COMPARATIVE P OLITICS

States and
ldentity



INTRODUCTORY COMMENTS AND KEY
QUESTIONS

Orvis and Drogan note that,

“The great political battle of the second half of
the twentieth century was between liberalism
and communism, but nationalism won.”

Economic liberalism

-market allocation of resources

-free enterprise

-private ownership of means of production
-equality in terms of opportunities

Economy

Interesting quote!

Economic

Socialism nationalism

-central planning -state (majority) ownership of enterprises in

-state ownership of enterprises and strategic sectors

means of production -import restrictions for protecting domestic

-wide and detailed regulation of companies

economic activities -barriers for new companies to enter

-equality in terms of results various industry sectors to protect national
champions

-income and wealth inequality allowed
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Internationally,
the state is

Nation- Post-

Nation-
seen as the State Modernism State Postmodernism
representative
and VOICe Of National Solidarity Multiculturalism
the nation. —_—

Multicentrality
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WHY/ISNT.THEREANY/KNOCK! Domestically,
|

(NOCKIOKESABOUT/AMERICA political leaders
can gain
_ e legitimacy and
B s power by

2 proclaiming their

| nationalism and

' L castigating their
| ﬂ opponents as
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Would anyone risk their lives for the Sierra Club
or the Chamber of Commerce? Probably not.
But they would do so for the nation.

The twentieth century will have taught us that no
doctrine n itself is necess;;ily a 1ibér5ting force: all of
them may be perverted or take a wrong turning; all
have blood on their hands — communism, liberalism,

nationalism, each of the great religions, and even

secularism. N obody has a monopoly on humane values.
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Because of this
ultimate
political
commitment,
states must
and do care
deeply about
identity politics.
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Important questions for comparative
politics:

1. Why do identities emerge and become politically

Important in the first place?

2. What can the policy outcomes of debates over the
place of identity groups tell us about who rules?

3. Why do particular groups make the demands they do,
and why do governments respond as they do to those

demands?
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Understanding ldentity

Political Saliency - The degree to which
something is of political importance.
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Primordialism - A theory of identity that sees
identity groups as being in some sense
“natural” or God given; as having existed since
“time immemorial”; and as defined
unambiguously by such clear criteria as
Kinship, language, culture, or phenotype.
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Constructivism -

A theory of identity
group formation
that argues that
identities are
created through a
complex process
usually referred to
as social
construction.

Primordialism vs. Instrumentalism

Ethnicity as primordial Ethnicity as instrumental

= Ethnicity is ‘deeply = Ethnicity is socially and
ingrained in human history politically constructed over

and experience’ (Wolff - ez w3
2006, p. 33). Ethnic bonds time. EThn’ICITY is ‘foremost a
resource in the hands of

are primordial and unlike

other bonds: have an overt- leaders to mobilize followers
powering non-rational, in the pursuit of other
emotional quality; are interests’ (Wolff 2006, p. 33).
largely inexplicable; are Ethnic bonds are related to
ancient, end.uring and political and social projects;
recurrent; given, natural and instrumentally mobilized as a
immutable.

means to gain material goails.
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Social Construction

Part of the constructivist approach to identity,
the process through which societies
collectively “construct” identities as a wide
array of actors continually discuss the
guestion of who “we” are.
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The Policy

Debate AUtOnOmy
The ability and right

of a group to
The State is the absolute reality .
and the individual himself has pa rtla I Iy g()ve rn

objective existence, truth and

morality only in his capacity as a |tse|f Wlth | n a
member of the State.
larger state

- Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel - — &L
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Multicultural Integration

Accepts that ethnocultural identities matter to
citizens, will endure over time, and must be
recognized and accommodated within political
institutions; in contrast with assimilation.

Experience of Difference

Denial I Defense |Minimization Acceptance l Adaptation | Integration

| I I I

Ethnocentrism — Ethnorelativism
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Assimilation

A belief that
immigrants or T
other members of © %%
minority cultural |
communities ITF
ought to adopt the ”.@' -
culture of the 2
majority ; v
population 7 '_1. ._* g

i ) & "'n.a_. T
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Consociationalism

A democratic system designed to ease ethnic tensions via
recognizing the existence of specific
groups and granting some

share of power in the central
government to each, usually CONSOCIATIONAL
codified in specific legal or THEORY
constitutional guarantees
to each group.

