** 
(.0504977) 
-.1873501 
(.2223296) 
1.101141**** 
(.1727325) 
.2081564 
(.1593821) 
.3391746 
(.2515443) 
1.495271**** 
(.2197624) 

-.2622616 
(.1723645) 
-3.570869**** 
(1.025905) 
3.080004**** 
(.2338022) 
-1.403676* 
(.7452586) 

-4.352842**** 
(.5523718) 
8418 
Df= 13, 
1611.11**** 
.249 

(Standard errors in parentheses) *p = . 10. **p = .05, ***p = .01, ****p = .001 
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These particular models do not control for respondent ideology. I concede that 

this means that the models below are certainly not complete and are lacking somewhat in 

explanatory value. Their purpose here is not to control for other explanatory factors such 

as ideology, which are undoubtedly present, but rather to determine to what extent these 

four demographic features do account for vote choice with regard to these types of 

parties. It is entirely possible that the significance and even the direction of these 

variables may change as additional variables enter these models in later chapters. Each 

demographic variable is significant in at least one of four models presented in Table 4.5. 

The exclusive statist party cleavage draws its demographic support principally 

from men and those with lower levels of education. The exclusive independentist 

cleavage takes its support from younger voters. These findings are largely in line with 

the descriptive analysis. I did expect to see education as a significant factor for the 

exclusive independentist cleaveage, given that almost 45% of those WVS respondents 

who said that they voted for either Lega Nord or Vlaams Blok reported having a lower 

level of education. However, against the other factors, it is not significant. 

Both the education and subjective social status variables are significant for both 

non-exclusive party cleavages. Furthermore, the results show that these parties draw 

their support from people with a higher level of education but perceive themselves as 

being from a lower social class. On the surface, this would appear to be counterintuitive, 

as higher levels of education generally correlate with better jobs and, thus, higher pay. I 

ran a second set of logit models substituting actual income level for the subjective social 

class indicator on just the two non-exclusivist party cleavages. The results on the other 
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there demographic variables and the control variables did not change. The income 

variable, however, was not significant. This lends credence to a peaceful version of 

Gurr's relative depri\ation theory, in this case, that one's perceived position - more so 

than one's actual position - will increase the likelihood that someone would want to 

support a party in one of these two cleavages. 

While 1 would hardly classify these logit models in this chapter as "complete," 

their results, coupled with those of the descriptive statistics on the four demographic 

variables, hints that there may be strong similarities between the two cleavages on the 

exclusivist side and between the two cleavages on the non-exclusivist side. The two 

exclusivist cleavages featured different significant demographic variables, but taken with 

the information from the crosstabs, they all point in a similar direction: younger people 

with lower levels of education. 

While the main focus of this set of models is the demographic features, it also 

bears pointing out that the only other strongly significant variable for the exclusivist 

cleavages (excluding the dummies controlling for country and WVS wave) is the 

objection to immigrants variable. This is not a variable that controls for the allowing 

immigration in general, but it is aimed at immigrants themselves, the people. It is not at 

all surprising that it is significant for these two cleavages, but I also draw attention to the 

fact that the geopolitical identity variable, which is the other axis of the classification 

scheme, is not significant for either cleavage. Taken with the demographics at hand, one 

could draw a correlation to intolerant attitudes toward "outsiders" and lower levels of 



education. However, the correlation score between the objection to immigrants and 

education variables is only .0537, which casts some doubt on that possibility.'^ 

Looking at the two non-exclusive cleavages, both had the same significant 

demographics, those being education level and subjective social class. Those variables 

were more significant and had larger coefficients for the independentist cleavage than 

they were for the autonomist cleavage. Despite the low correlation score on education 

levels and objection to immigrants presented above, the fact remains that both of the 

cleavages that do not feature parties with explicit anti-immigration platforms draw a more 

highly educated electorate, while the exclusive statist cleavage draws an electorate with 

lower levels of education. Low correlation coefficient or not, this would appear to be 

more than just a coincidence, and it will receive further examination as 1 turn to questions 

of ideology and identity in the succeeding chapters. 

Conclusion 

It is early in this work to draw anything truly conclusive at this point, but there are 

certainly some indications here as to where the later models will go as I add ideology and 

target-of-nationalism factors into the mix. It appears at this eariy stage that the 

dimension that will have the most obvious impact will be the exclusivity factor. Based 

on the similar demographics of the exclusive cleavages and of the non-exclusive 

cleavages, it is reasonable to think that a similar pattern will emerge with regard to 

ideology and at what supporters aim their nationalist movements. 

Siiinillcant at the/? -'= .001 level 



To be sure. I do not expect to see identical results appear between the exclusive 

statist and exclusive independentists or between the non-exclusive autonomists and non

exclusive independentists. There may be some differences in ideology, likely some 

differences in geopolitical identity (particularly given the different geopolitical goals that 

these parties have), among other possibilities. However, I do expect to see the exclusivity 

factor become a focal point, with the geopolitical goal factor working as a secondary 

force. This is certainly not to say that the two-dimensional scheme is not useful. It is to 

say. however, that these axes may not be equal in their influence. 
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CHAPTER 5 - MATERIALISM, POSTMATERIALISM 
AND EUROPEAN NATIONALIST PARTIES 

Postmaterialism and Nationalism 

In the previous chapter. I examined the demographics of nationalist parties using 

descriptive data. The data presented therein would seem to point to a strong possibility 

that both materialist and postmaterialist values are at play with respect to European 

nafionalist parties, based on the theories of Inglehart, Flanagan, and Duch and Taylor. 

The descriptive results appear to support, in part, Inglehart's theory regarding 

postmaterialism and nationalist parties. However, the only way to know with certainty 

whether or not these value systems are in fact present and whether they impact the 

decision to vote for such a political party is best determined using inferential data. In this 

chapter, I shall take a closer look at the subject of materialist and postmaterialist values 

among European nationalist parties, in addition to their traditional left-right value 

systems. 

To restate Inglehart's position on nationalism and postmaterialism from 

Modernization and Postmodernization (1997) vis-d-vis nationalist parties, those that 

identify with an existing nation-state will lean toward a materialist ideology. His 

assertion in this regard would be in line with the Westem rational school of nationalism, 

especially with the modemization arguments made with regard to why state-centered 

nationalist movements form in the first place. However, he also asserted that parties 

seeking an independent state for a nationality - a culturally-defined nafion-state, as it 
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were - have value systems that are more society-oriented, and. thus, should trend toward 

the polifics of postmaterialism. 

The difficulty with Inglehart's theory in this regard is that he viewed the subject 

of nafionalism through the single dimension of the center-periphery axis. While this is a 

perfectly legitimate wa> of viewing nationalist parties and one which heretofore has been 

one of the most common ways of doing so, it is also limiting in nature. The demographic 

data I presented in the previous chapter clearly demonstrate that there are differences 

between the types of people who choose to support different types of nationalist parties at 

the ballot box. 

The work of Inglehart and his associates clearly indicates that demographic 

features are a strong predictor of the presence and the strength of postmaterialist values. 

Given that there are differences between independence-seeking parties with anti-outgroup 

positions and those that are more willing to include others, it behooves us to question 

whether his blanket assertion regarding independence-seeking parties and their value 

systems is valid in general or whether it needs to have fiirther conditions applied to it. 

To reiterate Inglehart's demographic correlations to postmaterialist values, he 

theorized that we would find them in society among those who are younger, middle-class, 

higher educated, and living in an industrialized society without a long-term period of 

hardship in living memory. Table 5.1 below shows the distribution of materialist and 

postmaterialist beliefs among the classes of Westem European nationalist parties, using 

Inglehart's scale from the Worid Values Survey. 
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The results cleariy show that there are, in fact, differences in ideology between 

the major part> t\ pes. The non-exclusive parties both lean toward the postmaterialist side 

of Inglehart's scale, while the two exclusive parties are more materialist. It is interesting 

to note that the division of these values by the descriptive data is along the exclusivity 

factor clea\age. not the geopolitical goal (statist/autonomist/independentist) cleavage as 

Inglehart suggested that it would be, although it does bear pointing out that the exclusive 

independentist parties are a bit more centrist than their statist counterparts on the 

materialist-postmaterialist scale. 

Table 5.1: Inglehart's Materialist/Postmaterialist Scale among Nationalist Parties 
mat/postma 
t (12-iteiii ' Party Type 

index' t;o; I.'at ExcNat Exclind InclAuto Inclind | Total 
» 1 

materialist I 666 57 3 20 12 I 978 
•i.32 8.31 5.36 2.99 1.57 \ 4.31 

+ + 

1 1 3 ,239 141 11 89 53 I 3 , 533 
I 15.19 20.55 19.64 13.2S 6.92 I 15.57 

-I 1 

2 ! 5 ,512 224 12 154 133 1 5 ,035 
i 26.87 32.65 21.43 22.99 17.36 I 26.60 
+ + 

3 I 6 ,018 195 23 205 220 I 6 , 6 6 1 
I 29.34 28.43 41.07 30.60 28.72 | 29.36 
+ + 

4 1 3 ,276 52 6 120 195 I 3 ,649 
I 15.97 7.58 10.71 17.91 25.46 | 16.08 
+ + 

post-1 1,581 17 1 82 153 I 1,834 
materialisti 7.71 2.48 1.79 12.24 19.97 I 8.08 

+ + 

Total I 20,512 686 56 670 766 I 22,690 
I 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 I 100.00 

Numbers in italics indicate column percentages. Pearson chi2(20) = 391.2236 Pr = 0.000 

Overall, this is not a huge surprise, given that Inglehart placed issues regarding 

law and order as well as defense issues on the materialist side of his ideological scale. 

Parties that oppose immigration would need to carry out such policy by putting tougher 
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rules in place regarding who can enter the state and who cannot. Implementing such 

policies would naturally require higher levels of security, hence the increased support for 

defense issues. Given that immigration is an issue handled at the state level rather than a 

regional level, there is no real reason to expect that there would be a significant 

difference between the materialist-postmaterialist leanings of these parties solely on the 

basis of geopolitical goals regarding nationalities and their states. 

It is also noteworthy that the autonomist party cleavage - a class that Inglehart did 

not consider in his assertion - is also centrist, but it does lean toward the postmaterialist 

side of this ideological spectrum. Autonomists would seem to be the most likely party 

group in terms of geopolitical goals to sit on the proverbial fence when it comes to these 

issues. On the one hand, they do desire to either transfer or maintain transference of 

power from the central govemment to local or regional authorities. Such an attitude can 

easily fit in Inglehart's "giving people more say in important govemment decisions" 

option in the materialist-postmaterialist scale portion of the World Values Survey. He 

classified this particular option as being a postmaterialist attitude. On the other hand, the 

reason why such groups want to see a transfer of power may not have to do with the issue 

of overall well-being of society, but rather it could well have an economic reasoning 

behind it. This would be a good time to remember David Easton's (1953) classic 

definition of politics: "The authoritative allocation of values for a society." One of the 

surest means of authoritatively allocating those values is through the power of the purse. 

There is can be no doubt that govemment's ability to carry out policy is very strongly 

affected by a legislature's allocation of available funds to govemment departments. 

88 



These results are also consistent with Inglehart's assertion that postmaterialist 

\alues are found mostly among the middle class (1997; see also Abramson & Inglehart. 

1995). Recall from the previous chapter that the exclusive classes of parties tend to skew 

toward the lower end of the subjective social class scale, whereas the two non-exclusive 

parties draw more support from the middle classes. Therefore, it should come as little 

surprise that the descriptive data above demonstrated similar differences between the 

classes of parties. However, these results also strongly suggest that Inglehart may have 

been mistaken with regard to the geopolitical aspects of nationalism. This is not to say 

that he was entirely incorrect. His hypothesis places state-centered nationalism on the 

materialist side of this ideological spectmm, and nearly all such state-centered parties 

wish to exclude those who are not members of the in-group. 

Descriptive data can aid in showing where the raw numbers of any given situation 

may lie, but they do not answer the question of whether the variables being measured 

make a significant impact on the dependent variable. In this case, the dependent variable 

is vote choice, dichotomously measured in terms of whether a given respondent cast a 

vote for a political party in one of the four nationalist classes presented in this work. In 

Table 5.2 above. I present logit models concerning the four classes of nafionalist parties 

and whether they have materialist or postmaterialist values. The models presented 

therein control for the following factors: local geographical identity, national 

geographical identity, views on immigrants, gender, age, highest educational level 

attained, and subjective social class. 
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Table 5.2: Logit Models on Inglehart's Materialist/Postmaterialist Value Scale 

M/PM N'alucs 

Local ID 

National ID 

Immigrants 

Gender 

Age 

Education 

SubJ. Soc. Class 

WVS Wave 

Erance dummy 

Italy dummy 

Austria dummy 

West Germany 
dummv 
East Germany 
dummv 
N. Ireland dummy 

Belgium dummy 

Spain dummy 

Basque dummy 

Andalusia dummy 

Gaiicia dummy 

Valencia dummy 

Britain dummy 

Einland dummy 

Constant 

N 
ER/WaldChi-(dO 
Efron's R" 

E\clusi\c 
Nationalist 
-.2042779**** 
(.0462198) 
-.0317575 
(.1979154) 
.1458607 
(.3205341) 
.7683613**** 

(.1289999) 
-.3951481**** 
(.1044289) 
-.0068932** 
(.0032539) 
-.3631741**** 
(.0857081) 
.0085661 
(.0548648) 
-.31957 
(.2896636) 
-.3425363 
(.3757268) 
-1.395137**** 
(.3643626) 
.6542544* 
(.3416186) 
-1.37539**** 
(.2718964) 
-2.625076**** 
(.3658933) 
2.90442**** 
(.3482526) 

1.200244**** 
(.4464796) 
7754 
844.46(15)**** 
.175 

Exclusive 
Independenti.st* 
-.1635531 
(.1021247) 
.5564256 
(.4547998) 
.4118238 
(.4715538) 
-1.145895**** 
(.2898691) 
-.0090703 
(.2769526) 
-.0229096** 
(.0102813) 
.0138368 
(.2230583) 
-.1987085 
(.1549237) 

.0808766 
(.3572486) 

-.5240661 
(1.050149) 
2713 
26.77(9)** 
.011 

Non-Exclusive 
Autonomist 
.036773 
(.0354161) 
.6246913**** 
(.1542309) 
-.2241405 
(.188247) 
-.1248149 
(.1446739) 
-.0761165 
(.0853473) 
-.0004844 
(.0027815) 
.0958325* 
(.0580282) 
-.0555838 
(.0481727) 
-.2051285 
(.1720176) 

1.901383**** 
(.3217944) 
1.794747**** 
(.3155943) 
-.7762894**** 
(.2050586) 
-.442718** 
(.1983386) 
1.118894**** 
(.1694714) 
-.4891522 
(.3092913) 

.7842861* 
(.4314646) 
-4.572789**** 
(.5644907) 
10667 
361.33(16)**** 
.047 

Non-Exclusive 
Independentist 
.2061134**** 
(.0379102) 
1.179675**** 
(.0379102) 
-.0527096 
(.2284115) 
.0817774 
(.1653565) 
-.0595945 
(.0894952) 
.0025529 
(.0029422) 
.1325186'** 
(.0623767) 
-.1279275** 
(.0524972) 
.3767565 
(.2588321) 

-1.852393**** 
(.2035689) 
2.968352**** 
(.2409404) 
-3.481117* 
(1.027361) 

-1.409995**** 
(.7472389) 
-1.579648**** 
(.2236008) 

-3.296315**** 
(.5933618) 
7775 
1502.56(14)**** 
.254 

Robust standard errors used for this model. *p = .10. **p = .05, ***p = .01, ****p = .00 
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The results of the ideology variable generally confirm the descriptive results 

found in Table 5.1. although there is a lack of significance for the ideology variable in the 

exclusive independentist category. The probability of significance score for this 

particular category was .157, quite a bit above the .05 level that we normally accept for 

statistical significance and still above the .10 level that we sometimes report. However. 1 

should also point out that the coefficient still bears a negative sign, indicating a 

materialist lean. This is not entirely surprising, given that the exclusive independent 

category had far less of a materialist skew in the descriptive data. Nevertheless, 1 stress 

at this point it is does not mean that exclusive independent seeking parties do not have 

postmaterialist values or even that materialist values are not important. Similarly, this 

variable was also statistically insignificant for the autonomist party cleavage, again not 

surprising, given the relatively even spread - slightly skewed toward postmaterialism - in 

the descriptive data. Also, like the exclusive independentists, this variable was signed in 

the expected direcfion, despite the lack of significance. This is a point I will discuss 

further in this chapter when I introduce Professor Flanagan's scale regarding materialist 

and postmaterialist values. 

