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Nationalism and the strategie expression of identity 

'In Belgium, there are parties and provinces, but no nation. Like a tent, pitched for 
a night, the new monarchy will disappear af ter having shielded us from the storm, 
without leaving any trace. ' 

Nothomb, 1834 (cited by Hasquin, 1996) 

'The Belgian nation, in its present limits, although it is defmed neither by moun
tains nor by rivers, is a moral being, with its own life, constituting a compact and 
homogeneous whole, solidly attached to its dynasty, its institutions and its indepen
dence. Although Walloons and Flemings speak different languages, they are brothers 
united by a common blood.' 

de Liedekerke 1867 (cited by Hasquin, 1996) 

Introduction 

These quotations by historians illustrate the ambiguity of the concept of nation : how 
can two scholars make such contradictory statements? Different approaches may be 
used for answering these questions. A historian could attribute these differences to 
the thirty years that separate the two statements. A social cognitivist, on the other 
hand, may attempt to elucidate the cognitive mechanisms underlying the perception 
of one's country. A social identity theorist might interpret this discrepancy in terms 
of the contribution of Belgian identification to the self. In this paper, we shall adopt 
yet another approach. We will assume that statements on the nature of one' s national 
group are behaviors directed at specific others. We shall try to assess the motivations 
that may underlie these behaviors. What makes people describe their national group 
as they do? What makes them decide to stress an aspect of it rather than another? 
These are the questions we want to address. In line with earlier work (e.g., Billig, 
1995, Reicher, Hopkins, & Condor, 1997) we will propose that these descriptions are 
rhetorical tools, used to mobilize audiences and that these tools are used as a function 
of their capacity to respond to motives related to social identity. 

The definition of the Nation 

In order to unfold our argument, we need to defme the concept of Nation and to 
sketch its role in nationalism. 
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First, it is crucial to differentiate States from Nations. States are political entities 
(Connor, 1978). Nations just refer to groups of people. As a consequence, there can 
be states without nations and nations without states. The problem facing the theorist 
who wishes to defme the concept lies in specifying the features of a group that are 
necessary for it to form a nation: 

'There is no way of telling the observer how to distinguish a nation from other entities a 
priori, as we can tell him or her how to recognize a bird or to distinguish a bied from a 
lizard.' (Hobsbawm, 1992, p. 5) 

Finding an Aristotelian defmition of the nation appears to be a vain quest. There
fore it may be more fruitful to use a prototypical definition of the concept (Rosch, 
1978; E.E. Smith, 1981). In essence, this would suggest that no single criterion is 
necessary or sufficient for a group to form .a nation: the extent to which the group 
qualifies for this label is proportional to the number of criteria that are fulfilled. 
Below are the criteria that are cited most of ten in the literature on nationalism: 

1. The common ancestry/history of the members of the group (Renan, 1882; Smith, 
1986; Stalin, 1973; Weber, 1948) 

2. The common ideology/values of the members of the group (Deutsch, 1966; Geertz, 
1963; Gellner, 1983) 

3. The interdependence between the members of the groups (common duties, rights, 
economy) (Stalin, 1973; Weber, 1948) 

4. The presence of a territory every member of the group belongs to (Geertz, 1963; 
Smith, 1986; Stalin, 1973) 

5. The existence of single language shared by every citizen (Anderson, 1983; Stalin, 
1973; Weber, 1948) 

6. A common psychological make-up (Stalin, 1973) 
7. The existence of psychological honds, of a possibility to communicate with other 

group members (Anderson, 1983; Deutsch, 1966; Thiesse, 1999) 

Although these elements seem very disparate, they share a common feature: they 
contribute to making the group appear as an entity rather than just as an aggregate of 
persons who bear no relationship to each other. In psychological terms, the construc
tion of a nation requires the creation of a perceptual unit from a set of people: 

'Nationalism involves asodal construction process whereby existing differences 
between sodal categories are endowed with psychological significance such that the cat
egories become part of a collective cognitive representation in which the group now 
appears to be a perceptual unit differentiated from other units.' (Azzi, 1998, p. 75) 

The rhetorical value of Nationhood 

A social psychoiogist interested in nationalism can approach this phenomenon in at 
least two different marmers. One strategy involves considering nationalism as pri
marily a set of representations and attitudes. Questions that she might seek an answer 
to are: what makes people consider that their group is a nation and what are the 
effects of this perception ? What makes people defme themselves in national terms? 

