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Workshop: National Identity and Euroscepticism

Preliminary remarks: There are not many empirical comparative works between France and the UK on national identity issues. Empirically (as theoretically), France tends to be compared to Germany (Dumont, Brubaker) while the UK tends to be compared with the US (Conover and alii). Part of the explanation of this lack may be the absence of available data. A new data set has been made available very recently, the 2003 edition of the International Social Survey Program (which is an annual programme of cross-national collaboration on surveys covering topics important for social science research. For a presentation of the results from the former issue on national identity see McCrone and Surridge) dedicated to national identity. This paper is a very first exploration of this dataset.

What we should expect from the comparison, according from what is said -separately -from the one and the other (to be elaborated, with references: Deloye, Duchesne, Schnapper, Mc Crone & Kieli, Colley, Favell, Parekh, Heath & alii) -France as the iconic republican model of national identity (see Miller's National identity cover), universalistic and homogenising -Britain: a very complicated story because of the two levels of national identity. Also supposed tradition of lack of nationalism, known for its multicultural model of integration of immigrants.

Indeed, a quick look at the data shows lots of differences between the two countries:

o on the scale of attachment, more local for the British, more national and continental for the French

Level

France: % very close + close GB: % very close + close Difference Town 33.1+40.8

o On the chauvinistic dimension, a more blurred picture: generally speaking, the British seems to be more chauvinistic, but they are at the same time, more likely to feel ashamed about their country than the French.

On the pride series also, a balanced result: the more intense general pride from the British is based on a much stronger pride in economic, military and politics achievements, while the French are only slightly prouder in cultural issues and on a very specific element: their social security system. o The greater attachment of the British to sovereignty is very strong for economical and political domains, and gives rise to a fear deprivation of power from national organisations; while the French are more attached to cultural specificity. So is the front cover. But are these differences linked together? And more precisely: Is what we are used to consider as a "national identity" -let's use as a starting point the very popular definition of Benedict Anderson, "an imagined political community -and imagined as both inherently limited and sovereign" -a possible explanation for these differences? A plain comparison like always risk to presuppose implicitly that each country may be considered more or less as an homogeneous entity that could be compared as such to others. Similarly, there is risk, when one tries to analyse empirically the notion of imagined community, to give it a consensual shape. While an imagined community may very well be a conflictive one. The questionnaire contains a series of questions meant to evaluate if a specific national sample has rather a civic or an ethnic way of conceiving the nation. We will analyse this series, trying to respect the possible lines of conflict of difference inside each of our two samples.

Section 1: The imagined community: an empirical revision of the civic/ethnic divide.

o Brief reminder about the civic/ethnic opposition. Actually, the opposition civic/ethnic is used on two different levels of analysis of national identity (for a extensive discussion see Couture, Nielsen and Seymour) -On one hand, it is used to analyse the very object of the nation and opposes modernist concepts of the nation with perennial ones (A. Smith). -On the other hand, it used to account for different modes of ideological construction of specific nations, different ways of imagining the national community. This is in that second meaning that the opposition has been popularised by Brubaker in his comparison of French and German national identities, but soon very much contested, and renounced by Brubaker himself.

Alain Dieckhoff in his paper will criticize the distinction both theoretically and empirically, referring to French process of nation building. Here, we will also criticise the distinction empirically, but referring to the way contemporary people do imagine the French or the British nation, according to our data.

o The data: presentation of a series of items meant for that purpose, the exploration of the civic/ethnic dimension (see Hjerm as example of use of this series). The question: "Some people say that the following things are important for being truly French/British. o Plain results: French respondents are more numerous than the British to consider as important elements where the will of the citizen is at stake while the British are more numerous to consider his life characteristics as important. o Analysis 1: using factor analysis, we've checked the existence of two dimensions of opposing items which are supposed to belong to a civic and an ethnic conception of the nation. The result is not totally what is expected (note the great similarity between the two analysis in the two countries):

The second dimension does oppose two series of items: to be born in one's country, to have lived there for most of one's life, to have one's country ancestry and to be of tits dominant religion load negatively on the second dimension while to feel French or British, to be able to speak the language, to have the citizenship and to respect laws and institutions load positively. But first, these series doesn't match very well the usual distinction civic/ethnic. Have French or British ancestry and be from the dominant religion is indeed usually considered as ethnic criteria. But to link "be born in the country" with the ethnic dimension contradicts the classical Brubaker's analysis. He considers the French concept of the nation as typically civic because of the jus soli, i.e., because the way the French law links nationality and birth on the soil (by contrast with the German tradition of jus sanguinis). Moreover, the item "feel French/British" is also considered as an important element of an ethnic concept of the nation. Secondly, this second dimension explains less than half the variance explained by the first factor in the French case, and less than the third in the British case.