The most striking - and undoubtedly to some readers, the most shocking - aspect 

of these results for the exclusive parties is the fact that the anti-immigrant factor 

coefficients are so strong in comparison with all other demographic and ideological 

variables presented in the models, almost as if these parties are single-issue formulations. 

While immigrafion is certainly a major component of their platforms, it is not the only 

issue. Nearly all of them address other issues in those programs. 



However, these results clearly show that the immigration issue is by far the most 

significant and strongest indicator of vote choice for an exclusive party, regardless as to 

the geopolitical goal that a given party has. The variable in question is a dichotomous 

measure, coded as " 1 " if the respondent did not mention that they would mind having an 

immigrant as a next-door neighbor or as "0" if they did. The percent change of odds for 

this variable is -53.6% for the exclusive statist parties and is -68.2% for the exclusive 

independentist parties. This means that a change of score from " 1 " to "0" means that the 

likelihood that a Westem European voter will support a party of this class increases by 

53.6% and 68.2%, respectively."* The percent change of odds for the materialist-

postmaterialist scale variable was only -18.5% for the statist class of party. It is not 

relevant for the exclusive independentist parties as this variable was not statistically 

significant for them. 

The primary focus of the models above is to compare the overall Inglehart 

materialist-postmaterialist ideological positions of the parties in each category, but the 

results also provide some other noteworthy pieces of information. Possibly the most 

striking feature of the models presented in Table 5.1 is the fact that the geographical 

identity variables are not significant for the two exclusive classes of parties; however, the 

variable conceming immigrants is significant and is signed in the anti-immigrant 

''"* The SI ,AI A' '̂ prt)uran) used to compute the percentage change in odds is called "listcoef" and is 
detailed in J. Scott Long& Jeremy Freese. 2001. Re;.iression Models for Cuiagoriccil Dependent Variables 
('sini^ Statu. Collciie Station. TX: State Press. Percent change in odds measures in tenns of a percentage 
the likelihood ot ihe dependent variable changing tVoin absence of the phenomenon to presence oflhe 
phenomenon on the basis of a one-unit change in the given independent variable being ineasurcd. 

'" Usinsi robust standard errors, the materialist/postmaterialist scale variable was significant at the .109 
level, iust barely outside the . 10 reporting threshold It was. ncvettheless, signed in the materialist 
direction, which was what I expected to see. 
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direction. As for the inclusive classes of parties, the local geographical identity variable 

is significant for both, and it is signed in favor of identifying at the local level. The 

immigrant variable is not significant for either one of these categories of parties. This 

would seem to indicate at this point of the analysis that the exclusive parties are less 

concemed with the state with which their nationality identifies and are more concemed 

with excluding others who are not part of the in-group. On the other hand, the inclusive 

parties are more interested in their identity groups' relationships with their respective 

nation-states. 

Yet another striking feature of the results above deals with the demographic 

\'ariables, which I examined with descriptive data in the previous chapter. These 

variables were largely significant for the exclusive statist cleavage, confirming the 

descriptive statistical results that show that those who vote for these parties are mostly 

younger people with lower levels of education. The exclusive statist parties draw more 

male votes than female votes, and in the case of the exclusive independence-seeking 

parties, their voters tend to consider themselves to be a lower social class. The only 

significant demographic variable for both the non-exclusive parties was the education 

variable, which was signed in the direction of higher education levels. The subjective 

social class variable did remain significant for the non-exclusive independentist class, and 

it remained signed in the direction of respondents who viewed themselves as being part 

of a lower socioeconomic class. 

As stated previously. Professor Flanagan (1987) took the view that the 

postmaterialist ideological axis consists of more than just what Inglehart termed the New 
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Left or "New Politics." Flanagan asserted that if there was a "New Left," then there must 

also be a New Right. Additionally, he wrote that it was not wrong to examine the "Old 

Politics" and "New Politics" dimensions from the "either/or" perspective, that is to say 

that one fa^ors the politics and views of one axis over the other. However, he did take 

issue with Inglehart's position that one is either a materialist or postmaterialist and does 

not concern oneself at all with the politics of the "other' axis. Rather, Flanagan said that 

it is entirely possible for one to take policy positions on more than one ideological 

dimension. This is the possibility that I will approach in the next series of logit models. 

"Traditional Ideology" 

My original intent was to run both the traditional left-right ideological scale 

variable along with the Flanagan-style postmaterialist scale variable I created in the same 

logit model, thus controlling for both sets of ideology in addition to the geographical 

identity factors, the bigotry factor, and the demographic factors. However, upon doing so 

I found that either the traditional ideology or the postmaterialist ideology variable lost 

significance and did so in a way that was not consistent with the results of the Inglehart 

materialist-postmaterialist models. I ran diagnostic tests on those two-dimensional 

ideology models that revealed significant colinearity between those variables. The 

Pearson's R score on them is relatively high: .3124. Hence, 1 had to run separate models 

for them. 1 begin this portion of the analysis by presenting the models for the traditional 

left-right ideological continuum, beginning with a descriptive analysis of the parties, their 

voters, and their traditional ideological patterns presented in Figure 5.1 and Table 5.3. 
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Figure 5.1: European Nafionalist Parties by Traditional Ideology 
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Top left, exclusive statist parties; top right, exclusive independentist parties; 
Bottom left, non-exclusive autonomist parties; bottom right, non-exclusive independentist parties 

The data illustrate the range of left-right self-placement scores among each of the 

political parties included in this study, v^th the traditional left wing toward the left of the 

X-axis and the traditional right wing toward the right. The shaded boxes indicate the 

self-placement of respondents between the 25**̂  and the 75**̂  percentile for a given 

political party, with the lines extending outward indicating the overall range of responses. 

The line in the middle of the shaded box indicates the median value for a given party. 

Dots indicate outlying values. 

95 



The parties of the exclusivist classes show a definite slant toward the right wing, 

particularly in the stafist class. The only party with any hint of a centrist position is the 

Norwegian Progress Party, and even so, its respondents in the middle quartiles clearly fall 

from the center-right to the right. Italy's Alleanza Nazionale justifies its reputation as a 

party of the extreme right according to the data presented above. The autonomist parties 

present a mixed bag of results, witii the majority of the parties in this class falling in a 

center-right category, although a few major autonomist parties are to the left-of-center, 

particularly Plaid Cyrmu in Wales and the Bloque Nacionalista Gallego in Spain As for 

the non-exclusive independence-seeking parties, only Sinn Fein would appear to be 

centrist, which is a bit surprising given the party's socialist platform. Herri Batasuna, the 

Basque Country's equivalent of Sinn Fein, is far more to the left. Both parties, as stated 

earlier, are alleged to have ties to organized terrorist groups seeking independent states 

for their respective identity groups. 

The traditional left-right ideology variable in the World Value Survey is a 10-

point scale variable, which I recoded for simplicity purposes for the table above as a 3-

point scale. The results above make it very clear that the two classes of exclusive parties 

both lean toward the right wing. The inclusive independentist class leans toward the left 

wing, and the inclusive autonomist class is more centrist. With the exception of the non

exclusive autonomist parties, the results above generally conform to the expectations I 

raised regarding the traditional ideologies of these parties. 

Of course, the descriptive date does not necessarily indicate whether ideology 

makes a significant impact upon vote choice. Hence, it becomes necessary to control for 
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Table 5.3: European Nationalist Voters by Traditional Left/Right Ideology 
I Party Type 

L-R Scale I Not Nat E.xcNat Exclind InclAuto Inclind I Total 

Left 1 
1 

Center 1 
1 

Right 1 
1 

4,375 
19.62 

12,360 
55.42 

5,567 
24.96 

31 
4.28 

389 
53.73 

304 
41.99 

6 
10.00 

25 
41.67 

29 
48.33 

157 
21.84 

416 
57.86 

146 
20.31 

310 1 
37.26 1 

433 1 
52.04 1 

89 1 
10.70 1 

4,879 
19.80 

13,623 
55.29 

6,135 
24.90 

Total I 22,302 724 60 719 832 1 24,637 
I 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 I 100.00 

Pearson chi2(8) = 397.4119 Pr = 0.000 Numbers in italics are column percentages. 

Other factors, including the demographics. Table 5.4 presents the results of logit models 

examining the traditional left-right ideological continuum and its impact upon vote 

choice, controlling for geographical identity, bigotry, and demographics factors. 

The results of the logit models do not show anything that is terribly surprising 

with regard to the ideology of these different classes of political parties. The one mild 

surprise comes with the non-exclusive autonomist parties, which do not register any 

significance on the left-right ideology variable. When I ran this model containing both 

the postmaterialist and the traditional left-right ideology variables, I found tiiat the left-

right ideology was significant and was signed in the right-wing direction and that the 

postmaterialist ideology variable was significant as well and signed in the libertarian 

postinaterialist direction. As I stated previously, tests for colinearity show that the two 

variables drove each other to an extent large enough that I am not able to include both in 

the same model at the same time. Nevertheless, even though the left-right variable is not 

significant at all in this model, I still note that the sign is still in the expected direction. 
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Table 5.4: Logit Models of European Nationalist Voters by Traditional Left/Right 
Ideology 

L/R Ideology 

Local ID 

National ID 

Object to 
Immigrants 
Gender 

Age 

Education 

Subj. Soc. Class 

WVS Wave 

France dummy 

Italy dummy 

Austria dummy 

Norway dummy 

West Germany 
dummy 
East Germany 
dummy 
N. Ireland dummy 

Belgium dummy 

Spain dummy 

Basque dummy 

Andalusia dummy 

Gaiicia dummy 

Valencia dummy 

Britain dummy 

Finland dummy 
Constant 

N 
LR/Wald chi2 (df) 
Efron's R̂  
^ Robust standard en 

Exclusive 
Nationalist 
.3335252**** 
C.0306742) 
-.0319998 
(.2017919) 
. 1204754 
(.2153359) 
-.807856**** 
(.1281193) 
-.3519683**** 
(.1071211) 
-.0062458* 
(.0032537) 
-.3594462**** 
(^0874785) 
.0865544 
(.0564283) 
-.3071399 
(.288091) 
-3.216416**** 
(.2553228) 
-4.107758**** 
(.2546067) 
-2.525643**** 
(.1790976) 
-4.259137**** 
(.2346907) 
-4.259137**** 
(.2346907) 
-5.334345**** 
(.3816756) 

-1.428891** 
(.5939402) 
7604 
844.46(15)**** 
.195 

^ors used for this mode 

Exclusive^ 
Independentist 
.1773239** 
(.0729464) 
.2751463 
(.4805521) 
.1487521 
(.5032187) 
-.8191312** 
(.3406287) 
-.0505358 
(.3144252) 
-.0161742 
(.0103115) 
-.0232264 
(.2546092) 
-.0810149 
(.1677701) 

.2120703 
(.4451952) 

-2.%6234** 
(1.27209) 
2484 
15.29(9)** 
.008 

•1. *p = .10. **p = 

Non-Exclusive 
Autonomist 
.0076156 
(.0212157) 

7119404**** 
(.1642782) 
-.195214 
(.1992918) 
.0231144 (.1586558) 

-.0345689 
(.0882998) 
-.0029747 
(.002845) 
.0908966 
(.0600684) 
-.0530215 
(.0500199) 
-.0738183 
(.1870732) 

.7719005** 
(.3233331) 
.8595018*** 
(.291183) 
.7502457**** 

(.2169487) 
-.3127208 
(.2109125) 
1.201738**** 
(.1843007) 
-.4335019 
(.3262941) 
-1.026053** 
(.4292941) 

-3.905554**** 
(.5465182) 
9771 
366.85(16)**** 
.052 

= .05. ***p = .01,****p = 

Non-Exclusive 
Independentist 
-.1319687**** 
(.0234257) 
1.167653**** 
(.1803427) 
-.1730752 
(.236302) 
.1212335 
(.1692118) 
-.0695003* 
(.0905081) 
-.0000251 
(.0029527) 
.1545975** 
(.0629258) 
-.1474338*** 
(.0541677) 
-.3754408 
(.2726234) 

1.540108**** 
(.2298441) 

-.2150754 
(.1794583) 
3.00662**** 
(.2538349) 
-3.577864**** 
(1.030717) 

-1.397658* 
(.7521109) 

-3.593807**** 
(.6070024) 
7092 
1502.63(14)**** 
.266 

.001 
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As I expected, both exclusive classes of parties are found on the right wing of the 

tiraditional ideological continuum. Once again, geographical identity is not a significant 

factor were either class of exclusive party, but the bigotry factor is important and remains 

a very strong predictor of votes choice for these classes of political party. The 

demographic factors are not that different from the previous model, continuing to indicate 

that these parties tend to draw votes from men and from younger voters with lower levels 

of education. The age factor, while significant for both exclusive party classes, yielded 

only a small coefficient in this series of models. The percent change in odds for age was 

only -0.6 for the statist class and -1.6 for the independentist class. The education variable 

is even stronger for the exclusive independentist seeking class, having a beta coefficient 

and a percent change in odds factor slightly larger than those for the immigration factor. 

The subjective social class variable is significant for the exclusive independentist 

category, and it is also signed in the expected direction of perceived lower class. 

The results above also lend some credence to Varshney's (2003) assertion that 

there is both an economic and an ethnic/cultural aspect simultaneously at work. 

Assuming that statist movements do exist for the primary purpose of centralizing the 

major components of society, including the economic base, then the right-wing result for 

statist parties is of no surprise at all. Generally, the traditional conservative wing does 

not favor a redistribution of wealth away from those who already control the bulk of it. 

Conversely, groups that stand to lose from centralizing and, presumably, modemizing 

society should oppose such efforts and favor a redistribution of wealth so that it is more 

equitable. 
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However, this does not address the exclusive independentist category, which 

clearly does not wish to maintain tiie existing economic structure with regard to their 

nationality. One can say tiiat such as class of party desires to leave the state in order to be 

able to centralize its own resotirces around its nationality without having to take 

directions from out-group members who have a voice in affairs at the existing state level. 