One can also consider nationalism as a form of discourse, regardless of its psy
chological representation. We shall adopt this perspective here. This approach 
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emphasizes the rhetorical value of nationalism (Billig, 1987; Potter & Wetherell, 
1987). This discursive perspective is very suitable in the present case: according to 
most theorists of nationalism, describing one' s group as a nation is an argument jus
tifying the existence of a state for the Nation. This link constitutes the very essence 
of nationalismI: 

'Nationalism is primarily a political principle, which holds that the political and the 
national unit should be congruent' (Gellner, 1983, p. 10) 
'Nationalism involves the construction of the sense of national identity for those who are 
said to inhabit their own nation-state ( ... ) It involves the general principle: it is right that 
'we' possess 'our' own state, because peoples (nations) should have their states 
(nations)' (Billig, 1995, p. 25) 
'The term 'nationalism' is used to refer to political movements seeking or exercising 
state power and justifying such action with nationalist arguments. 
A nationalist argument is a political doctrine built upon three basic assertions.'(Breuilly, 
1983, p.2) 

According to Breuilly, the frrst of these assertions is: 

'There exists a nation with an explicit and peculiar character.' (p. 2) 

There is an obvious reason why such discourse is necessary for nationalists: mak
ing a modern state exist or persist cannot he achieved by isolated individuals. It is a 
collaborative effort, that involves large segments of the population. In order to gain 
this collaboration, nationalists need to convince their fellow countrymen of the legit
imacy of this State. This is the very function of discourse on nationhood: by con
vincing people of the existence of invisible, but powerful, bonds linking them to 
other inhabitants of the country, one can elicit a desire to work on hehalf of the State, 
which is the political embodiment of the Nation. If this is the case, the rhetorical 
value of this discourse and the likelihood that it will he used should he a function of 
the perceived stability of the State. When it is ftrmly established, it is not crucial to 
convince others of its legitimacy2. But when its existence is threatened, mobilizing 
the population into protecting it is crucial for its preservation. Various factors can 
threaten the existence of a state: foreign invasions, emigration, regionalisms, fusion 
with another state, etc. However, since World War 11, threats to the existence of 
established states have come mainly from separatist groups, e.g., Scots in Great 
Britain, Corsicans in France, Tamils in Sri Lanka, Kurds in Turkey and Iraq, etc. Let 
us therefore concentrate on this type of situation. Separatists consider that the exist
ing state is not a legitimate entity. They claim that a portion of the population is enti
tled to having a state of its own, which would he independent from the earlier state. 
In order to justify this claim, this portion of the population is descrihed as a nation, 

I Saying that people who aspire to a state for their group use discourse on 'nationhood' does not imply 
the reverse: people who perceive their country as a nation do not necessarily aspire to statehood. For 
example, believing in a Scottish essence or distinctiveness is not equivalent to favoring the autonomy of 
Scotland (Hopkins & Reicher, 1996). However, there is a strong relationship between those two aspects 
(cf Breuilly, 1983). 
2 Obviously, the relationship between perceived legitimacy and stability is reciprocal. 
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which is essentially distinct from the rest of the population. To face these threats, 
those who attach value to the unity of the State (the 'unitarists') must mobilize other 
in-group members into defending this State. To achieve this goal, they mayalso jus
tify its existence by using a discourse emphasizing the 'nationhood' of the group. We 
tried to ex amine this dynamic in the context of a state whose existence is threatened 
with partition: Belgium. 

Separatism in Belgium: an overview 

Belgium is a small northwestern European country (pop: 10,200,(00). The northern 
part of the country has a predominantly Dutch speaking (Flemish) population (57% 
of the total population). In the southem region, known as Wallonia, the principallan
guage is French. Brussels, the capital city (pop: 952,(00), is officially bilingual but 
the population is mainly French speaking (circa 80%3). Overall, 42% of the Belgian 
population speaks French. The Belgian constitution is based on a federal political 
system composed of three regions (Flanders, Wallonia and Brussels). 