All items load on the first dimension, which explains quite a large amount of variance (38% in the French case, 46% in the British case). As if the most important difference between the respondents was their respective tendency to consider that any element is important to be truly French or British, before the choice they make between the different items. A major argument can be used against this analysis: there is a risk that the first dimension be artificial because of the series of items analysed, people tending to answer mechanically to this kind of series, giving the same answer to questions asked on a similar way. Of course, there is no way to fundamentally refute such an argument. But we can try, using a different technique of analysis, to get another insight of the data.

o Analysis 2: cluster analysis. Looking at the second dimension of the factor analysis, we've selected four items which load with opposite signs on the second factor: important to be a Catholic or a Christian and to have French or British ancestry for the so-called "ethnic" dimension; and important to respect institutions plus important to feel French or British for the opposing sign 1 . We have analysed separately the two sample and found very similar patterns:

1 We actually made lots of cluster analyses and present here the most readable. Let's also precise that we have recoded the variable in order to have more valid cases, coding the "can't choose" as an intermediate value instead for treating them as missing values. But we checked the cluster analysis with the original coding and got almost no difference in the clusters.

-One group of respondents who find everything important -One group who find everything important except the religious belonging -On group who find only important the two items that loaded on the so-called "civic" dimension -A last group who find nothing very important and value only and slightly the respect of political institutions.

The first result here is that there is no such thing as an ethnically imagined community, in the sense that people who value religion and ancestry as criteria of nationality also value the two other criteria. Second result: If the pattern of groups is similar in the French and British samples, the weight of the different group is rather different though. The British sample is distributed rather evenly amongst the four groups while in the French sample, the second and third groups are clearly dominant. The fourth one, which gathered people who find nothing really important in nationality matter, apart from respecting institutions, is much smaller (7% of valid responses). See transparent.

A quick interpretation of this distribution could be that the French are most consensual on nationality matters and the British are more fragmented. A concurrent interpretation would be that the British distribution is quite random, which results from a lack of structuring of the conceptions of nationality; while the French polarisation on the two central categories is the result of a long term politicisation of nationality, and a corresponding integration of the different elements of nationality into a main cleavage. We will support the later interpretation with the following arguments:

going back to the factor analysis commented above, we will show that there is not relationship between the two factors in the British case while there is one in the French case. -We will look at the demographics and show that if age and education have a strong influence on the categorisation in both samples, it is even stronger in the British case. -We will then show how there is a strong relation between party preference in the French case and hardly one in Britain -And how there is a strong relationship between xenophobia and the conception of nationality in France and hardly one in Britain. The different distributions of respondents amongst the two samples may be compared with the factor analysis presented above. Although the dimensions are similar (a first major dimension with all items loading and a second where half of them load in opposing ways) the relationship between the two dimensions are quite different. We have computed an ordinal variable with the factor loadings thanks to a partition of the distribution in ten equal shares.

Ordinal variable constructed on the basis of the factor loadings Pearson's R Kendall tau B France -.2621** -.2556** Great Britain -.0920 -.0186

In the French case, the two dimensions are clearly related in such a way that the more people value elements of national identity, the more they tend to value the so called ethnic elementsnamely religion, ancestry, be born and have lived in the country most of one's life. This may seem a rather obvious result, as we know that on the whole, people don't value these elements without valuing also the civic ones; but it is different in the British sample. Although the cluster analysis also shows that people don't choose only religion and feeling British as the only important elements of nationality, the two dimensions -general importance of elements of nationality and opposition between two sets of elements -are statistically independent. So this is our first element in support of the thesis of a fragmented British concept of nationality by contrast with a French integrated one.

o Influence of age, education and religion on the conceptions of nationality. -------+--------+--------+--------+-------- AND RESP | 55,3 | 50,3 | 46,5 | 34,5 | 24,9 | 43,5 + -------+--------+--------+--------+-------- conceptions of the nation, either restricting the belonging to the nation to the respct of institution, or adding, in the tradition of the French revolution, the notion of feeling French to it (54 for 44ù and 10,4 for 7,5). People close to the right tend to value more the two other categories (nationality based on religion, ancestry, feeling and respect of institutions, with respectively 23% instead of 17% and 36 instead of 31%). Lastly, people close to the FN, even if there are only a small number, very distinctively give importance to the complete set of elements: 51% instead of 17% on average.

+ 2 | 63 | 94 | 109 | 134 | 55 | 455 EXCEPT RELIGION | 24,9 | 29,2 | 29,1 | 39,2 | 31,1 | 31,0 +--------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ 3 | 140 | 162 | 174 | 118 | 44 | 638 FEELING
--------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ 4 | 31 | 27 | 37 | 15 | 3 | 113 RESPECT INSTITUT | 12,3 | 8,4 | 9,9 | 4,4 | 1,7 | 7,7 +-
There is no such pattern to be seen in the British sample. There is a slight overrepresentation of people valuing all the components of nationality among the conservatives, but other categories seem random.