Hence, tiiere is still a desire to cenfi-alize control of material resources, but the desire also 

encompasses establishing a new polity that will coordinate the centralization efforts upon 

achieving independence. 

According to the model above, those who vote for exclusive independentist 

parties consider themselves as being in a lower social class, hence viewing themselves as 

"have-nots" within their ctirrent polities. While such a movement clearly involves a 

redistribution of wealth, the fact that they also want to exclude others from the polities 

they wish to establish would preclude them wishing to distribute any newly-acquired 

wealth equally throughout society. Those who are not members of the in-group cannot 

really expect to receive a share of the economic opportunity pie that the same as that 

those who are in the in-group would receive if independence were ever achieved. 

Turning to the non-exclusive parties, the results show slight differences on the 

traditional ideological model as compared to the materialist-postmaterialist model. Local 

identity is still the driving factor behind votes for these parties, although the inclusive 

independentist category did achieve significance on the left-right ideological scale, which 

was signed in the left-wing direction. However, the autonomous cleavage does not 

appear to draw support on the basis of left-right ideological position of their voters. 
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Attitudes toward immigrants remained insignificant for both non-exclusive classes of 

parties. 

Demographic variables provided some interesting insights into both of these 

classes of parties as well, particularly with regard to education. This variable was 

significant for the non-exclusive independentist cleabage, and is signed in the direction of 

higher levels of education. The gender and age variables washed out for both non

exclusive cleavages. Their coefficients continue to indicate that these parties also draw 

the male vote and the younger vote, however we cannot say with statistical certainty that 

these factors actually drive vote choice in this particular model. 

Perceived economic class is a significant factor for the independence-seeking 

cleavage, and it continues to be signed in the direction of a perceived lower 

socioeconomic class, while the education variable continues to be signed in favor of 

higher levels of education completed. This is actually somewhat expected, given that the 

Inglehart materialism-postmaterialism model places both of these party classes within the 

postmaterialist side of his ideological continuum. 

For the exclusivist parties, I suggested that there is both a cultural and an 

economic factor at work, this being in line with Varshney's reconsideration of the 

fotmdational factors that drive nationalist movements. Economics certainly appears to be 

a consideration for the exclusivist party classes, but not so for the non-exclusivist classes. 

This raises a question regarding the validity for these non-exclusive parties of the 

hypothesis that periphery nationalist movements exist as a reaction to modemization and 

industrialization. 
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Modemization does indeed involve a transfer of resources, but it also involves a 

transfer of priority for values. If economic concems do not drive these movements in 

general, then sometiiing else must be driving them. As noted earlier, periphery 

nationalist movements can be aimed at the state, the system, or the current regime. There 

is data to examine this phenomenon, and I will study this question further in the next 

chapter. What is clear is that there is a geopolitical identity factor that does drive the 

votes for these parties. The specific results between the autonomist and the non

exclusive independentist categories do not yield any earth-shattering surprises to them at 

all. In fact, they are quite intuitive. Naturally, the local identity variable achieved high 

significance for both the autonomist and non-exclusive independentist classes. It yielded 

the highest coefficients for both classes, and not unsurprisingly, it was larger for the 

independentist class. 

Also of interest for these two party classes is the national identity variable. This 

was not significant for either non-exclusive cleavage, and it was signed in the non-

identity direction. I had expected to find that this variable would be significant and 

signed in the anti-nation direction for at least the non-exclusive independentist parties. 

Geopolitical identity is not a factor at all for the exclusive independence-seeking parties, 

but it is very much so for the non-exclusive variant on the local level. 
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Postmaterialist Ideology: The New Left 
and the New Right 

The traditional left-right scale tends to focus on issues related to materialist 

politics, as Inglehart put it, and while that certainly addresses issues that are of concern to 

those who focus on economic concems, those types of issues are not the only ones that 

affect vote choice. The subject of nationalism goes well beyond individual economic 

situations. It is about identity with a nationality, a group of people, and the well-being of 

that group. Even nationalist movements that are concemed with industrialization and 

modemization - political goals that most certainly involve a transfer of material resources 

from one place or group to another - do so with a desire to advance the status of their 

identity group, something that is not necessarily tangible nor capable of being uniquely 

owned by one person to the exclusion of all others. In other words, there are some 

postmaterialist values at work here, even for those parties or classes of parties that 

emphasize the material over the postmaterial. 

Professor Inglehart developed his World Values Studies data set with the primary 

intent of examining fiirther his theory of postmaterialism. At present, there are three 

waves of this survey generally available to researchers, the last two of which focus on the 

decade of the 1990s, the period of study I use in this dissertation. Given that Inglehart 

designed and supervised the constmction of this data set, it goes without saying that it 

concentrates largely upon postmaterialism as he defined it. The set does not come with a 

variable that tests the New Politics axis as Flanagan envisioned it. However, there are 

enough questions available in the existing data set to allow for the creation of a scale 
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variable that can account for both the authoritarian New Right as well as the libertarian 

New Left. 

To create this scale, I began by looking at the poll questions Inglehart asked in 

creating his original materialist-postmaterialist scale. I separated out those possible 

replies that fell into his materialist category and then separated the remaining replies into 

libertarian and authoritarian positions, as suggested by Flanagan's 1987 reply to 

Inglehart. I then took additional questions from the WVS study that Inglehart did not 

include to make his materialist-postmaterialist scale, but that did address postmaterialist 

issues raised by Inglehart, Flanagan, and other scholars in their research on the New 

Politics dimension. From this, I created the scale variable that ranged from -8 

(authoritarian postmaterialist) to 8 (libertarian postmaterialist). The appendix at the end 

of the dissertation discusses in detail how I created this variable. To ensure hs reliability, 

I ran a Cronbach's Alpha test on the variables that went into creation of this scale 

variable, which reported a score of .7569. 

Figure 5.2 and Table 5.5 below examine the overall distribution of the 

postmaterialist values of the four classes of nationalist parties present in Westem Europe. 

For purposes of simplicity in Table 5.5,1 took the scale variable I created for this purpose 

and divided the results into thirds, with one third being classified as 'libertarian', the 

middle third classified as 'centrist', and the final third as 'authoritarian'. In Figure 5.2, 

the left side (negative scores) of the X-axis indicates libertarian postmaterialist values, 

while the right side (positive scores) indicates authoritarian postmaterialist values. The 

parties in both exclusivist classes most definitely show an authoritarian bent to them, 
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although no party really stands out as being extreme on this ideological scale, unlike the 

case of the traditional left-right scale in Figure 5.1. Both the autonomist and non

exclusive independentist classes demonsfrated a mixed bag of ideologies among the 

various parties, although those parties that lean libertarian have a stronger libertarian 

streak among their middle quartiles than those that lean authoritarian. 

Figure 5.2: European Nationalist Parties by Postmaterialist Ideology 
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I have already explained the reasons for reviewing this subject matter using 

Flanagan's perspective, namely that the postmaterialist ideological axis consists of both 
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tiie libertarian New Left and the authoritarian "New Right," the latter of which is more of 

an anti-postmaterialist reaction to most of the types of politics that Inglehart included in 

Table 5.5: European Nationalist Voters by Postmaterialist Ideology 
I Party Type 

pmvalues2 I Not Nat ExcNat Exclind InclAuto Inclind | Total 
+ ^ 

libertarian] 4,038 75 8 251 391 | 4 753 
I 18.11 10.36 13.33 34.91 47.00 \ 19 33 
+ ^ 

centrist I 7,993 289 33 275 258 I 8,848 
I 35.84 39.92 55.00 38.25 31.01 \ 35 91 
+ ^ 

Authori- I 10,271 360 19 193 i83 | 11,026 
tarian i 46.05 49.72 31.67 26.84 22.00 \ 44 75 

-+- -+-
Total I 22,302 724 60 719 832 | 24,637 

I 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 I 100.00 

Pearson chi2(8) = 646.7500 Pr = 0.000 Numbers in italics are column percentages. 

developing his postmaterialism tiieory. Figure 3.2 and Table 5.5 examine the overall 

distribution of the postmaterialist values of the four classes of nationalist parties present 

in Westem Europe. For purposes of simplicity, I took the scale variable I created for this 

purpose and divided the results into thirds, with one third being classified as 'libertarian', 

the middle third classified as 'centrist', and the final third as 'authoritarian'. 

As was the case with the Inglehart materialist/postmaterialist axis and the 

traditional materialist liberal/conservative axis, the New Politics ideological distribution 

divides along the bigotry factor. The only party class where there might be ambiguity is 

the autonomist class. The statistics show that it does lean libertarian, but there is not that 

great a distance in terms of percentages between autonomist supporters with libertarian 

values and those with authoritarian values. Hence, there is a possibility that this class 

may not show significance on the ideology variable in the logit model. However, the 

other classes are clearly one way or the other, with both exclusive classes heavily on the 
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authoritarian side, and the non-exclusive independentist class heavily on the libertarian 

side, all as predicted. 

When running tiie models for the exclusive statist party classification, I ran into a 

serious colinearity problem witii regard to the nation-state dummy control variables. 

Filtering techniques suggested by tiie STATA S™ reference manuals did not resolve the 

problem. There are six countries included in the models that were EU members or 

candidates for membership in the 1990s where a state-centered nationalist party appeared 

on the national parliamentary ballot, with Germany being treated as separate entities, 

given its recent unification. Such parties formed part of a national cabinet in Italy, 

Norway, and Austria during the period in question. They did not achieve govemment in 

the 1990s in Germany, France, or Northem Ireland.^" The nation-state dummy variables I 

excluded all are from countries where the state-supporting nationalist party did form part 

of the cabinet during this study period. 

The results below are somewhat different than those for the traditional politics 

models, but not overwhelmingly different. As one would predict based on the previous 

findings, the primary force driving the two exclusive party classes is the anti-immigrant 

factor, which is especially pronoimced for the exclusive independentist class. The 

postmaterialist values variable is not significant for either exclusive party cleavage. The 

education demographic variable remained significant for the statist class, still signed in 

the direction of lower levels of education. 

^" 1 had originally intended to include Denmark in these models, however S rATA""'̂ ' automatically dropped 
all Danish cases on colinearity grounds from all models presented in this chapter. The Northem Irish cases 
refer to general elections held in the province for the British House of Commons. It is treated separately 
from the rest of the UK as it has its own party system, dominated by pro-UK Protestant-supported parties 
and pro-Ireland Catholic-supported parties. 
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Table 5.6: Logit Models of European Nationalist Voters by Flanagan's Postmaterialist 
Ideology 

PM Ideology 

Local ID 

National ID 

Object to 
Immigrants 
Gender 

Age 

Education 

Subj. Soc. Class 

WVS Wave 

France dummy 

Italy dummy 

Austria dummv 

Norway dummv 

West Germany 
dummy 
N. Ireland dummy 

Belgium dummy 

Spain dummy 

Basque dummy 

Andalusia dummy 

Gaiicia dummy 

Valencia dummy 

Britain dummy 

Constant 

N 
LR Chi^ (df) 
Efron's R̂  
^ Robust standard en-

Exclusive 
Nationalist 
.0129734 
(.0181276) 
.0040936 
(.2005788) 
.1203775 
(.2143667) 
-.7498707**** 
(.1312474) 
-.3002934*** 
(.1065269) 
-.0026558 
(.0033585) 
-.3513897**** 
(.0875645) 
.0213441 
(.0556688) 

-3.178795**** 
(.2396187) 
-4.234426**** 
(.2442854 
-2.304257**** 
(1708863) 
-2.543587**** 
(.1909379) 
-4.143993**** 
(.2405232) 

2.891733**** 
(.4578445) 
5306 
597.09(13)**** 
.167 

ors used for this mode 

Exclusive 
Independentist 
.00081 
(.0461585) 
.6969506 
(.4626695) 
.7458987 
(.50274) 
-1.107995**** 
(.3043159) 
-.0810275 
(.2835639) 
-.0252137** 
(.0099549) 
.0088938 
(.2349607) 
-.0703373 
(.1512526) 

-.0549223 
(.4009213) 

-1.255037 
(1.177751) 
2697 
22.19(9)** 
.011 

1. *p = .10.**p = 

Non-Exclusive 
Autonomist 
-.0530247**** 
(.0132928) 
.6773071**** 
(.1557926) 
-.1872654 
(.1916327) 
-.1519621 
(.1491739) 
-.0145835 
(.0874407) 
.0021368 
(.0030106) 
.0933396 
(.0598539) 
-.081742* 
(.0491645) 
-.0989945 
(.1838664) 

.9946388*** 
(.3230621) 
.8194545**** 
(.2943322) 
-.89758**** 
(.2203598) 
-.3515088* 
(.2106891) 
1.180858**** 
(.1807328) 
-.545777 
(.3341289) 
-1.02346** 
(.4426111) 
-3.737746**** 
(.5176969) 
10387 
386.35(16)**** 
.056 

= .05, ***p = .01,****p = 

Non-Exclusive 
Independentist 
-.098429**** 
(.0140219) 
1.252812**** 
(.1841138) 
.0737215 
(.2345445) 
.0949958 
(.1685311) 
-.0136859 
(.0905678) 
.0078622** 
(.0031466) 
.17578*** 
(.0626334) 
.1208664** 

(.0530191) 
.4787194* 
(.2660653) 

1.608761**** 
(.2284658) 

-.2759723 
(.1781338) 
2.896664**** 
(.2474695) 
-3.436229**** 
(1.02895) 

-1.461184* 
(.7496953) 

-4.897704**** 
(.5851787) 
7537 
1491.88(14)**** 
.259 
.001 
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As was the case with the traditional ideology models, the main factors driving 

votes for the non-exclusive parties were ideology and local identity. Again, the 

geopolitical identity variable was far stronger than the ideological variable. Both party 

classes are libertarian postmaterialist. The education variable remains significant as it 

was for the exclusive party classes, and it is signed again in the direction of higher levels 

of education. The age factor is significant for the non-exclusive independentist party 

category and signed in the direction of drawing an older cohort of voters. This is an 

interesting development, as the descriptive data on the party class presented in Chapter 2 

shows that they draw more than half of their support from voters aged 35 years or less. 

However, I must also point to the fact that the coefficient is the smallest of all the factors 

under examination in these models. 

Retuming briefly to the subject of the postmaterialism and the two exclusivist 

nationalist party cleavages, I draw readers' attention to the fact that the descriptive data 

very clearly show an authoritarian postmaterialist lean to both cleavages. There can be 

no mistaking its presence in this model. From that standpoint, I believe it safe to say that 

expectations were met that there is, in fact, a New Right ideological dimension to both. 

However, the inferential data presented in the logit models shows that this particular 

ideological dimension does not impact vote choice, once we control for geopolitical and 

exclusivity factors. This does not, however, deny the existence of these parties' 

supporters holding these values. 
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Conclusion 

Thus far, the results largely conform to the expectations I previously raised, with 

no significant results falling in reverse of my overall expectations. The descriptive data 

presented in the previous chapter clearly point to differences between the four nationalist 

party classes as the existed in Westem Europe of the 1990s. The logistical regression 

models presented in this chapter further demonstrate the usefulness of a party cleavage 

classification system that takes into account simultaneously more than one variable. I 

admit that this utility would be more obvious at this point if all six of the suggested party 

classes were present in the models I present here. 