The political birth of Belgium occurred in 1830, when the Belgian bourgeoisie 
demanded independence from William of Orange, the king of the Netherlands, who 
rnistreated them (Wils, 1996). This social class, whose language was French, domi
nated the Belgian society during most of the XIXth century. French was the only offi
cial language and it was necessary for accessing any position in society. The cre
ation of the State, although it was not the product of national consciousness, led to 
attempts at developing one in the population (Hasquin, 1996; Pil, 1998). In the 
1850's, a Flemish movement headed by the lower Middle Class fought for the 
recognition of the vernacular Flemish language and eventually obtained it. This 
movement was globally favorable to the maintenance of the Belgian State. But since 
the rnid-xxth century, a growing fraction of it has demanded autonomy, claiming that 
their region was a nation in itself. This movement led to the linguistic homogeneity 
of the northern part of the country, which was originally bilingual and became 
monolingual. The power of this movement also resulted in various reforms: Bel
gium is now a federal state. Separation would be the logical issue of these trends: it 
has now become a realistic prospect (see e.g., Carrozzo, 1998). Although separatists 
come predominantly from Flanders, it is worth noting that most Flernings are in 
favor of the maintenance of the State. Yet, both linguistic groups perceive the Flem
ings as more favorable to separatism than the French speakers (Provost, 1998). This 
is probably due to the fact that Flemish unitarists are less active than Flemish sepa
ratists (Maddens, Beerten, & Billiet, 1998). Thus, threats to the existence of Bel
gium as a nation do not derive from an aspiration to develop alternative forms of 
political organization than the Nation-State (e.g. Europe) but from the existence of 
different bases of national identification. While other divisions exist in Belgian soci
ety (religious and class-bound mainly), the only one that could lead to a division of 
the state is the linguistic. 

3 Official linguistic censuses being legally forbidden, this estimation is based on the linguistic compo
sition of the Brussels parliament. 
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Nationalism and separatism in a Belgian context 

In order to examine how Belgians described the 'nationhood' of their country, we 
conducted an experiment with 124 students at the University of Brussels. These stu
dents were all French speaking. We introduced the study as a survey made by a 
newspaper. This newspaper was either presented as Flemish and based in Antwerp 
(Flemish city) or as French speaking and based in Liège (Walloon city). 

Besides the group membership of the audience, we added an orthogonal variabie, 
that we shall call the 'salience of separation': in the 'Salient' condition, subjects read 
a short paragraph describing how the Belgian state had evolved towards separatism 
during the last 30 years, following the different reforms of the Constitution. Sepa
ratism was therefore presented as a very likely possibility. In the 'Not Salient' con
dition, this information was absent. 

Our tOOd independent variabIe relied on a measure of the attitude toward sepa
ratism4 (a =.67). On the basis of responses to this scale, participants were divided 
into two groups: members of the fITst group, that we shall call the 'High Unitarists' 
were highly favorable to the persistence of the Belgian State. They were firmly 
opposed to separatism. Members of the other group, the 'Low Unitarists' were not 
favorable to separatism but they were not strongly committed to the unity of the 
country either. The absence of separatists is hardly surprising considering the lin
guistic composition of the sample. These variables yielded a 2 (Salience of separa
tion: salient, not salient) x 2 (Audience's group membership: French speaking, 
Dutch speaking) x 2(Unitarism: High, Low). 

We measured the perceived 'nationhood' of Belgium by asking the students to rate 
on 7-point scales the extent to which they agreed with 18 statements regarding their 
country. These statements were chosen in order to reflect the dimensions of 'nation
hood' that theorists ofnationalism have used (see above): similarity (e .g., 'Generally, 
most French Speaking and Dutch speaking Belgians behave the same way'), interde
pendence (e.g., 'The well-being of each Belgian demands the weU-being of the other 
Belgians'), ethnicity (e.g., 'Generally, Belgians have common ancestors'), psycho
logical proximity (e .g., 'Generally, Belgians feel close to each other'), common ter
ritory (e.g.: 'Belgians are at home everywhere in the country' ) and common psycho
logical makeup (e .g., 'There is a Belgian sou!'). Answers to these questions were 
combined into a single scale, that we shall call 'nationhood' (a =.855). 