Rupert Taylor
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Centripetal Approach

A means used by democracies to resolve ethnic

conflict by giving political leaders and parties
Incentives to moderate their demands.

ethnic-racial

dlSltI:.t:(:‘gra:mg r 3111510”131. - integrating
centrifuga CHLnER-Ha s centripetal
pressures power '
A ) pressures
territorial

economic
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Nations and Nation

Nationalism A group that
- proclaims itself a
ATIONS AND -
WD v A nation and has or
P G seeks control of a
state.

Nationalism
The desire to be a
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Types of Nationalism

Cultural Nationalism
National unity based on a I
common cultural el s e i

) Literature, folklore, music as

characteristic wherein el it
on Iy those people Wh O Political nationalism
S h are th at C h ara Cte rl Stl C ) Movement for political independence

of nation from other authorities
Unification of national lands

Can be InCI Uded In the Giuseppe Mazzini (1805-1872),
. “Young Italy”
Nation.
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Jus sanguinis

Citizenship based JUS soli |
on “blood” ties Citizenship
. dependent on
Jus SangUInls “soil” or
A legal system in which our citizenship is residence within
determined by our parents’ nationalities
rather than where we were born. the national
Jus Sanguinis  Jus Solis territory

\J Parents citizens ?-" b Parents citizens
B\ of Country B. A &9 of Country B.

Baby born in Baby born in
Country A Country A

The baby becomes a The baby becomes a
citizen of Country B. citizen of Country A.
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A sense of national unity and
purpose based on a set of
commonly held political
beliefs

Civic Nationalism

SUMMIALCHAR

UNDERSTANDING NATIONALISM

Experts have pointed to the
across the world in recent years with
leaders like Donald Trump, Narendra Modi, Boris

beligyi in civi
Johnson, Shinzo Abe, etc. | beligwe il

nationatism,
2 nationalism
anchoi En:i NGt
ldlentity | F'"‘Ilj"

Defines nation on basis of e Nationalism with ey
e‘thnlClty emphasis on values of ethmicity, language
Belie.f i'n shared culture and freedom and co-existence and nther

Zaniety under constitutional immutable markers

inciples : \
REDSIE vou are born into),

Cultural but in constitutions

® Aggressive form, with s Intcelrmediate between Ethnic ano '_,5'[ iTLI |_| ans.
and Civic

belief in re-galnll?g . e Belief in national identity while where all citizens
formerly lost territories :':zclza?rr:szlng impact of different arp trested equaily.

o Rejects shared “ancestry or
race” Shashi Tharooy

@summachar_in
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Ethnicity

Ethnic Group - a group of people who see
themselves as united by one or more cultural
attributes or a sense of common history but
do not see themselves as a nation seeking its
own state.

ETHNIC GROUPS
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Race - a group of
people socially

defined primarily
on the basis of
one or more
perceived
common physical
characteristics.
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Religion: Recognition, Autonomy, and

the Secular State
Major Religions !:I-_'!H_II World
s PP

P Cathole Chastianity
N Orthodox Christlanity - Chiness Ralkgion

EEEE Protestant Chistianity  Thevavada Buddhism
I S unni Isiam Mahayana Buddhism
S S hire dslam I Vajrayana Buddhism
O Islam {other groups) I Hature Religions

S Hinduiam e Oriher Groups
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Neutral State

Unity and secularism < Model
will be the motto of the e NS TToYe [<Y N}

government. We can't secularism
afford divisive polity in _ wherein the state
India. IS neutral about,
ol e but not opposed
BrainyQuote to religion
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Laicité — .T/ ‘

A model of (A‘ Cl 6 '
secularism \ s /
advocating that N ;,

religion should
play no part in
the public realm
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Positive Accomodation

A model of secularism wherein the state is
neutral among but willing to support religions
that it recognizes as |mportant elements in
civil society.