Nevertheless, the differences in the results between the exclusive and non

exclusive independence-seeking parties makes it very clear that not all independence-

seeking parties ought to be lumped together into a single category and treated the same. I 

can only suggest at this point that we could expect a similar series of findings for the 

statist and autonomist classes if non-exclusive statist or exclusive autonomist parties 

existed in Westem Europe witii sufficient support to justify including them in a data set. 

The geopolitical identity variables, where significant, were signed in the 

directions that we would clearly expect to find for each class of party. All of the 

significant ideological scale variables fell in the expected directions, but what would 

seem to me to be the real story are the other dependent variables controlling for 

geopolitical identity factor and the bigotry factor, the two very criteria used to classify 

each nationalist party in this study. The significance, direction, and sti-ength of these 
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variables clearly split along the bigotry dimension, with the exclusive parties featuring 

very high levels of significance, large coefficients, and high percent change of odds 

values on the anti-immigrant variable. This variable never achieved significance for the 

non-exclusive parties. 

In none of the logit models did geographical identity ever become a significant 

factor for the exclusive party classes, despite the fact that there were two polar opposite 

geopolitical goals featured among them: statist parties identifying with an existing 

nation-state and independence-seeking parties whose supporters want nothing to do with 

the nation-state in which they actually live. This, however, was a major factor for the 

non-exclusive party classes. Predictably, local identity was the most important factor for 

both. The national identity factor even achieved significance for the independence-

seeking class in the traditional ideology model, with a sign predictably pointing in the 

opposite direction. So, what can all of this mean at this point? 

In general, the exclusivist parties have a goal of keeping out those who are not 

members of the ingroup from becoming a part of tiieir society, and the data suggest that 

their geopolitical goals are simply a means of achieving that end. Statist parties already 

have a nation-state that they can use to enact their policy preferences. All they have to do 

is enter govemment and, if necessary, convince their coalition partners to support their 

program. Independence-seeking parties do not presently have a nation-state of their own, 

meaning that they will have to achieve that goal prior to being able to enact such policies. 

With regard to the non-exclusivist parity classes, the results above should not be 

interpreted to mean that they will welcome outgroup members with open arms and 
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simply allow them to settle. The anti-immigrant variable was not significant for them 

one way or another. It always had the same direction for both autonomist and 

independence-seeking parties in each set of models, but it was not signed in the same 

direction across all models. In the Inglehart and Flanagan models, it had a negative sign 

in front of it, but it went positive in the traditional politics model. Glancing back 

tiirough the party platforms for these classes, those that do specifically address this topic 

usually state that immigrants are welcome, so long as they take steps to integrate 

themselves into society, that is to say that they leam the language and adapt to the norms 

and customs of the existing local culture. Hence, the results with respect to the anti-

immigration variable for these two party classes are not all that surprising. 

The main point of summation that has the most important theoretical significance 

is the fact that the data are splitting along the lines of the exclusivity factor. Geopolitical 

factors are important here, but there are far more subtle differences between the cleavages 

classified as exclusive and the parties classified as non-exclusive. Conversely, there are 

huge differences in the factors that drive the support when we compare exclusive and 

non-exclusive cleavages taken together on those terms. 

In other words, there were some ideological differences between the autonomist 

and the non-exclusive independentist cleavages, but these pale in comparison to the 

differences between the non-exclusive and the exclusive independentist classes. In fact, 

one might even wonder if there he is really a used in separating the statist and the 

independence-seeking cleavages on the exclusive side of the bigotry factor. Granted, 

tiiere were still some differences between these two classes witii regard to the strengtii of 

112 



the anti-immigrant factor and its impact upon vote choice as well as whether certain 

ideological continuums played a significant role in such vote choice. 

What this means is that we could expect to see a similar pattem continue as we 

take a look at the "targets" at which nationalism can be aimed according to Walker 

Conner's (2002) classification scheme, and we can expect to see this pattem appear again 

when we examine the connection between supporters of these nationalist party cleavages 

and their level of confidence in the European Union. But first, let us tum to the next 

chapter, which will further explore the issues of exclusiveness and geopolitical identity 

and the way in which they interact with who or what these nationalist party movements 

deem to be the source of their identity groups' problems and, thus, leads voters to support 

those parties. 
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CHAPTER 6 - THE "TARGETS" OR NATIONALISM 
AND NATIONALIST PARTY VOTING 

The Three Targets of Nationalism: 
The State, the Govemment. 

and the Regime 

The previous chapter examined the abstract subject of ideology in multiple forms 

and how we can use it to predict support for the four cleavages of nationalist political 

parties present in Westem Europe. This chapter examines the political environment in 

which nationalist parties function. In doing so, I invoke again Connor's (1980) argument 

regarding the political targets at which nationalist movements can aim. The movement 

can be aimed: 

• At the regime, under the premise that only certain individuals or groups ought to govem; 
• At the govemment, in which case the specific people are not the target of the nationalist 

movement, but the political system is; 
• Or at the state, in which case the political unit itself is at the heart of the movement's purpose with 

little or no regard to the people involved or the political system used to govem the polity. 

The models presented in this chapter build upon those presented previously, 

adding variables that address three nationalist targets above. However, the Worid Values 

Survey data set provides the researcher with difficult challenges in finding suitable 

variables needed to capture the three targets of nationalist movements, as not all 

questions presented therein asking respondents for their opinions on various 

constitutional and extraconstitiitional institutions appear in all waves of the survey. 

Similarly, not all waves included the same countries. 

As an example, my original intention was to capture the people target through a 

question that asked respondents to rate tiieir confidence in tiie govemment of the day. 1 
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Figure 6.1: Lack of Confidence Levels in Pariiament by Political Party 
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was to go with this variable as it asked about those who were actually holding office at 

the time, rather than asking about the respondents' opinions regarding the entire political 

regime. However, it only covered Finland, Germany, Norway, and Spain in Westem 

Europe, which excluded over two-thirds of the states included as a part of this study. 

Fortunately, the variable asking respondents to rate their confidence in the institution of 

parliament did cover all countries and had a very high 0.6744 correlation with tiie 

govemment variable in the relevant countiies.^' This seemed to be the most logical 

choice, as all of the political systems covered in this research are parliamentary systems, 

meaning that whoever forms the govemment must have the confidence from parliament. 

Sitinificant at the .001 level. 
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If voters have a problem with the people who form the govemment of the day, it logically 

follows that they should also have a problem with the parliament of the day as well. 

Figure 6.1 shows the mean scores for respondent confidence in parliament for 

each political party, with a score of " 1 " indicating total confidence in parliament and a 

score of ""4" indicating no confidence whatsoever. The exclusive state-supporting 

category has the most eclectic set of party means on this subject, ranging from the French 

Front National, which has an extremely low confidence level in the national parliament 

with a score in excess of 3.45, to the Ulster Unionist Party, whose score actually indicates 

some confidence in parliament, with a score of 2.24. I have little doubt that this 

confidence factor may help drive votes for specific parties, particularly for the Front 

National and possibly for Italy's Alleanza Nazionale, but the wide range of scores would 

indicate that, on the average, the 

Figure 6.2: Lack of Confidence Levels in 
Parliament, by Nationalist Party Cleavage 
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indicate that, on the average, the people factor represented by confidence in parliament 

should not be a significant factor for this party cleavage. 

Figure 6.2 takes a look at the same data, this time grouped by party category. The 

two categories demonsfrating the lowest levels of confidence were the two independence-

seeking cleavagees. Interestingly enough the exclusive statist cleavage had a mean score 

almost on par with tiiat for all non-nationalist parties in the countries under consideration. 

The autonomist cleavage overall mean reflects the mild lack of confidence demonstrated 

by each party composing this cleavage. 

The other three party cleavagees do demonstrate more cohesion among the parties 

on this factor, with a few noteworthy strong no-confidence scores, especially Wales' 

Plaid Cymru for the autonomist category and Northem Ireland's Sinn Fein and the 

Basque Country's Herri Batasuna for the inclusive independentist category. The 

autonomist category demonstrates some mild lack of confidence among the parties, with 

the aforementioned exception of Plaid Cymru and the Partido Regionalista Cantabria in 

addition, the latter of which has a higher level of confidence than its autonomist 

counterparts elsewhere. The non-exclusive independentist category provides more varied 

results that, nevertheless, lean in the expected direction of a lack of confidence. 

For the "anti-system" variable, I chose to constmct an index variable on 

unconventional participation. Those who do not have confidence in the state's political 

system as a whole - and all states in this study are democracies - may choose to express 

their political preferences by using means not normally associated with the democratic 

process. As Dahon put it: 
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Historically, protest and collective action were often the last desperate acts of the public, 

arising fi-om feelings of fi-ustration and deprivation. Protest was concentrated among the 

socially disadvantaged, repressed minorities, or groups alienated from the established 

political order. Unconventional action was an outlet for those who lacked access through 

conventional channels (2002: 59). 

There are five such variables in the World Value Survey, asking respondents 

whether they have participated or might participate in a petition drive, a boycott, a lawrflil 

demonstration, an unofficial strike, or occupy a building. Dalton defined signing a 

petition as both a conventional and an unconventional form of political participation, with 

the other four listed as solely unconventional. Hence, I excluded petitions and formed the 

scale variable using the other four. For each form of unconventional participation in 

which the respondent replied that they have participated, 1 raised their scale score by one 

point. For each form in which the respondent replied that they might participate, I raised 

their score by a half point. The Cronbach's Alpha scale reliability score for these four 

variables was 0.7394. I present the party results for this scale variable in Chart 4.3. 

By and large, supporters the vast majority of the parties in this study do not choose to 

engage in political acts that fall outside the mainstream, although there are a few parties 

that are notable exceptions to this, particularly the Bloque Nacionalista Gallego, Euskal 

Alkartasuna, and Herri Batasuna in Spain, whose mean scores were at least two out of 

four on the scale. Herri Batasuna, demonstrated tiie strongest tendency to engage in 

unconventional behavior, with a mean score of three, and its middle quartiles fell 
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Figure 6.3: Unconventional Behavior among Nationalist Parties 
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between 2.5 and 3.5 on the scale. This is not surprising, given its alleged attachments to 

the ETA terrorist group. 

Figure 6.4 demonstrates the overall scores for each party cleavage. The data 

suggest that the non-exclusive independentist cleavage is the only one where 

unconventional behavior would seem to be a significant factor. Four out of the seven 

parties in Figure 6.3 had mean scores at or above 1.5 on the scale. The non-exclusive 

autonomist category was the only other with any parties above this mean where two out 

of eleven did. The non-exclusive independentist cleavage has a mean score of 1.5, and its 

two middle quartiles demonstrate a greater tendency to engage in unconventional 

political participation. 
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Both exclusive party cleavages seem to shy away from this kind of behavior, 

particularly the statist cleavage, whose mean score is .5 on the scale. This indicates that 

the typical voter for this cleavage of party replied that they would only consider one of 

the four forms of unconventional behavior. 
Figure 6.4: Unconvenlional Behavior by 

rather than reporting that they actually have Nationalist Party Cleavage 

engaged in such participation. This is not 

at all unexpected, and the reasons are two. 

First, recalling the Inglehart 

materialist/postmaterialism model fi-om the 

previous chapter, the exclusive statist 
0 : 2 i A 

cleavage registered as being decisively 

materialist. Additionally, both exclusive party cleavages had definite New Right leanings 

on the Flanagan postmaterialist scale variable in the descriptive models presented in the 

last chapter, coupled with insignificant scores on the same variable in the inferential 

models. First, we must bear in mind that Dalton's research is based on the Inglehart 

model of postmaterialism. Hence, he only dealt with the presence of a New Left that 

ignored the possibility of a New Right also existing. However, if we go with Flanagan's 

model and assume that a New Right does exist - and there is evidence in the previous 

chapter that it does - then we must additionally bear in mind the fact that this branch of 

postmaterialism is highlighted by a preference for law and order. Dalton's 

unconventional behavior models include several forms of illegal and even violent 

behavior. Intuitively, those who favor pro-law and order policies should not feel 
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comfortable working outside the system in the first place, let alone engaging in behavior 

that violates the law, damages property, and injures or kills other people. 

Dalton's finding was that unconventional behavior would be most likely found 

among those who have postmaterialist values. His reasoning was that this value system 

would go imderrepresented in traditional political institutions, leaving followers with 

little recourse bu the unconventional to make their voices heard. The supporters of an 

exclusive statist cleavage party should generally identify with a nationality that already 

has its own state. Hence, their group should not feel the alienation of not being 

represented in the system. However, there is the exclusive independentist cleavage, 

which obviously wants out of their current state. I vsdil still go with an expectation that 

supporters of a party in this cleavage will not likely engage in such behavior, given the 

total lack of evidence supporting any sort of a postmaterialist influence. 

Given the average results for the four party cleavagees, I would not be surprised 

to see this participation variable to achieve significance for the exclusive statist cleavage, 

although signed against using such tactics. There may be significance for the non

exclusive independentist cleavage, signed in favor. I do not expect willingness or past 

history of imconventional participation to be a significant factor for either of tiie two 

remaining cleavagees. 

The third target of nationalism - the state itself- is already a part of the model 

through the geographic identity variable. The Worid Values Survey questionnaire 

phrases the geographic identity question as: "To which of these geographical groups 

would you say you belong first of all?" (p. 45). Respondents had a choice of five 
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options: locality or town where you live, state or region of the country where you live, 

country as a whole, continent, or the world as a whole. For the models I present in this 

chapter, I retained the recoding I used in the previous chapters, which was to create two 

separate dichotomous geographic identity variables: the first coded as " 1 " if the 

respondent identified primarily with a locality or region, and the second coded as " 1 " if 

the respondent identified primarily with the country as a whole. For the purposes of this 

chapter, 1 do not present a variable for European or global identity. Figure 6.5 gives the 

identity scores for each of the political parties included in the study, examining both local 

and national identit\. 

The exclusive statist parties demonstrate a curious difference in identity, with 

several of them actually scoring higher on the local identity score than on the national 

score. This does include the two pro-British parties in Northem Ireland, but it is not 

limited to just them. Germany's Die Republikaner, Italy's Alleanza Nazionale, and 

Norway's Progress Party also had higher local identity than national identity scores. The 

exclusive statist party cleavage's mean on the local identity score was 0.68. Its mean on 

the national identity scale was 0.25. If the two Northem Irish statist parties are excluded, 

the local identity score does drop, but only to 0.65. Granted, finding that the exclusive 

statist cleavage has a higher mean local identity than national identity seems 

cotmterintuitive. However, I should also point out that the mean local score for the 

autonomist and non-exclusive independentist cleavagees were both higher, 0.78 and 0.87, 

respectively, as compared to the 0.65 for the exclusive statist parties. The national 

identity scores for the parties in these two non-exclusive cleavagees are substantially 
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Figure 6.5: Local and National Identity 
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lower than their local scores, 0.12 and 0.07, respectively, which comes as no surprise at 

all. The lone exception to this is Northem Ireland's Sinn Fein, which has a higher 

national identity level. This may be due to tiie fact tiiat Northem Ireland is treated as a 

separate country in the World Values Survey, altiiough I reiterate that Sinn Fein's main 

raison d'etre is to end British mle in Northem Ireland and reunite the island under the 

mle of the Irish Republic. 