If, as we suggest, 'nationhood' is used to justify 'statehood', High Unitarists should 
describe Belgium more as a nation than Low Unitarists. This is indeed what we found 
(High Unitarists, M = 3.90, SD =.85 and Low Unitarists, M = 3.08, SD =.786). How
ever this does not imply that our participants were using nationhood as rhetorical tooI. 

4 The items were: 1. 'Separatism is a perspective that 1 view with apprehension.' (does not apply to me 
at all/applies totally to me). 
2. It would suit me perfectly that Belgium remains united (does not apply to me at all/applies totally to 
me). 
3. It would suit me perfectly that Belgium be separated in two nations (does not apply to me at 
all/applies totally to me). 
5 The 'territory' item was removed because its distribution was too skewed. 
6 Scale scores vary between 0 and 6. 
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In order to demonstrate that discourse on the Nation has a persuasive function, we 
must show that those who express it modify the content of their statements according 
to the attitude they attribute to their audience on the issue. Presumably, if nationhood 
serves to mobilize audiences towards defending the state, it is crucial to use such a 
discourse to convince those who want the State to be divided of its legitimacy. On the 
other hand, Unitarists need not be mobilized since they are already committed to the 
maintenance of the State. 

According to this logic, the degree of reported nationhood of Belgium should 
depend on the linguistic membership of the audience because, presumably, Walloons 
and Flemings are perceived as having divergent points of view on the issue of sepa
ratism. We assessed the validity of this assumption by asking our participants to pro
vide an estimation of the proportion of members of each linguistic group who were 
favorable to separatism. Although the estimations were largely inflated, the percent
age of Flemings perceived as favorable to this prospect was considerably higher than 
the percentage of Walloons7 (M = 45.67, SD = 23.47 for Flemings and M = 27.42, 
SD = 16.47 for Walloons). 

If Flemings need more to be convinced than Walloons, High Unitarists should 
describe Belgium more as a nation when addressing the former than the latter. In 
addition, if discourse on nationhood is used by Unitarists in order to eradicate the 
threats that bear upon the future of the State, they should employ it more forcefully 
when these threats are salient. For them, separation is such a threat. Therefore we 
expected that, among High Unitarists, the salience of separation would amplify the 
impact of the group membership of the audience upon reported perceptions of nation
hood. 

On the other hand, there is no particular reason for Low Unitarists to use such a 
strategy: they have no reason to mobilize the audience into protecting the state since 
they do not attach much value to its persistence. In the face of threats to sodal iden
tity, Low Identifiers are known to rely on interpersonal strategies (Doosje & Elle
mers, 1997; Branscombe, Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje, 1999). In the area of commu
nicative behavior, substantial evidence suggests that one of the most popular 
interpersonal strategies consists in accommodating to the audience' s point of view by 
converging with it (Ellemers, Barreto, & Spears, 1998; Higgins & Rholes, 1982; 
McCann & Higgins, 1992; Postmes, Spears, Branscombe, & Srnith, 1999). Low Uni
tarists may therefore describe their group more as a nation when addressing French 
speakers, who presumably believe it, than Flemings, who do not. In addition, if the 
use of such a strategy is a response to a threat on their social identity posed by sepa
ratism, this trend should be stronger when the possibility of separation is salient than 
when it is not. 

These predictions were upheld (see Table 1). In fact, the group membership of the 
audience had the predicted effect on reported perceptions of nationhood only when 
the possible separation was mentioned. When it was not, no reliable effect of this 
variabie was observed. 

7 The difference was reliable in all conditions 
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Table 1 Mean perception of Belgium as a nation as a function of the Group Mem
bership of the Audience, the Salience of the possibility of separation and the level of 
Unitarism. 