Moderate Secularism (cont)

Moderate Secularism L , ,
4. It is legitimate for the state to be involved in

bringing out the public good element of
organised religion (and not just protecting the
public good from the dangers that organised
religion can pose)

1. Mutual autonomy, not mutual exclusion
or one-sided control

2. Religion is a public good and not just a
private good

3. The Church (ie. the organiser of this

public good) belongs to the

people/country, not just to its individual

members

5. This must be done within liberal democratic
constitutionalism.
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Gender and Sexual Orientation: The Continuing
Struggle for Recognition, Social Status, and
Representation
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Liberationist
Member of the LGBT movement who seeks to transform

sexual and gender norms so that all may gain social

acceptance and respect !
regardless of their conformity r—-—~: 2
to preexisting norms or
institutions.
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ldentity politics is so
common and - SR
explosive in part . ,aw °@°

because the very | TRANS‘-";\? \’K

construction of the LIBERATION | . N' 5
groups often 13 & 5
creates and :
reflects

differences in

political power.

1S JUST GENDER
" WITHSTYLE
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Concluding thoughts and questions...

n‘

anti-capitalism without
intersectionality is
class reductionism

intersectionality
without
anti-capitalism
is just Liberal
identity politics
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"Race and As identity
gender dont categories are

matter, class is created. a sense
the real enemy, ’

class is the real f)f superior anq
divider." inferior status is

—— often embedded
"Race, sexuality, and Cir
gender matter because within them.

they're expressions of
class society via
colonialism and
patriarchy, and
identity/oppression
regarding each and all are
100% important and
must be analyzed,
respected, and
understood."
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ldentity groups always pose challenges to the
modern state. Under el
some circumstances, Thisisdueto I
nationality, ethnicity,

men into weak
ass soy boy 7
wimps. Itis only 4
natural for the weak to die

We don't do identity politics.

race y or rel |g| on can Aro you some sort of Jordan [ Luassinatiralseiectcn
challenge the very
existence of a state.

at work. Only the strong

Peterson fan? You must )
survive. Man up you loser!

hate women you incel!

Econom ic_ [ nhttps://www.verywellmind.com » m... H Economic-

Understanding Suicide Among Men -
Verywell Mind
Suicide Statistics - In 2017, the suicide rate for men was

3.5 times higher than it was for women. - The suicide rate
is highest among middle-aged white men, ...

Not my taxes,

- _ not my taxes!
This is just due to toxic Also is it is only natural for
masculinity, male privilege the weak to die off. social

backfiring. You are tryingto | garwinism for the win! Er... |
deflect attention from the real | mean the free markets will

victims in society, women! fix everything!

M

Libertarian
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Even when this is
not the case, all
identity groups
raise questions of
inclusiveness
and equal
citizenship.

A point of view
can be a
dangerous
luxury when

substituted for
insight and
understanding.

Maralamll el entan
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"IWE CAN DISAGREE & STILL

" = LOVEEACHOTHER UNLESS
= 4 . YOURDISAGREEMENT I3
. ROOTED N MY OPPRESSION

& DENIAL OF MY HUMANITY
& RIGHT T EXIST.

-JAMES BALDWIN

Where questions about the inclusion of
minority or marginalized identity groups
have become politically salient, those
groups have at least gained enough
power to raise their demands.
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Their success
demonstrates
growing power;
continuing
limitations on
their demands
equally
demonstrate

limits on their

| S0 YOU'RE TELLING ME
THAT OTHER PEOPLE SHOULD TOLERATE
YOUR FAR-RIGHT POLITIGAL OPINIONS

— EVEN THOUGH:
YOUR FAR-RIGHT POLITICAL OPINIOKS,

" ARE IHT(IIEIIAH'I' IIF OTHER I’E(ll'liﬂ
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The trend toward greater mobilization around
Issues of identity is strong right now, but as
always in comparative politics, one should not
assume that what is true today will be true

tomorrow.

They say we should o . |
move beyond protest buy 5 ]
in the political Z }\l \ e -
\.{ ‘. :l \ r )
W -
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