As for the exclusive independentist parties, both demonstrate the expected higher 

level of local identity than national identity, and their national identity scores are, overall. 
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Figure 6.6: Local and National Identity by Nationalist Party Cleavage 
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Inclusive Autonomist 

Inclusive Independentist 

Nat iona l Ictentitv 
Nationalist Party Categonec 

Not Nationalist 

Excloolve S1atlc;t 

Exclufcivo Independentist 

Inclusive Autonomist 

Inclusive Independentist 

Mean local identity 0 .05 1 15 2 25 
Mean national identity 

lower than any independence-seeking party in the non-exclusive cleavage, with the 

exception of those running in the Spanish Basque Country. 

Figure 6.6 shows the mean scores of respondent local and national identity by 

nationalist party cleavage. The taken with the individual party results from above, the bar 

charts yield a few surprises. First, there seems to actually be a slightly higher level of 

local identity among supporters the exclusive statist parties than those who support 

exclusive independentist parties. Even more surprising is tiie fact that local identity is, in 

fact, stronger for statist party cleavage on the average than national identity. 

As noted in the previous chapter, the geopolitical identity variables, which were 

used as control variables in those models, were not even significant for either exclusive 

cleavage of political party. In spite of the rhetoric that these parties espouse during 

election campaigns, these results, plus those of the logit models presented in the previous 
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chapter, make it abundantly clear tiiat state supporting parties do not glean their votes on 

the basis of their supporters' geopolitical identity. On the other hand, there is a very high 

mean level of identity vsdth respect to the non-exclusive regionalist parties, particularly 

the independence-seeking cleavage. The logit models in the previous chapter on these 

two party cleavagees did have significant local identity variables, and the national 

identity variable was significant for the non-exclusive independentists although signed in 

opposition to nation-level identity. 

This now leaves the question as to which of these ways in which nationalist 

behavior can be directed are significant in driving support for each party cleavage, which 

a logit model will aid in determining. For each cleavage of party, I present two models. 

Each includes the three variables described above, which take into accovint the three 

forms against which a nationalist movement may be directed. The difference in each 

model is the ideology variable. One model controls for the traditional left-right 

ideological continuum, and the other takes into accoimt the postmaterialist continuum. 

According to Dalton, those who emphasize postmaterialist values are more likely to take 

what he termed "direct action" with regard to their life situation, including politics 

(2002). 

Despite the fact tiiat the exclusive statist parties have the highest mean level of 

confidence in the nation's parliament - and I point out that it was not all that high - that I 

would expect to find that this variable would be the most likely to achieve significance in 

a positive direction more than the other two directions in which nationalism can be 

aimed. All of the exclusivist party models in the previous chapter demonstrated no 
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significant geopolitical identity factors; votes are driven by an objection to those 

immigrating into the polity. 

The first type of nationalism that Connor invoked was one aimed at the people in 

the govemment, represented in tiiis model by the tmst in parliament score. If exclusivist 

party supporters have a problem with certain people, and that problem drives those 

supporters to cast their votes as they do, then it is reasonable to expect that their 

nationalism is aimed at the people in the system rather than the system itself or the state. 

The national identity scores for the parties in these two non-exclusive cleavagees 

are substantially lower than their local scores, 0.12 and 0.07, respectively, which comes 

as no surprise at all. The lone exception to this is Northem Ireland's Sinn Fein, which 

has a higher national identity level. This may be due to the fact that Northem Ireland is 

treated as a separate country in the World Values Survey, although I reiterate that Sinn 

Fein's main raison d'etre is to end British mle in Northem Ireland and reunite the island 

under the mle of the Irish Republic. As for the exclusive independentist parties, both 

demonstrate the expected higher level of local identity than national identity, and their 

national identity scores are, overall, lower than any independence-seeking party in the 

non-exclusive cleavage, with the exception of those running in the Spanish Basque 

Country. 

Taking Aim: The 'Targets' and Vote Choice 

Two things become clear immediately from the logit models presented in Table 

6.1. One is that there is only one consistently significant variable among the three 
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direction-of-nationalism measures, and that is the lack of confidence in the national 

parliament. A one unit increase in this variable increased the chances of a vote for such a 

party by over 47 percent, according to the percent-change-in-odds score for this variable. 

The otiier point of note is the continued high level of significance for the 

immigrants variable, which continues to show the largest coefficient of any of the 

variables being tested in this model, save the country dummy controls. Respondents who 

said that they did object to immigrants were over 53 percent more likely to cast a 

nationalist vote, according to the traditional politics model. 

One other point of note is a significant lack of interest in politics among those 

who support this cleavage of party, which would suggest that the lack of confidence in 

parliament is not due to closely watching the types of policies that it produces. Couple 

this vsdth the results on the immigration variable, and it becomes clear that this type of 

nationalism is aimed at people rather than institutions, processes, or the state itself As we 

will see in the non-exclusive cleavages, there is also a lack of confidence in parliament, 

but they will engage in acts of unconventional participation. Based on this, I draw the 

conclusion that the exclusivist cleavages base their lack of confidence in parliament 

based on who serves in there rather than on the processes used in electing 

parliamentarians and the policies they enact. 

Model 2 above provides one additional point to note, and that is with regards to 

wdllingness to engage in unconventional political behavior. This variable was not 

significant in the traditional ideology model, however it is significant at the .01 level in 

the postmaterialist ideology model, and it is signing in the direction of not being willing 
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Table 6.1: Logit Models on Target of Nationalism: Exclusive Statist Parties^^ 

Unconventional Behavior 

Confidence in Parliament 

National Identity 

Local Identity 

Interest in Politics 

Objection to Immigrants 

Ideology 

Gender 

Age 

Education 

Subjective Social Status 

France 

Norway 

West Germany 

East Germany 

Italy 

Northem Ireland 

Constant 

N 
LRChi' (df) 
Efi-on's R^ 
Standard errors in oarentheses 

Model 1 
(Traditional Ideology) 

-.0299704 
(.0599168) 

.5069802**** 
(.0757697) 
.1536511 

(.2182394) 
.0117145 

(.2046135) 
-.1249018* 
(.0667383) 

-.8154473**** 
(.1299899) 

.3468833**** 
(.0313138) 

-.3309824*** 
(.1098212) 
-.0059445* 
(.0034247) 

-.3618204**** 
(.0882566) 
.0953181 

(.0581787) 
-.5952037** 
(.2444724) 
.0796318 

(.1836307) 
-1.626763**** 

(.1883395) 
-2.847354**** 

(.3408248) 
-1.632644**** 

(.2559653) 
2.711784**** 

(.1869239) 
-2.619068**** 

(.5834804) 
7450 

1005.05(17)**** 

0.204 
*D = .10. **D = .05, ***p = .01,*** 

Model 2 
(Postmaterialist Ideology) 

.1822921*** 
(.0612547) 

.3873609**** 
(.0734603) 
.1272113 

(.2174055) 
.0235884 

(.2033476) 
-.16343676*** 

(.065023) 
-.7592083**** 

(.1325523) 
.0059539 

(.0191758) 
-.2926995*** 

(.1090555) 
-.0039842 
(.0034607) 

-.3432932**** 
(.0887629) 
.0275669 

(.0570447) 
-.6385843**** 

(.2239755) 
.0072138 

(.1819782) 
-1.798408**** 

(.2200814) 

-

-1.816901**** 
(.2453162) 

2.55456**** 
(.1823096) 
.0752086 

(.5201697) 
5190 

625.35(16)**** 

0.171 

*p = .001 

-̂ STATA^^' automatically removed the East German cases from the model controlling for postmaterialist 
values as not all variables'going into the postmaterialist index variable were included in the East German 
questionnaire. 
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to engage in such behavior. The recent literature on nationalism sometimes cleavageifies 

these parties as being on the "extreme right" Based on the evidence above, the only 

justification for such a moniker would be on the basis of their anti-immigration platforms. 

Clearly, these types of parties do not regard unconventional of behavior as a 

justifiable means of achieving their desired goal. Furthermore, it would seem illogical to 

predict that the\' would consider such tactics as acceptable. First, these parties support 

existing nation-states, which would indicate that they do have a respect for the laws that 

are in place, even if they disagree with them. For these voters, the state is not the source 

of the problem that leads them to support this particular cleavage of political party. 

Secondly, as expected, the postmaterialism variable did not achieve significance 

in this model, and as 1 stated previously, Dalton clearly indicated in Citizen Politics that 

postmaterialists are the ones who are more likely to engage in unconventional forms of 

political participation. To be sure, it is not a requirement to be a postmaterialist to be 

unconventional, but Dalton's research does show that there is a link between those who 

are primarily concemed with New Politics values and those who have or are willing to 

use political tactics beyond those normally employed as a part of the given political 

system. In fact, the percent change in odds score indicated that an increase in one unit of 

the unconventional politics variable decreased the likelihood of a vote for an exclusive 

state-supporting party by nearly 17 percent in the traditional politics model. 

These results of the exclusive independentist parties do not offer results 

significantly different fi-om those for tiie exclusive statist parties. Again, the supporters 

of tills type of party aim their nationalism against certain people, and hence the only two 
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variables under test are those for the objection to immigrants, which was the only 

significant variable for this party cleavage in the previous chapter, and the confidence in 

parliament variable. Neither tiie traditional nor the postmaterialist ideology variables 

achieved significance. 

While the anti-immigration variable had the largest coefficient, the percent 

change in odds score was smaller for this variable than it was for the confidence in 

parliament variable. It is important to bear in mind that the confidence in pariiament 

variable is a four-point scale variable, while the anti-immigration variable is 

dichotomous. Nevertheless, a one-unit change in the confidence variable in the lack-of-

confidence direction would increase the likelihood of voting for an exclusive 

independence-seeking party by 76.1 percent, while recording a score of " 1 " on the anti-

immigration variable would increase this likelihood by 56.7 percent. 

While the overall results are not that different in terms of the significance of the 

coefficients, there is one major difference between these models that I need to address, 

and that is their explanatory power. Efi-on's R^ for the statist party model was 0.204 for 

the traditional ideology model and 0.171 for the postmaterialist model. For the exclusive 

independentist parties, that number dropped to 0.015 for both models. This clearly means 

that there is another significant factor that drives voters to choose Vlaams Blok or Lega 

Nord, as the case may be. I can only suggest that this point that this problem would relate 

to the "people factor" in some manner beyond disapproval of the people who are in 
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Table 6.2: Logit Models on ' 

Unconventional Behavior 

Confidence in Parliament 

National Identity 

Local Identity 

Interest in Politics 

Objection to Immigrants 

Ideology 

Gender 

Age 

Education 

Subjective Social Status 

Belgium 

Constant 

N 
LR Chi^ (df) 
Efi-on's R^ 

farget of Nationalism: Exclusive Indenendentist Parties 
Model 1 

(Traditional Ideology) 
-.1159121 
(.1516441) 

.5656935*** 
(.2138647) 
.2375535 

(.5106449) 
.1838806 

(.4529434) 
-.263247 

(.1782744) 
-.8363044** 
(.3537145) 
.1922434** 
(.0755052) 
.0292183 

(.3291478) 
-.0177984 
(.0112086) 
-.0821908 
(.2575643) 
-.0657292 
(.1706418) 
.0758444 

(.4519872) 
-3.623783** 
(1.564463) 

2427 

24.52(12)** 

0.015 

Model 2 
(Postmaterialist Ideology) 

-.1615728 
(.1418215) 

.5897384*** 
(.1959291) 
.8066991 

(.5085785) 
.5906917 

(.4694503) 
.1343484 

(.1672076) 
-1.117731**** 

(.310519) 
-.0080764 
(.0497259) 
-.0617575 
(.2999665) 

-.0260662** 
(.0104208) 
-.0349583 
(.2403501) 
-.0848851 
(.1554623) 
.2518802 

(.4166044) 
-2.380692* 
(1.368784) 

2630 

32.69(12)*** 

0.015 

Standard errors in parentheses "p = .10. **p = .05, ***p = .01, ****p = .001 

government as well as those who are not a part of the identity group supported by either 

one of these political parties. 

Where the nationalism of the exclusive parties was aimed at people, this on the 

basis of the direction and significance of the low-confidence in parliament and the anti-

immigrant variables, the autonomist parties center their nationalism around local 

geographic identity. There is no indication whatsoever that a willingness to participate in 
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Table 6.3: Logit Models on ' 

Unconventional Behavior 

Confidence in Parliament 

National Identity 

Local Identity 

Interest in Politics 

Objection to Immigrants 

Ideology 

Gender 

Age 

Education 

Subjective Social Status 

Spain 

Andalusia 

Basque 

Gaiicia 

Valencia 

Britain 

Finland 

1990 WVS Wave 

Constant 

N 
LR Chi^ (df) 
Efi-on's R^ 

^arget of Nationalism: Non-Exclusive Autonomist Pnrtips 
Model 1 

(Traditional Ideology) 
.0402311 

(.0509946) 
.0240388 

(.0564942) 
-.1641998 
(.2029991) 

.7510345**** 
(.1673339) 
-.0804449 
(.0497252) 
.0722404 
(.164787) 
.0114002 

(.0227293) 
-.0409441 
(.0910702) 
-.0023185 
(.0030227) 
.0793451 

(.0624834) 
-.0374349 
(.0513381) 
.0957365 

(.1508961) 
-.2726152 
(.2178169) 

-.8087764**** 
(.2283652) 

1.247278**** 
(.1907611) 
-.3740916 
(.3293826) 

-1.801893**** 
(.3262408) 
.7187112** 
(.3272345) 
-.0246763 
(.1931051) 

-3.259866**** 
(.5937405) 

9561 

374.33(18)**** 

0.057 

Model 2 
(Postmaterialist Ideology) 

.0326797 
(.0507467) 
.0228542 
(.056057) 
.1448224 

(.1953743) 
.7214512**** 

(.1593509) 
-.0923149* 
(.0493312) 

.1059624 
(.15396) 

-.0445061*** 
(.0146064) 
-.0166693 
(.0902023) 
.0019316 

(.0031215) 
.0766299 

(.0618874) 
-.0662048 
(.0504063) 

.1305321 
(.1398241) 
-.3376442 
(.2153714) 

-.9855502**** 
(.2303735) 

1.196311**** 
(.1850105) 
-.5958792* 
(.347193) 

-2.02746**** 
(.3364652) 

-.9434874*** 
(.3256903) 
-.0618381 
(.1876963) 

-2.75376**** 
(.546436) 

10144 

393.31 (18)**** 

0.061 

Standard errors in parentheses *p = .10. **p = .05, ***p = .01, ****p = .001 
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unconventional political behavior is a factor in choosing to support one of these parties, 

which indicates that tiiere discontent is not aimed at the political system. 

This is a point that is particularly notable with regard to the postmaterialist model, 

as the significant and negative direction of the ideology variable indicates that libertarian 

postmaterialist values do predict a likelihood of voting for this particular cleavage of 

political party. Dalton did not consider Flanagan's 1987 critique of the New Politics 

dimension in developing his unconventional participation theory. However, given that 

tills variable is significant, one could reasonably expect that unconventional participation 

could be a part of these voters' modus operandi. However, I must also admit here that 

the autonomist project is not as "radical" vis-a-vis the independentist project on the 

geopolitical goals that each sets out for itself. 

Additionally, according to the Worid Value Survey, 83 percent of those who cast 

a vote in favor of a nonexclusive autonomist party stated that giving people more say in 

their society was a concem. The postmaterialist model is also the first of those presented 

thus far in which the interest in politics variable is both significant and signed in the 

direction of being interested. 