Low Unitarism High Unitarism 

Salienee No salienee Salienee No salienee Salienee 

Flemish audience 3.07 2.85 3.83 4.37 

SD =.64 SD =.72 SD =.94 SD =.71 

French 2.88 3.46 3.62 3.74 

speaking audience SD =.66 SD =.96 SD =.98 SD =.63 

Statements of national Identification in the face of separatism 

In this study we were not only interested in descriptions of nationhood but also in 
statements of identification in the context of separatism. Like descriptions of nation
hood, identification can he seen as a statement, as a speech act, rather than simply as 
a mental construct. In a recent chapter, EUemers, Barreto and Spears (1999) suggested 
that statements of identification could he seen as a way of asserting how the commu
nicator wished to he defmed by the audience. Expressing one' s identification to a 
social category influences the audience into accepting a particular form of self-defm
ition. This desire to influence the audience should he especially strong when there is 
a conflict hetween communicator and audience on what constitutes the appropriate 
categorization. This is often the case for irnmigrants: both their memhership in the 
host Nation and their memhership in their ancestors' Nation can he matters of dispute 
(Barreto, Spears, EUemers, & Shahinper, 1999). Such conflicts are inherent to sepa
ratism as weU. Separatist groups usually assert their own regional identity and they 
contest the superordinate identity. Corsicans may claim that they are not French and 
Scots that they are not British. The Catalan leader Jordi Pujol refers to the Spanish 
authorities as 'Castillans ' (Nguyen, 1998). Unitarists on the other hand wish to pre
serve the superordinate level hecause this is the level that defmes, and legitimizes, the 
State. For them, it is therefore important to assert this level at the expense of the sub
ordinate one. According to the logic used earlier, they should particularly do so when 
addressing those who are perceived as rejecting this categorization, in our case the 
Flemings. Therefore, among High Unitarists, identification to Belgium should he 
stronger and identification to the linguistic group (French speaking) weaker when 
addressing Flemings than Walloons. If statements of national identification are geared 
at protecting the State, Low Unitarists should not make them. If they use an interper
sonal strategy, they may conform to their audience's point of view by defming them
selves in terms of the dimension this audience presumably considers most appropri
ate: the linguistic one when addressing Flemings and the national one when 
addressing French speakers. For reasons similar to those stated above, this pattern 
should he amplified when the possibility of separatism is made salient. 
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To test these predictions, we included two items in the questionnaire: 

1. 'Being Belgian plays a roie in the way I defrne myself.' 
2. 'Being French speaking plays a roie in the way I defrne myseIf.' 

We computed a score measuring the preference for linguistic over national identifi
cation8 and examined how this score was affected by the three independent variables. 

Table 2 Mean preferenee for self-definition as a Belgian rather than as a French 
speaker as a function of the Group Membership of the audience and the level of Uni
tarism. 

Unitarism Low Unitarists High Unitarists 

Audience M SD M SD 

Flemish 2.33 1.92 .90 1.99 

French speaking 1.62 1.47 1.90 .1.66 

Notes : Higher scores (min.=-6, max.=6) reflect preferences for linguistic over national identification. 
Scores were collapsed across salience because of the absence of effect of this variabie. 

Support for the hypotheses was mixed (see Table 2). High Unitarists reported a 
preference for linguistic identification over national identification when their audi
ence was French speaking. However, when they addressed Flemings, this preference 
disappeared. For them, both linguistic and national identification seem relevant, but 
when addressing Flemings, it is more crucial to convince them of the importance of 
the national rather than the linguistic level, since they are perceived as already attach
ing value to the linguistic level. 

Low Unitarists displayed the reverse tendency but the contrast was not reliable. 
This may be due in part to the fact that, when pursuing an interpersonal strategy, it 
may be important to stress one' s similarities with the audience: this imp lies describ
ing oneself as a Belgian rather than as a French speaker to a Flemish audience. Con
tradictory strategies may therefore have cancelled the influence of the audience' s 
group membership. In addition, no effect of the salience of separatism was observed. 

Conclusion 

Overall, these results lend support to the idea that descriptions of group related atti
tudes and perceptions can be strategically manipulated as a function of the agendas 
of the communicators (Ellemers, Barreto, & Spears, 1998; Klein & Azzi, 1999; 
Reicher, Spears, & Postrnes, 1995). This conc1usion deserves a few comments: 

8 This score was equal to the difference between the rating of statement 2 and the rating of statement I 
as applying to the Self. 