Furthermore, neither model had a significant confidence in parliament variable, 

which indicates that people are not the target of their nationalism. The national identity 

variable was not significant, which indicates that there discontent is not necessarily based 

on a lack of identity with the nation-state of which they are part. I would suggest at this 

point that this type of nationalism is not necessarily aimed against anyone or anything, 

but rather aimed positively at something, in this case the region in which the identity 
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Table 6.4: Logit Models on Target of Nationalism: Non-Exclusive Independentist 
Partieŝ ^ 

Unconventional Behavior 

Confidence in Parliament 

National Identity 

Local Identity 

Interest in Politics 

Objection to Immigrants 

Ideology 

Gender 

Age 

Education 

Subjective Social Status 

Spain 

Andalusia 

Basque Country 

Valencia 

Britain 

1990 Dummy Variable 

Constant 

N 
LR Chi^ (df) 
Efi-on's R^ 
Standard errors in narentheses *D = 

Model 1 
(Traditional Ideology) 

.2463307**** 
(.0509958) 

.5252648**** 
(.0661239) 
-.0850542 
(.2402831) 

1.189971**** 
(.1831357) 

-.2317693**** 
(.0512133) 
.0610538 

(.1764401) 
-.054374** 
(.0254439) 
.0413967 

(.0950991) 
.0047669 

(.0032003) 
.0754316 

(.0663966) 
-.123784** 
(.0562773) 

-1.791197**** 
(.2162625) 

-3.465332**** 
(1.031215) 

2.679112**** 
(.2566532) 
-1.450681* 
(.7529178) 

-1.648349**** 
(.2337742) 
.3685284 

(.2750967) 
-3.647139**** 

(.6912662) 
6929 

1573.54(16)**** 

0.302 
.10. **D = .05. ***D = .01, ****p = 

Model 2 
(Postmaterialist Ideology) 

.2327608**** 
(.0514766) 

.4902892**** 
(.0662577) 
.1014483 

(.2382592) 
1.235311**** 
(.1858171) 

-.2674909**** 
(.0506388) 
.0392416 

(.1747597) 
-.0435784*** 

(.0156993) 
.1104722 

(.0953033) 
.0079235*** 
(.0033508) 
.1100258* 
(.0659231) 

-.1275167*** 
(.0554399) 

-1.864704**** 
(.2142842) 

-3.3978**** 
(1.029431) 

2.619856**** 
(.2500946) 

-1.468221** 
(.750601) 

-1.678566**** 
(.2320829) 
.4086126 

(.2680359) 
-4.018296**** 

(.6491707) 
7347 

1540.44(16)**** 

0.290 

001 

" STATATM removed the Galician cases from the model, as the dummy variable for the region perfeciK 
predicted success if coded as "0.'" 
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group lives. This is not to say that there is no discontent whatsoever with the central 

govemment or the processes involved in participating in that govemment. This is to say, 

however, that any such discontent that does exist is not necessarily what drives votes for 

these particular political parties. 

Those who support non-exclusive independentist parties have nationalist beliefs 

based on frustrations with more than one factor, with the unconventional participation, 

confidence in parliament, and local geopolitical identity variables all achieving 

independence. Of the four nationalist party categories presented in this dissertation, this 

is the only one where all three of Connor's targets of nationalism are simultaneously in 

play in one form or another. As 1 stated in previous chapters, those who support these 

parties do so out of some level of fhistration with their curtent state and are frustrated to 

the point where they desire a state for their own identity group. 

The first point to note is that once we factored the systemic and people-in-

govemment variables into the models, the national identity variable became insignificant 

for both. National identity was significant and signed in the negative direction in the 

previous chapter, but once the model takes into account all of tiie Connor nationalist 

targets, it is no longer a factor. Not only that, but tiie variable also has different 

directional signs between the traditional and postmaterialist ideology models. 

Therefore, we can reach the conclusion that the state itself is not the target. The problem 

rests with the political system used by the state and the people in it who are eitiier 

unwilling or unable to make tiie changes tiiat would allow the relevant identity 

group or groups to participate at the level where tiiey wish to participate. Voters who 
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support tiiese political parties are convinced that people in govemment do not listen to 

them, or at the very least, give them an adequate voice within the political system. 

Furthermore, tiie "mles of the game" would appear to systematically prevent these voters 

from having the ability to gain tiie voice they desire for the existing system. Hence, they 

are willing to engage in unconventional political tactics or have done so in order to make 

their point. 

For both models, local geopolitical identity remains unquestionably the largest 

and most significant predictor among the independent variables presented here. The 

percent change in the odds scores for both models were in excess of 225 percent, and the 

coefficients for both were the only ones above 1.0, country dummy control variables 

excluded. However, discontent with the state-level political institutions - particularly 

parliament in this case - also serves as a strong predictor of support for non-exclusive 

independence-seeking political parties. A one-unit change in this variable in the positive 

direction, indicating an increased level of disapproval of parliament, represented a 69.1 

percent increase in the probability that someone would vote for such a political party, 

according to the traditional politics model. 

The next most significant predictive factor was the unconventional political 

behavior variable. A one-unit change in this variable in tiie positive direction represented 

an increased probability of support for such a political party in excess of 25 percent in 

'' The percent change in odds for this variable was 63.3 percent in the postmaterialist ideology model. 
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both models.^' This would indicate that the bulk of the discontent is aimed more at the 

people in power than at tiie mles of tiie system. After all, national pariiaments in all of 

the countries included in this dissertation at least have the right to initiate constitutional 

amendments, and in a number of cases these changes could be initiated through simple 

statutes. 

It should also be noted that supporters of this particular cleavage of nationalist 

party do take an active interest in politics. The significance of this variable and the fact 

that it is signed in the direction of showing interest may well explain why this particular 

cleavage of political party has supporters who are willing to go above and beyond the 

usual methods taken to reach decisions within a given political entity. This variable was 

also significant for the autonomist parties and similarly signed in the direction of showing 

an interest in politics, but the autonomist model coefficients for this variable were 

considerably lower, and the percent change in odds scores were only a third as large - if 

that - for autonomists as those for non-exclusive independentists. 

The results of the four series of models I present in this chapter generally 

reinforce the findings I made in Chapter 3, and they also reinforce my overall hypothesis 

that a dichotomous cleavageification scheme for nationalist parties does not offer an 

adequate basis fi-om which we can predict their behavior. This has especially become 

clear with regard to the two forms independence-seeking parties, exclusive and non

exclusive. 

- These scores were 27.9 percent and 26.2 percent in the traditional and postmaterialist ideology models, 

respectively. 
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Conclusion 

One might say at this point tiiat it might be well to define the exclusivist parties 

simply as such, one single cleavage, given that the models presented on both have very 

close similarities to each other with regard to what factors drive voters to support them, 

particularly since their respective geopolitical orientations are not significant factors that 

explain who votes for tiiem, according to tiie logit models. However, the fact remains 

that independence-seeking parties do have a common stated geopolitical goal of 

separating tiieir identity groups' territories from their existing states. I do believe it 

would be a mistake to simply lump tiie exclusive independentists with the statists, 

particularly since tiie Efi-on's R^ scores for the former are far lower tiian those of the 

latter. Sometiiing else drives support for parties like Lega Nord and Vlaams Blok, and 

that is something that further research will vmcover at a later point. 

For now, suffice it to say that the "people factor" is clearly what drives support 

for both types of exclusivist nationalist parties, that is to say that their nationalism is a 

reaction to groups of people more than political processes or systems. Support for the 

non-exclusive independentist category is aimed more at the political aspects of the 

system. For the exclusivist parties, the "people factor" fits the titie I have given them: 

one of excluding others from the in-group. They take no interest in the procedural or 

policy factors of politics, per se. For the non-exclusivist parties, this is a matter of local 

identity and any people-based fi-ustrations appear to be more political in nature. While 

the interest in politics variable coefficient was weak for the autonomist cleavage, it was. 

138 



nevertiieless, statistically significant. Both the autonomists and the non-exclusive 

independentists base their behavior on political factors in addition to self-identity. 

In other words, I would summarize these results by stating that the base support 

for both exclusivist party cleavagees might have as their slogan "We don't care what's 

happening politically. All we care about is that you're not one of us, and we don't want 

you." On the other hand, I could summarize the two non-exclusivist cleavagees by 

saying, "We do care about our system, but our system and the people in it don't give us 

our fair share. We want ours." Such attitudes should make an impact on their attitudes 

toward globalization in general and on the European Union in particular, which is the 

subject of the next chapter. 
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CHAPTER 7 - EUROPEAN NATIONALIST PARTIES 
AND THE EUROPEAN UNION 

The passage of tiie Single European Act in 1986 signified the beginnings of what 

has tumed out to be a major period of redefining Europe. The European Communities 

had expanded tiieir membership earlier that same year to include Spain and Portugal, 

meaning tiiat not only had the EC grown geographically, but it also grew politically. 

Soon tiiereafter, the Berlin Wall fell as communist regimes crashed throughout Eastem 

Europe, and rapid geographical and - perhaps more importantly - political growth began 

on a continental level. National and regional political parties throughout the continent 

had to deal with tiiese changes, as the Luxembourg Compromise of 1966 declared that 

national govemments would initiate changes to the EC through the Council of Ministers. 

This meant that national parliaments would become involved, and by logical extension, 

this would spill over into election campaigns. 

The purpose of this final chapter is to take the four party classes discussed in the 

previous chapters and to use the resulting model to predict in general where the 'typical' 

party in such a class wall fall on a given matter of public policy. Since these parties deal 

with cultural and national identity, it makes sense to test this model by examining their 

attitudes toward globalization, specifically with reference to the European Communities, 

which became part of the European Union with ratification of the Maastricht Treaty. I 

begin this chapter vsdth a brief overview of the development of the EC/EU from its 

inception, focusing particularly on tiie mid-1980s through tiie mid-1990s, the period 

during which the World Values Survey was conducted. 
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A Brief Overview of the European T Jninn 

The Treaty of Paris of 1951 established the European Coal and Steel Community 

[ECSC], a common market zone between six Westem European states. This institution 

was the brainchild of French civil servant Jean Monnet, who proposed establishing a 

United States of Europe in the aftermath of the Second World War.̂ ^ Within six years, 

tiie ECSC proved to be so successful that the Treaty of Rome of 1957 added the 

European Economic Community [EEC] and tiie European Atomic Energy Community 

[EURATOM] to tiie institutions. These treaties established four major institutions: the 

Council of Ministers, where representatives of the member states' govemments would 

have their voice; the Common Assembly (later renamed the European Parliament), which 

would irutially serve as a consultative body on new policy proposals; and the Court of 

Justice (later the European Court of Justice), which was responsible for interpreting the 

treaties (Wood & Ye§ilada, 2002; Nugent, 2003; EU website, 2004). 

The European Communities continued to grow slowly in the years leading to the 

Single European Act [SEA] in 1986. Seven states applied for membership, six of which 

actually joined.^' The EC also grew politically, although by baby steps until the 

ratification of the SEA (Wood & Ye§ilada, 2002; Nugent, 2003; EU website, 2004). In 

the words of Neill Nugent, "[mjany of the Community's decision-making elites - both in 

Community institutions and in member states - were disappointed with the SEA" on the 

-" France, Italy, West Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxembourg were the original six members. 
Britain was invited to join at this stage, but refused on the grounds that it was skeptical of the possibility of 
a federalized Europe coming from the negotiations. 

-' The UK, Denmark, and Ireland in 1973; Greece in 1981, and Spain and Portugal in 1986. A popular 
referendum in Norwav in 1972 voted against EC membership. 
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grounds that it did not take integration far enough (2003: 60). Despite the elites' 

disappointment witii tiie Act, it did lay the groundwork for establishing the common 

market and monetary union on the continent, both of which were major components on 

tiie agenda of tiie Maastricht Treaty, signed in 1992 (Wood & Ye§ilada, 2002; Nugent, 

2003; EU website, 2004). 

Maastricht, or the Treaty on European Union, to use its formal name, incorporated 

the European Communities as the first pillar of the new European Union. In addition to 

the common market and the monetary union, among many other things, the treaty made 

significant changes to the powers of the EU's institutions, including expanding the 

powers of the by-now-democratically elected European Parliament. Rank-and-file 

Europeans could now feel common policy affecting their daily lives in those areas 

covered by the four treaties goveming Westem Europe to the point where Maastricht 

provided for an EU ombudsman in addition to expanding the Union's judicial functions. 

However, the continued tighterung of economic and monetary integration toward a 

common currency was a major point of debate for many Europeans. Additionally, the 

ti-eaty established, for the first time, the concept of European citizenship (Wood & 

Ye§ilada, 2002; Nugent, 2003). 

The monetary union is of particular interest here. The goal of this project was to 

replace the national cun-encies of the EU's member states with a single currency shared 

by all of them. This project would eventually come to fiaiition in the form the euro, 

which entered into fiiU circulation in twelve of the then-fifteen member states in 2002. 
28 

=" The UK, Denmark, and Sweden opted to retain their current national currencies for the time being. 
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Coin and cun-ency collectors will quickly point to the fact that instruments used as money 

can easily serve to promote national identity through portraits of famous citizens and 

political leaders in addition to national symbols and mottos engraved onto the banknote 

and coin designs. The euro would not enter into being until after the period covered by 

the Worid Values Survey, but discussion of it and the first two stages of its 

implementation did (Wood & Ye?ilada, 2002; Nugent, 2003; see also Abbinnett, 2003, on 

disembedding of social conditions tiirough monetary tokens; and Mulvey, 2003^^). 

The main point made wdtii this very brief discussion of the EC/EU is that a new 

supranational institution grew in terms of its political and economic presence during this 

period, and its very existence provides another polity with which people can identify. 

Furthermore, it represents a polity to which its members have voluntarily - reluctantly in 

a few cases - ceded sovereign authority in certain areas. Monetary and economic policy 

is but one area. Another which is cmcial to this dissertation is the subject of immigration. 

The terms of the SEA and the Maastricht Treaty make it possible for European citizens to 

live and work in any member state of their choosing. It is even possible for citizens who 

live close to a national border to literally have a daily commute to work that includes 

crossing said border. The citizen can even leave his national passport in the glove 

compartment of his car (Wood & Ye§ilada, 2002; Nugent, 2003; Mulvey, 2003). 

The SEA and particularly the Maastricht Treaty provided for an increased control 

over immigration matters fi-om the EC/EU level, once again at the expense of the member 

states. Marks, Wilson, and Ray's model on European integration support by party 

•'' Mulvey, S. 17 December 2003. -'The euro and Europe's bluixing borders'" 
http://news.bbc.co.uk I.'hi/worId/europe/3254764.stm. Accessed 29 April 2004. 

143 

http://news.bbc.co.uk


family predicted tiiat parties in tiie "extreme right" family would strongly oppose future 

integration on the grounds that the EU "undermines national sovereignty." They defined 

such parties as being in the new politics cleavage, prioritizing "defense of the nation, 

national culture, and national sovereignty" (2002: 586). Prior research also classifies this 

type of party under tiie label "populist" (Mayer, Kaymak, & Justice, 2000; see also 

Mayer & Justice, 2003). 

The other cleavage in Marks, Wilson, and Ray of interest to tiiis project is their 

"regionalist" family, which tiiey stated would be moderately to strongly in favor of 

further European integration. This support would actually rest on similar grounds to 

those invoked by the "extreme right" family in their opposition to this integration project, 

that doing so will undercut the sovereignty of those states participating in the 

supranational institutions. Furthermore, such integration would provide needed support 

for regional economies that admittedly would not be as strong if they were to 'go it 

alone'. The authors defined this party family as supporting the "defense of the ethno-

territorial minority against the center and demand for political autonomy" (2002: 586). 

This party family has also been defined as the "party of sub-culttiral defense" in 

reference to tiie fact that they do not seek to defend the dominant culture of the nation-

state, but rather support groups within tiiat state (Mayer, Kaymak, & Justice 2000; 

Justice, Stanton & Kim, 2002; Mayer & Justice, 2003). 
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Nationalist Party Classes and Confidence in the EU 

The data presented in tiie three previous chapters do raise challenges to these 

unidimensional dichotomous classifications. As I have shown previously, it is entirely 

possible for one party to fit simultaneously within more than one cleavage. Vlaams Blok 

is an example of such a party. The "extreme right" cleavage definition provided by 

Marks, Wilson, and Ray does not specify whether the "nation" being defended is a 

nation-state or a nationality, which I generally define here as an identity group desiring 

its own nation-state. If we assume that the "nation" defended by a party of this cleavage 

can include a state-seeking nationality, then Vlaams Blok would fit easily into this 

category. In fact, it has been so defined in previous works of research, eaming this 

classification due to its manifesto, which calls for the removal of all non-Flemish peoples 

from Flanders (Hainsworth, 2000; Schain, Hossay, & Zolberg, 2002). 

Vlaams Blok, however, can also fit into the "regionalist" cleavage. It does not 

identify with the Belgian state, but rather it identifies and defends the Flemish 

commimity, which is one of the two main linguistic cultures found in Belgium. The 

party's manifestos of the 1990s explicitiy call for the establishment of an independent 

Flemish state, or in other words, Flanders' secession from Belgium. The party's stance 

on globalization in general and on further European integration in particular is one of 

opposition. If it identified with the Belgian state, then classifying it in this category 

would be no frouble whatsoever. However, its independence project and identity with a 

culttire within tiie state means that one can just as legitimately place it into the regional 

cleavage. As I noted just above, this cleavage generally supports tighter integration. 
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altiiough it does so for precisely the same reasons used by the "extreme right" to oppose 

further integration. 

Issues like this one tend to provoke extreme reactions. Those who oppose the 

idea of tighter European integration have been known to hit the streets in protest, 

sometimes tuming violent. There are others who strongly support the integration project 

to the point of even calling for a federalized Europe. There are others who take a middle 

ground in that they support European integration, but they take issue with the methods 

used to achieve it. To be sure, a number of political parties have written into their 

manifestos that they oppose the EU "in its present form," but they do support the notion 

of a tighter political and economic integration of the continent. For purposes of this 

work, I do not define this kind of opposition as being opposed to the EU on principle, but 

rather as an opposition to the current representational arrangements. I define 'opposition' 

in this case as being against the EU and the integration it represents on general principle, 

rather than on specifics, such as the way in which member-states are represented. 

Table 7.1 presents the descriptive data on the four party categories and how their 

supporters identify with Europe. The Worid Values Survey includes two variables on 

geopolitical identity. The first asks for the respondent's primary identification, with tiie 

second asking if there is another geopolitical entity with which the respondent also 

identifies. Both variables have the same five-point ordinal scale. For purposes of this 

table, I created a European identity variable, coded as "0" for respondents who did not 

pick "continent" (obviously refening to Europe in tiiis case) for either question, as " 1 " 

146 



for those who said tiiat tiiey identify primarily with Europe, or as "2" for those who listed 

Europe as their secondary identification. 

Table 7.1: European Identity 
1 Party Type 

euroid3 | Exclusive Exclusive Non-Exclu Non-Exclu | Total 
I Statist Independ. Autonomist Independ | 
+ 

Not European | 644 48 650 774 | 2,116 
I 88.95 80.00 90.40 93.03 | 90 62 
+ ^ 

Primarily European | 19 4 17 g 1 .g 

I 2.62 6.67 2.36 0.96 | 2 06 
+ ^ 

Also European | 61 8 52 50 | 171 
I 8.43 13.33 7.23 6.01 | 7.32 

-+- -+-
Total I 724 60 719 832 | 2,335 

I 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 I 100.00 

(Percentages are column percentages) Pearson chi2(6) = 20.1579 Pr = 0,003 

Not unexpectedly, a very high percentage - 90 percent - of respondents did not choose 

Europe as either their primary or their secondary geopolitical identity. Even with the 

blurring of national borders, the ability to live and work anywhere within the EU, and the 

establishment of European citizenship - many EU states now have both the state name 

and "European Union" on the front of their passports - only one out often people living 

in EU member or candidate states of the 1990s viewed themselves as being European. 

Granted, the data do not cover the start of the current decade and any attitudinal shifts 

during that time, but it is very obvious that govemment efforts at that time to create a 

sense of European identity were not making inroads among the general population. 

It is a bit puzzling here that there is acttially a higher overall percentage of 

exclusivist party supporters - both statist and independentist - who identify witii Europe 
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at some point than those who support tiie non-exclusive party classes. This would seem 

to fly in the face of the results that Marks, Wilson, and Ray found, although I should 

sfress at this point that these results should not necessarily be confused with support for 

or opposition to the European Union. Nevertiieless, we can reasonably expect to see 

some correlation between the two variables. 

Table 7.2 presents the data on confidence in the European Union itself, again by 

class of political party. This is a four-point ordinal scale variable which rates 

respondents' EU confidence levels from 1 "having a great deal of confidence" to 4 

"none." 

Table 7.2: Level of Confidence in the European Union 
euro I Party Type 

union I Exclusive Exclusive Non-Exclu Non-Exclu | Total 
1 Statist Independ. Autonomist Independ.I 
+ + 

grt deal I 57 9 57 49 | 172 
I 10.31 15.00 8.23 6.23 I 8.22 
+ + 

quite I 184 27 289 261 I 761 
I 33.27 45.00 41.70 33.21 | 36.38 
+ + 

not very I 196 17 248 337 | 798 
I 35.44 28.33 35.79 42.88 I 38.15 
+ + 

none I 116 7 99 139 I 361 
I 20.98 11.67 14.29 17.68 | 17.26 
+ + 

Total I 553 60 693 786 I 2,092 
I 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 I 100.00 

(Percentages are column percentages) Pearson chi2(9) = 37.6654 Pr = 0.000 

Before discussing the results in Table 7.2,1 should point out tiiat the Pearson's R 

score between the European identity and confidence in the EU variables was -0.1521, 

which is not a sfrong relationship. Witii the exception of the exclusive independentist 
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party class, a majority of respondents in each class stated that tiiey either do not have 

much or do not have any confidence in the EU. Somewhat surprisingly, the non

exclusive independentist class had the highest percentage of respondents who fell into 

those two response categories at 49 percent, as this is the category which Marks, Wilson, 

and Ray predicted would actually support the EU on the grounds that the supranational 

institutions would undermine tiie sovereignty of the national govemment from which 

these parties desire to secede. However, the exclusive statist class was not far behind, 

with 55 percent either having little or no confidence in the EU.^° 

I used the confidence in the EU variable served as the dependent variable in the 

inferential models for this chapter, which I estimated using ordinal logistical regression, 

as the dependent variable is obviously ordinal in nature. I also recoded the party class 

variables from missing to "0" for those countries in which no such party mns in order to 

produce a pan-European model. I did conduct a series of models, each of which featured 

only one party class and only those countries in which such a party ran, in order to verify 

the validity of the resuhs I am about to present and discuss. 

The overall results, presented in Table 7.3, confirm to a certain extent Marks, 

Wilson, and Ray's findings, but the redefinition of nationalist party cleavages does 

produce results that are somewhat different from those that they produced. Both the 

tiraditional ideology and the postmaterialist ideology models show that supporters of the 

exclusive party classes lack confidence in the EU. This is consistent witii the results of 

•'" Marks Wilson, and Ray used '"support for further European integration" as their dependent variable in 
their models, as found in the Eurobarometer survey series. The closest such dependent variable found m 
the World Values Survey is the confidence in the European Union four-pomt scale variable, which 1 use to 
estimate the ordinal logit models here. 
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tiie previous chapters, showing that their anti-immigrant positions completely swamp any 

geographical identity basis behind those parties. It is also consistent with the results that 

the tiiree authors' found with regard to the 'exfreme right' cleavage, which opposes the 

EU. 

As the authors pointed out in the abstract of their article, party family position 

appears to be a \'ery strong predictor of support for further European integration. The 

percent-change-in-odds scores for the two exclusive party classes in the left-right 

ideology models shows that likelihood of a lack of confidence in the European Union 

increased by 70.7 percent if someone votes for an exclusive statist party or by 75.9 

percent if someone votes for an exclusive independentist party. These two are by far the 

largest percent change-in-odds scores among the variables present in both models, 

excluding the coimtry and year wave dummy variables. These numbers change to 39.7 

percent and 69.1 percent, respectively, when the fraditional ideology variable is replaced 

with the postmaterialist ideology variable. 

However, the results in Table 7.3 call into question - to a certain extent - the 

findings of Marks, Wilson, and Ray with regard to the periphery parties. First, the 

variables for votes cast for autonomist or non-exclusive independentist parties were 

statistically insignificant. Secondly, as noted above, the exclusive independentist parties 

variable is significant, but shows a lack of confidence in the EU. This class of political 

party can fall simultaneously into the authors' 'periphery' class, as both Lega Nord and 

Vlaams Blok cleariy identify with regions and, at least during the 1990s, did not support 
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Table 7.3: Ordinal Logit Models on Party Types and Level of Confidence in the R..mppan i in,>n 

Exclusive Statist 

Exclusive Independentist 

Inclusive Autonomist 

Inclusive Independentist 

Local ID 

National ID 

European ID 

Objection to Immigrants 

Ideology 

Gender 

Age 

Subjective Social Class 

Education 

WVS l990Wave Dummy 

Britain 

Northem Ireland 

Spain 

West Germany 

East Germany 

Belgium 

Finland 

Italy 

Norway 

Ancillary 
Parameters 

cut 1 

_cut2 

_cut3 

N 
McFadden's R̂  

Model 1: Traditional Left/Right Ideology 
0.53482**** 

(4.325) 
0.56459* 
(1.927) 
0.05580 
(0.480) 
0.17555 
(1.258) 
0.08856 
(1.342) 

-0.03214 
(-0.456) 

-0.84333**** 
(-8.500) 

-0.19701**** 
(-3.698) 

-0.07066**** 
(-8.050) 

0.06717** 
(2.036) 

-0.00099 
(-0.930) 

0.06066*** 
(3.093) 

-0.06704*** 
(-2.576) 

-0.60549**** 
(-11.592) 

0.83174**** 
(10.581) 

0.44424*** 
(2.846) 

0.55519**** 
(8.359) 

0.89106**** 
(12.813) 

0.72370**** 
(9.307) 

0.20778*** 
(2.768) 

0.93357**** 
(8.861) 

-0.31037**** 
(-3.771) 

1.08379**** 
(10.682) 
-2.76145 
(0.1956) 

-.3467597 
f0.1942) 
1.637208 
(0.1948) 
12,973 
0.047 

Model 2: Postmaterialist Ideology 
0.33407*** 

(2.596) 
0.52520* 
(1.927) 

-0.02914 
(-0.263) 
0.18493 
(1.351) 
0.10401 
(1.551) 

-0.03792 
(-0.528) 

-0.88515**** 
(-8.476) 

-0.20709**** 
(-3.823) 

-0.02325**** 
(-4.161) 

0.10263*** 
(2.960) 

-0.00155 
(-1.346) 

0.09627**** 
(4.775) 

-0.09719**** 
(-3.617) 
0.02905 
(0.354) 

0.79075**** 
(10.133) 

0.44651*** 
(2.861) 

0.69336**** 
(10.492) 

0.81538**** 
(10.669) 

0.29712**** 
(3.306) 

0.18207** 
(2.485) 

1.43747**** 
(11.720) 

-0.28426**** 
(-3.514) 

1.62721**** 
(13.654) 
-1.75606 
(0.2004) 
.6585561 
(0.1998) 
2.595745 
(.2014) 
11,700 
0.039 

(Z Scores in parentheses) *p = .10. **p = .05, ***p = .01, ****p = -001 
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the cenfral state govemments ofltaly and Belgium, respectively. Both also fall into the 

'extreme right' category due to their anti-immigration positions, particularly that of 

Vlaams Blok, which some consider to be downright xenophobic. 

The two non-exclusive classes would appear to fit neatly into the periphery 

cleavage in Marks, Wilson, and Ray article. However, the results of the ordinal logit 

models here do not show that autonomist or non-exclusive independentist party 

supporters have confidence in the European Union, but they do not show a lack of 

confidence, either, due to the lack of statistical significance. At the .05 level of 

confidence, the maximum coefficient scores for both party variables were generally twice 

as large on the lack-of-EU-confidence end of the scale as they were for the confidence 

end. This does not necessarily indicate a lack of support for further European integration, 

but it does show that vote for a given non-exclusive periphery party of either type does 

not necessarily indicate any level of support for or against the EU itself. It does, 

however, run against the raw descriptive numbers presented in Table 7.2 above. 

Other Factors Impacting Confidence in the EU 

In addition to the party classes, there are other factors included in the models that 

affect confidence in tiie European Union. Geographic identity is the strongest such 

predictor, even above party support, but only in the instance of one particular form of 

geographic identity. The strongest predictor of confidence in the EU came on the dummy 

variable for those respondents who stated that Europe is the geographical unit with which 

they identified first, something which should come as a surprise for no one. Interestingly, 
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neitiier local nor national identity variables were significant in either model. For both 

models, the likelihood tiiat one's confidence in the EU would increase if they identified 

primarily with Europe was between 57 and 59 percent. 

Anotiier significant predictor of confidence in the European Union is the anti-

immigrant factor. Those who stated in the WVS tiiat they objected to having an 

immigrant living next to them were more likely to have a lower level of confidence in the 

EU. This was tiie largest non-party cleavage factor after European identity. Not only 

was tiie coefficient large and highly statistically significant for both models. Between 

the two, the percent change-in-odds score for tiiis variable averaged at 18.3 percent. 

While anti-immigration sentiments were significant predictors of EU support, 

ideology, interestingly enough, was not a major predictor. It was statistically significant 

at the .001 level in both the traditional left-right and postmaterialist ideology models, but 

its predictive value was quite weak.''' Both had small coefficients, and a one-unit change 

in either model stood less than 10 percent of a chance that one's confidence in the EU 

would change, this being 6.8 percent for the fraditional ideology model and 2.3 percent 

for the postmaterialist model. This would indicate that future models of this type must 

certainly accoimt for ideological considerations, but we must also look for more specific 

pressing issues as we refine our works and pursue a sfronger predictive power for our 

statistical models in this area of research. 