138 Nationalism and the strategie expression of identity 



First, the present study constitutes an addition to earlier work on identity manage
ment strategies. Several authors (Branscombe, Ellemers, Spears, & Doosje, 1999; 
Doosje & Ellemers, 1997) have suggested that high identifiers are more likely to use 
collective strategies when their group is under threat while low identifiers are more 
likely to use individual strategies. This is indeed what we observe, if we assume that 
unitarism depends on a form of group identification. However, these authors only 
studied identity management strategies through their manifestations at an intra-indi
viduallevels, e.g. through group members ' perception of the group, identification, or 
self-stereotyping. Yet these strategies need not only consist in the modification of a 
representation of the group nor of oneself as a group member. They may also rely on 
influences on others' representations of those objects. Such modifications are not an 
end in themselves: they constitute means of mobilizing the audience into protecting 
the group. In this respect, the communication of group norms can be seen as an iden
tity management strategy. The role of communication in identity management should 
not be underestimated: of ten, the quest for a positive social identity is (in) vain 
unless group members collaborate on the improvement of the group's status. Obvi
ously, effective collaboration demands communication. 

In addition, we would like to suggest that communication is especially important 
when one considers descriptions of groups and stereotypes. There is a growing litera
ture on the perception of social groups, especially on the concept of entitativity, which 
has gained a renewed popularity. Yet in most cases, it is impossible to perceive a 
group in its totality. Descriptions of a group rarely depend on a direct perception of it. 
They re sult from social influence. Work inspired by Self-Categorization Theory 
(Turner, Hogg, Oakes, Reicher, & Wetherell, 1987) shows that people are influenced 
by group norms regarding the nature of the group, like targets in persuasion studies 
(Haslam, 1997). If there are targets, there must also be sources of influence. The pre
sent study suggests that indeed, group members also actively try to persuade others of 
what they regard as the adequate norm. It would be a valuable addition to ser to con
sider individuals not only as targets but also as sources of influence. This would add 
a dynamic component to this theory, an aspect that is lacking. 

Finally, we would like to highlight the convergence between the present study and 
the SIDE model (Reicher, Spears, & Postmes, 1995). One of the central contentions of 
the model is that the expression of group norms is a function of both the salience of a 
partieular identity ('Cognitive SIDE') and of the extent to which the context enables the 
communieator to express such norms ('Strategie SIDE'). Our study suggests indeed 
that a cognitive analysis is insufficient. It is unlikely that the Belgian identity was 
more salient when the audience was Flemish than French speaking9• Moreover, it 
extends the strategie analysis. This analysis had been restricted to the impact of iden
tifiability to a powerful out-group on the expression of group norms (Reieher & 
Levine, 1994a, b) and on the way visibility to the in-group affected its influence 
(Reicher, Levine, & Gordijn, 1998). Strategic behavior was seen as depending on a 
desire to escape punishment by this out-group: one expresses the group norm only if 

9 The Flemings were constantly referred to in the questionnaires. Therefore, it would he very surprising 
if this comparison group was only salient when the audience helonged to it. 
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the fear of sanction can be overcome by either anonymity or support from other in
group members. However, even if group membership is salient and if being anony
mous confers the power to express group norms, one does not necessarily perform this 
behavior with great ardour. If it does not contribute to social identity, nor to other 
motives, there is no reason for group members to express group norms. To understand 
this expression, one needs to study the communicational context and ex amine how the 
expression of specific norms in such a context can be beneficial to the social identity 
of the communicator. The present contribution constitutes a step in this direction. 

References 

Anderson, B. (1983). lmagined communities: Reflection on the origin and spread of nationalism. Lon
don: Verso. 

Azzi, A. E. (1998). From Competitive Interests, Perceived Injustice, and Identity Needs to Collective 
Action: Psychological Mechanisms in Ethnie Nationalism. In C. Dandeker (Ed.), Nationalism and 
Violence (pp. 73-138). New Brunswick, NI: Transaction. 

Barreto, M., Spears, R., Ellemers, N., & Shahinper, S. (1998). The influence oflinguistic context on the 
expression of social identity among minority group members. Manuscript under preparation. 

Billig, M. (1987). Arguing and Thinking. Cambridge, U. K.: Cambrige University Press. 
Billig, M. (1995). Banal Nationalism. London: Sage. 
Branscombe, N., Ellemers, N., Spears, R., & Doosje, B. (1999). The Context and Content of Social 

Identity Threat. In N. Ellemers, R. Spears, & B. Doosje (Eds.), Social identity (pp. 59-83). Oxford: 
Blackwell. 

Breuilly, I. (1983). Nationalism and the State. Manchester, U. K.: Manchester University Press. 
Carrozo, S. (1998). Le coût écrasant d'un divorce à la beIge [The enormous cost of a separation in Bel

gium]. Le Monde Diplomatique, 3-4. 
Connor, W. (1978). A Nation is a Nation, is a State, is an Ethnic Group, is a ... '. Ethnic and Racial Stud

ies, 1, 379-388. 
Deutsch, K. W. (1966). Nationalism and Social Communication. (2nd ed.). Cambridge, MS: MIT Press. 
Doosje, B., & Ellemers, N. (1997). Stereotyping under Threat: The Role of Ingroup Identification. In R. 

Spears, P. Oakes, N. Ellemers, & S. A. Haslam (Eds.), The social psychology of stereotyping and 
group life (pp. 257-272). Oxford: Blackwell. 

Ellemers, N., Barreto, M., & Spears, R. (1999). Commitment and strategic responses to social context. 
In N. Ellemers, R. Spears, & B. Doosje (Eds.), Social identity (pp. 127-146). Oxford: Blackwell. 

Geertz, C. (1963). The Integrative Revolution: Primordial Sentiments and Civil Politics in the New 
States. In C. Geertz (Ed.), Old Societies and New States: The Questfor Modernity in Asia and Africa 
(pp. 107-113). New York: Free Press. 

Gellner, E. (1983). Nations and Nationalism. Oxford, UK: Blackwell. 
Haslam, S.A. (1997). Stereotyping and Social lnfluence: Foundations of Stereotype consensus. In R. 

Spears, P.J. Oakes, N. Ellemers et S.A. Haslam (Eds). The Social Psychology of Stereotyping and 
Group Life (pp. 119-143). Oxford: Blackwell. 

Hasquin, H. (1996). Historiographie et politique en Belgique [Historiography and politics in Belgium]. 
Brussels and Charleroi, Belgium: Université Libre de Bruxelles and Institut Iules Destrée. 

Higgins, E. T. & Rholes, W. S. (1978). 'Saying is believing': Effects ofmessage modification on mem
ory and liking for the person described. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 14, 363~378. 

Hobsbawm, E. J. (1992). Nations and nationalism since 1780. (2nd ed.). Cambridge, UK: Cambridge 
University Press. 

Hopkins, N. & Reicher, S. D. (1996). The Construction of Social Categories and Processes of Social 
Change: Arguing about National Identities. In G. M. BreakwelI & E. Lyons (Eds.). Changing Euro
pean Identities: Social Psychological Analyses of Social Change (pp. 69-94). Oxford: Butterworth. 

Klein, 0., & Azzi, A. E. (1999). The strategie confmnation of meta-stereotypes: how group members 
attempt to tailor an out-group's representation of themselves. Manuscript under review. 

Maddens, B., Beerten, R.; & Billiet, I. (1998). The National consciousness of the Flemings and the 
Wallons: an Empirical Investigation. In L. Vos & K. Deprez (Eds.). Nationalism in Belgium (pp. 
198-208). Houndmills: MacMillan. 

140 Nationalism and the strategie expression of identity 



McCann, C. D. & Higgins, E. T. (1992). Personal and contextual factors in communication: A review 
of the 'communication game' . In G. Semin & K. Fiedler (Eds), Language, Interaction and Social 
Cognition. Newbury Park, CA: Sage. 

Nguyen, E. Les Nationalismes en Europe: Quête d'identité ou Tentation de Repli? [Nationalisms in 
Europe : quest for identity or desire for isolation?] Paris: Le Monde-Marabout. 

Pil, L. (1998). Painting at the Service of the New Nation State. In K. Deprez & L. Vos (Eds.), Nation
alism in Belgium: Shifting identities, 1780-1995 (pp. 42-50). Houndrnills, UK: McMillan. 

Postmes, T., Branscombe, N.R Spears, R. , & Young, H. (1999). Comparative Processes in Personal and 
Group Judgments : Resolving the Discrepancy. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 76, 
320-337. 