Still, the ideology coefficients showed that confidence decreased as one's 

ideology moved to the traditional left or toward postmaterialist libertarianism. This is 

'̂ / ' > .001 for both models. 
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quite possibly a reflection of tiie state of the EU's institutions at the time that Inglehart 

conducted tiie 1990 and 1995 waves of the Worid Values Survey. The EU has been 

widely criticized for years as being anti-democratic in nature, with the European 

Parliament as the only institution tiiat rank-and-file Europeans directly elect. Even so, as 

noted above, it serves as more of a chamber of review, as the Commission retains much 

of the power to set tiie EU's ordinary political agenda (Steiner, 1997; Wood & Ye?ilada, 

2002; Nugent, 2003). Prior research suggests that those who support a transfer of 

political power from the few to the many - something found in the left wings of both Old 

and New Politics, but particularly in New Politics - should not harbor a high level of 

confidence in a goveming institution chosen by political elites, particularly one with a 

democratic deficit such as that which now impacts the European Union (Steiner, 1997; 

Dalton, 2002). 

As with the models in the previous chapters, these models here also control for 

important demographic factors, including gender, age, education level, and subjective 

social class. The only variable that did not achieve any level of significance between 

tiiese two models was the one controlling for age. While tiie remaining demographic 

controls were significant, they did not provide near the level of impact on confidence in 

tiie EU as the party cleavage, European identity, and anti-immigrant factors did. The 

models show tiiat men are more likely tiian women to have a higher level of confidence 

in tiie EU. Not surprisingly, those with higher levels of education tend to have higher 

levels of confidence. Along with that, those who viewed themselves as being of a higher 

socioeconomic class also had higher levels of confidence. 
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more 

in 

ConclusioTt 

The lower McFadden's adjusted R̂  score indicates that there is a great deal 

research to be done in this area, but the models I present above do give us a good start 

understanding the dynamics that drive support for or opposition to the European Union 

and even towards globalization in general. With respect to Marks, Wilson, and Ray, the 

results confirm tiieir contention tiiat political party support by party family serves as a 

major predictor of such support. However, as stated above, this is not a total 

confirmation. Their models covered a very broad range of political parties, many of 

which are not included as a part of the models presented here, which obviously 

concenfrate on parties of national or cultural identity. Voters supporting the parties 

falling in the exclusive classes - tiiose tiiat explicitly contain a policy statement in their 

platforms calling for a reduction of or an end to immigration in their respective polities -

were tiie most likely to lack confidence in the EU. As an aside, it was not at all 

surprising tiiat those witii anti-immigrant feelings also lacked such confidence. 

However, those supporting the periphery parties did not register any significant 

support for or opposition to the EU, at least not on the dependent variable employed in 

these models. Marks, Wilson, and Ray expected that they would support further 

integration in the European Union on the grounds that such parties oppose their central 

state govemments to the point where support for the EU means undermining the power 

and authority of those cenfral govemments. However, the differences between their 

model and those presented here is quite possibly due to the different dependent variables 

employed between these models and those from the AJPS article. These look at support 
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for the European Union from the point of view of having confidence in it. The AJPS 

article did so from the point of view of support for tighter European integration, which 

does not necessarily cover tiie matter of how the EU itself operates, which is something 

that the WVS EU confidence variables does include. 

Anotiier difference in these results may come from the specific statements given 

by these parties with respect to the concept of closer integration and on the present way in 

which the European Union works. For instance, some periphery parties such as the 

Partido Nacionalista Vasco include policy statements which support the notion of a 

federalized Europe, but one in which nationalities such as the Basque have a more direct, 

and thus larger, voice in European affairs. In other words, they support tighter 

integration, but they do not support the EU's present form. 

These parties call for a reform of the EU's constitution to allow for state-less 

nationalities, such as the Basque, to be directly and represented as equals therein instead 

of going through existing member nation-states. This is consistent with the general 

ideology of parties of subcultural identity that call for self-determination, whether they 

seek autonomy or outright independence. I did note while classifying these parties that 

the independence-seeking parties were more likely to have sfronger, more explicit 

statements in this regard than those that seek only autonomy or tiiat were somewhat 

32 

ambiguous as to the exact nature of their geopolitical project. 

It is telling that the strongest indicators of a low level of confidence in the EU 

come from those who vote for exclusive parties and tiiose who object to immigrants 

'' Britain-s Plaid Cymru is an example of this latter party, as it has wavered between calling for Welsh 
independence and Welsh autonomy in its recent history- including the 1990s. 
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living close by. As the models in the previous chapters indicated, these two groups have 

a sfrong overlap between them, as the anti-immigrant factor was the single most 

important factor predicting a likelihood that someone would choose to support an 

exclusive party. As stated in the previous chapters, geopolitical identity would appear to 

have little to do with the forces that drive a vote for either the exclusive statist or the 

exclusive independentist parties. 

We can draw the conclusion from these results that the bulk of the lack of 

confidence in tiie EU for the exclusivist party cleavages stems from the possibility that it 

could lead to a more plural society. The EU already has policies that allow for freedom 

of movement across tiie member-states' borders and the ability for a European citizen to 

work in any EU member-state. Such policies clearly run counter to those of the 

exclusivist parties, nearly all of which run campaigns based on part on raising fears that 

immigrants and others from the out-group may take jobs and other opportunities away 

from in-group members already present. The EU's liberal movement policies -

particularly with regard to labor - allow those who are not citizens of a given state the 

ability to obtain work within the state, something that is often a prominent reason why 

such parties call for tighter restrictions on immigration, including Vlaams Blok, France's 

Front National, Italy's Alleanza Nazionale, among otiiers. 

As the European Union continues to evolve politically and as its membership 

continues to expand, it would be well to re-visit this research, particularly if bona fide 

pan-European political groups form. At present, candidates fight European parliamentary 

elections as nominees of national or regional parties, and tiien tiiey join political groups 
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witiiin the European Parliament itself At the conclusion of the fifth parliamentary term 

(1999-2004), tiiere were seven such groups in Parliament, including the anti-EU Union 

for Europe of the Nations Group.̂ ^̂  Interestingly enough, national and regional political 

parties do not necessarily require all of their members to belong to the same grouping in 

Parliament, which implies a certain amount of independence for MEPs from their 

national and regional political affiliations. As of this writing, such formulations are years 

away from fruition. 

However, even now, these political groupings bear watching along with the 

political parties that have members aligned vsdth them to see if cohesion on policy 

develops among the national and regional parties therein represented. If it does, then 

future researchers will face the question on whether to simply take the parties on the basis 

of a single criterion, such as a policy position, or whether to consider simultaneously 

multiple modes of classification, such as the one employed here. I will discuss fiirther 

the implications of this in my concluding remarks to follow. 

- There is also a group of non-aligned MEPs in Parliament. 
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CHAPTER 8 - CONCLUSION: A NEW MODEL 
OF CLASSIFYING PARTIES BY CLEAVAGE 

Research conducted, presented, and published prior to this work readily 

acknowledges the existence of multiple cleavages of political parties. They acknowledge 

the fact that political ideology exists in three-dimensional space. Lipset and Rokkan, 

Inglehart, and Flanagan are but a select few of the scholars in this area of study who have 

made such claims in their studies. Works, such as that by Marks, Wilson, and Ray, have 

attempted to use dichotomous classification schemes to examine where political parties 

fall along a particular ideological scale and to predict what position they will take on a 

given issue or set of issues. 

Granted, parties that focus their campaigns on a particular issue will prioritize 

said issue above all others, but even they must confront issues of other genres if they find 

themselves in the position to vote on them, such as through election of party members to 

parliament. There may be subordinate goals or positions that a given party has that are 

meant to lead it to its ultimate goal. These goals may lead the party to take a certain 

position on a given issue. 

In this dissertation, I argue that the above weakens the predictive powers of the 

traditional dichotomous dimensional ideological cleavage system that we traditionally 

use. Classifying a given political party by a single criterion - whether it be the 

geopolitical goal or tiie possibility that a person from an 'outgroup' can become a 

member of the 'ingroup' - results in a classification that removes explanatory 

possibilities from tiie equation at hand. It oversimplifies a complex political situation and 
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ignores factors present that may - or may not - impact the phenomena that our models 

attempt to explain. 

The particular two-dimensional criteria classification system I applied here 

showed that one criterion tended to dominate and produce similar results within that 

factor, notwithstanding the confrols for the second criterion. In this particular case, the 

classification criterion that dominated was tiie exclusiveness factor, at least among the 

electorate. The geopolitical goal of a given political party is the subordinate criterion in 

this case, although differences do arise between different geopolitical cleavages within a 

given exclusiveness cleavage. In this case, the differences were somewhat stronger on 

the non-exclusive side, where the logit models presented demonstrated some differences 

in geopolitical identity and ideology that drive the decision to support a political party 

from that cleavage where such a party exists. There was very little difference between 

the factors that determine a vote for an exclusive party, regardless as to the geopolitical 

goal held by the party. 

This would suggest that the geopolitical goal is an intervening factor, driven by 

something else. In the case of the exclusivist parties, I will take tiie example of Lega 

Nord and Alleanza Nazionale, both of which run in Italy. Both parties have anti-

immigration planks to their respective platfonns. However, both have very different 

geopolitical goals. Lega Nord appeals to a select geographical region of Italy, namely the 

north, including its birthplace in the Lombardy region. Allenaza Nazionale has a broader 

geographical appeal. However, their geopolitical projects do not account for their 

primary raison d'etre. 
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The results above would suggest that tiieir respective platform positions, to 

transfer power from the central govemment to the periphery to the regions for Lega Nord, 

and to foster a sfronger Italian identity and patriotism fox Alleanza Nazionale, stem from 

a common position - a need to exclude outsiders whom they feel will retard their 

respective societies' ability to advance.^'' While both types of exclusive parties 

generally oppose tiie European Union, according to the data presented here, this is not to 

say that they are going to take similar positions on other issues that confront them. In the 

case of Lega Nord and Alleanza Nazionale, both parties participate in the Italian 

govemment as of this writing and did so in the previous Berlusconi govemment in the 

1990s. However, it was Umberto Bossi's Lega Nord that brought down that first cabinet 

over a series of policy disputes. 

Despite the results of the previous chapter, in which the geopolitical goals of the 

different types of parties did not appear to make a difference in the views of respondents 

regarding confidence in the European Union, I caimot say that the two-dimensional 

classification scheme is something that we should abandon as wishful thinking. As I 

noted in the infroductory chapter to this dissertation, two-dimensional classification 

schemes have been used for numerous other research projects. In many of those cases, 

each individual cleavage had its ovm perspectives on a given political issue or 

phenomenon. Given another political issue, it is entirely possible that each of the four 

nationalist party cleavages presented here will feature adherents who have different views 

regarding said issue. 

-'' See Perlmutter (2002) on the positions of Lega Nord and Alleama Nazionale and their attitudes toward 

immigration. 

161 



Anotiier important point to make, which the data clearly demonstrate, is the fact 

tiiat results may be changed if one attempts to use a unidimensional classification scheme 

with regard to tiiis particular genre of political party. If one were to attempt to classifying 

parties simply on being secessionist, and examine the views of such parties across 

national boundaries, one might find that the results are not as robust or significant as they 

might eat it other fact taken into account while classifying those parties. Vlaams Blok 

and the Scottish Nationalist Party have the same goal of removing their respective 

nationalities from the confrol of their current states, in this case, Flanders from Belgium 

and Scotland from the United Kingdom, respectively. In the case of these two particular 

cases, about the only thing that they both have in common is their desire to remove their 

nationalities from the political confrol of their current states. In terms of public policy in 

other areas, both parties are quite different. 

Exclusivity and geopolitical goals are certainly not the only two factors that we 

can use in establishing the type of two-dimensional scale that I used to classify these 

parties and conduct the research I presented herein. The literature I reviewed - and 

countless other tomes written and to be written - provide otiier variables on which to base 

such a classification scheme, such as Connor's directions at which a nationalist 

movement can be aimed, all of which were part of the models tested in Chapter 4. We 

can also use Perimutter's stioicture, which featured a system/anti-system variable coupled 

vsdth a left-right ideological scale variable. Naturally, we can also use the traditional left-

right dichotomy and pair it witii a Flanagan-style new left-new right scale. As the 

ideology data showed in Chapter 3, there were ideological differences between the four 
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party cleavages present in Westem Europe's EU candidate and member states during the 

1990s. There is every reason to expect that those differences are alive and well in the 

early 2000s and will continue to be so in the years beyond. 

I cannot go so far as to say that this type of classification scheme is a novel idea in 

the absfract. However, very little has been done to apply such a system to political 

parties across national boundaries with the view taken here, which is to be able to predict 

tiieir positions on issues witii greater certainty tiian use of a single dimensional scale 

permits. By adding a second variable as a criterion for classification, we avoid reducing 

parties too much, and we can decrease the error level in our inferential models. We can 

more readily avoid problems, such as the case of Vlaams Blok, whereby one model would 

predict that it would simultaneously support and oppose a given policy. In the case of 

Marks, Wilson, and Ray, that policy was support for tighter European integration. To be 

sure, those researchers classified it on only one dimension, but its policy platform clearly 

places it wdthin more than one dimension. The two-dimensional scale allows us to 

confrol for such situations, and it will allow us a model that we can use for more accurate 

research in the future. 
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APPENDIX 

The WVS variables used and how they were coded into the scale variable follow 

below. The result is a scale tiiat can range from -8 to +8, with negative scores indicating 

a libertarian leaning and positive scores indicating an authoritarian leaning. 

Variables V104-V109 are taken directiy from Inglehart's postmaterialist 

measurements, bearing in mind the stmcture of his original thesis. Each variable 

included four statements regarding public policy preferences and societal goals. The 

respondent was asked to choose two items from the list. However, I will recode these 

using Flanagan's libertarian-authoritarian postmaterialism argument as my theoretical 

basis. Therefore, if the respondent took a choice that would be considered 'libertarian 

postmaterialist,' I vsdll enter a score of -1. If the respondent gave a response that would 

be considered 'authoritarian postmaterialist,' I will enter a score of' 1.' There were some 

items regarding monetary policy among the choices. As these deal more with materialist 

policy preferences, I will code these as '0.' 

Those rated as 'libertarian postmaterialist' are as follows: 

• V104 & V105 - ' Seeing that people have more to say about how tilings 
are done at their jobs and in their communities' 

• V106 & V107 - 'Giving people more say in govemment decisions' or 
'Protecting freedom of speech'; 

• V 1 0 8 & V 1 0 9 - ' Progress toward a less impersonal and more humane 

society.' 

^̂  The option of-'Trving to make our cities and countryside more beautifuf in V104 atid V105 was omitted 
in o r d e X even out'the^scale so that the maximum positive and negative numbers would be of the same 
r o l u t e value. Additionally, excluding it from the scale actually raised the Cronbach s Alpha score for 
this variable from .7391 to .7569. 
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Those responses rated as 'authoritarian postmaterialist' include: 

• V104 & V105 - 'Making sure this country has strong defence forces'; 
• V106 & V107 - 'Maintaining order in the nation'; 
• VI08 &V109- 'The fight against crime.' All other responses were rated 

as being neither libertarian nor authoritarian postmaterialist. 

V197. V198, V199, V200, and V201 ask the respondent about the justifiability of 

several topics, respectively: homosexuality, prostitution, abortion, divorce, and 

euthanasia (ending the life of the incurably sick). These are coded in the WVS as ten-

point feeling thermometers. Feelings that any of these three are justifiable are weighted 

as 'libertarian postmaterialist.' Therefore, these are recoded as ' - 1 ' if their feeling 

thermometer score was 8-10 (always justifiable), as '0' if it was 4-6 (neutral), or as ' 1' if 

it was 1-3 (never justifiable). 
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