Potter, J., & Wetherell, M. (1987). Discourse and social psychology. London: Sage. 
Provost, V. (1998). L'effet de la nature des représentations stéréotypiques sur la tendance à adopter un 

comportement à caractère nationaliste: Le cas des Flamands et des Wal/ons . [The effect of stereo
types on nationalistie behavior: the case of Flemings and Walloons] . Unpublished senior thesis, Uni
versité Libre de Bruxelles, Brussels, Belgium. 

Reieher, S. D., Hopkins, N., & Condor, S. (1997). Stereotype Construction as a Strategy of Influence. 
In R. Spears, P. Oakes, N. Ellemers, & S. A. Haslam (Eds.), The social psychology of stereotyping 
and group life (pp. 94-118). Oxford: Blackwell. 

Reicher, S. D. et Levine, M. (1994a). Deindividuation, power relations between groups and the expres
sion of social identity: The effect of visibility to the out-group. British Journal of Social Psychology, 
33, 145-163. 

Reicher, S. D. et Levine, M. (1994b). On the consequences of deindividuation manipulations for the 
strategie communication of the self: Identifiability and the presentation of social identity. European 
Journal of Social Psychology, 24, 511-524. 

Reicher, S. D., Levine, R. M., et Gordijn, E. (1998). More on deindividuation, power relations between 
groups and the expres sion of social identity : Three studies on the effects of visibility to the in-group. 
British Journalof Social Psychology, 37, 15-40. 

Reicher, S. D. , Spears, R., & Postmes, T. (1995). A social identity model of deindividuation phenom
ena. In W. Stroebe & M. Hewstone (Eds.), European Review of Social Psychology, 6, 161-198. 

Renan, E. (1882). Qu 'est-ce qu'une nation? [What is a nation?] In E. Renan, Oeuvres complètes de 
Ernest Renan [Complete Works of Emest Renan] (Vol. 1 ). Paris: Calmann-Levy. 

Rosch, E. (1978). Principles of categorization. In E. Rosch & B. B. Lloyd (Eds.), Cognition and Cate-
gorization (pp. 27-42). Hillsdale, NJ : Erlbaum. 

Srnith, A. (1986). The Ethnic Origins of Nations. Oxford: Oxford University Press. 
Smith, A. (1991). Nationalldentity. London: Penguin. 
Srnith, E. E. & Medin., D. L. (1981). Categories and concepts. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press. 
Spencer, H. (1897). Principles of sociology. New York: Appleton. 
Stalin, J. (1973). Marxism and the National Question. In B. Franklin (Ed.), The Essential Stalin: Major 

Theoretical Writings 1905-1952 (pp. 57-61). London: Croom Helm. 
Tajfel, H., & Turner, J. C. (1986). The social identity theory of intergroup behavior. In S. Worchel & 

W. G. Austin (Eds.), The psychology of intergroup relations (pp. 7-24). Chicago: Nelson-Hall. 
Thiesse, A.-M. (1999). La création des identités nationales: Europe xvlllème-xxème siècle. [The cre

ation of national identities: Europe xvmth-xxth century] Paris : Seuil. 
Turner, J. c., Hogg, M. A., Oakes, P. J., Reicher, S., & Wetherell, M. S. (1987). Re-discovering the 

social group: A self-categorization theory. Oxford: Basil Blackwell. 
Weber, M. (1948). The Nation. In H. H. Gerth & C. Wright-Mills (Eds.), From Max Weber: Essays in 

Sociology (pp. 171-179). London: Routledge & Kegan Paul. 
Wils, L. (1996). Histoire des Nations Belges. [History of the Belgian Nations] Ottignies, Belgiurn: 

Quorum. 

Correspondence conceming this article should he addressed tO: Olivier Klein, 
Université Libre de Bruxelles, Service de Psychologie Sociale, 50 Av. F. Roosevelt, 
B 1050 Bruxelles, Belgium. E-mail: oklein@ulb.ac.he 

Olivier Klein, Assaad E. Azzi, Rodrigo Brito and Sophie Berckmans 141 

mailto:oklein@ulb.ac.be