Xenophobia

A last and, according to us, strong element in support of our interpretation of the different patterns of national identity in France and the UK is the fact that the relationship between the clusters and measures of xenophobia is much stronger in France than in the UK. We will give two examples of this, but we've checked for the 9 questions concerning immigrants in the survey and this is valid in all the cases: in the French case, the relationship between the two variables is always much stronger than in the British case.

a. Immigrants are generally good for France/Britain's economy (agree strongly, agree, neither agree nor disagree, disagree, disagree strongly) 67 | 136 RESPECT INSTITUT | 18,8 | 20,0 | 20,8 | 17,8 | 16,7 | 17,8 +--------+--------+--------+--------+---- Here, the difference is less striking but remains. In the French case, apart from the people who would like the number of immigrants to be increased a lot, who are only 2,5 % of the sample, there is a steady, regular relationship between the clusters of nationality and the opinion relative to immigrant numbers, where people who want this number to decrease tend to have a conception of nationality more open and people who would like the number of immigrants to decrease tend to value all elements of nationality. While the table in the British case is less obvious. The same relationship exists as in the French case, but less regular, in particular for people who value nothing but the respect of institutions and people who value everything but religion -who are almost 40% of the sample -the pattern is unclear. The table below summarizes with a rough measure of association between the two variables -Kendall Tau B -the difference of intensity of their relations: 

Conclusion:

This paper is the draft analyse of the ISSP survey 2003 on national identity. Comparing the French and British sample, we wanted to find out if the many differences that one can observe in the different topics of the questionnaire (identifications, pride, sovereignty, xenophobia) could be referred to a basic, structural difference between the French and British ways of imagining the nation. The question is ambitious, so we got only small insights of a possible answer. Analysing the different elements that people find important to be truly French or British, we found similar clusters but with a very different distribution. And we tried to make sense to this difference. We give in the paper different arguments in support of our hypothesis, which is the following: -the pattern of British nationality seems a segmented one, mainly resulting from sociodemographic influence of generation effect and education. Young and educated people tend to give little importance to being British or to resume it to a formal question of respect of institutions or of personal feeling; while older and less educated generations give much more importance to the inherited aspects of nationality like religion or ancestry. However, the way people imagine the British community seems to be only weakly related to their political preferences and has only a limited relationship with their attitudes towards immigrants. -The pattern of French nationality seems on the contrary a politicised and rather integrated one. The same socio demographic influence can be observed but as well as a rather strong connection with political belonging. Due to a long history of struggle since the French Revolution between Catholics and Republicans about the meaning of French citizenship on the one hand Deloye); and to a recurrent presence of the extreme right in the political life since the beginning of the 20 th century on the other hand; the French have developed an integrated and conflictive conception of their nationality, where the openness of the nation is permanently under question, as proved by the frequent reform of the "code de nationalité".

Today's workshop was organised on the basis of the following hypothesis: that differences in national identities could be part of the explanation of differences in Euroscepticism in France and the UK. This dataset doesn't allow us to make any link between the patterns we have analysed and attitudes towards Europe simply because the questions about Europe were not asked to the British sample. But these different degrees of integration and politicisation of national patterns of identity in the two countries could result in a new formulation of the workshop hypothesis: the French Eurocepticism may very well be linked to national identity because the French national pattern of identity is highly politicised and hence tends to integrate others attitudes or opinions; while the British Euroscepticism may not be related to the relevant national identity because there is not such integrated and integrative conception of the British nation.

  A British pattern segmented and a French pattern politicised o Return to the factor analysis

 -------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ RELIGION | 21,8 | 23,5 | 22,0 | 20,1 | 18,3 | 21,4+--------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ -------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ -------+--------+--------+--------+-------- The age effect on the conceptions of nationality is strong in both countries. In France, 42% of the older generation consider that all elements are important in the making of a true French against less than 8% of the youngest; and on the contrary, more than 12% of the youngest consider than respecting institutions is sufficient for only é% of the eldest. In the British sample, the difference is even greater: more than 60% of difference on the everything is important category (4% against 68%) and from 32% to 7% on the "feeling only".

Education

Col Pct |3-10 11-12 13-18 -------+--------+--------+-------- IM | 52,0 | 22,4 | 16,6 | 13,3 | 30,4 + -------+--------+--------+--------+ Similarly, the time that a person spent at school does make a difference in the way he/she is likely to value the different components of nation identity in France: 35% of the less educated consider that everything is important against 10% of the most educated, and 22% of the less educated choose "feeling oneself and respecting institutions" instead of 58% of the most educated. Again, the differences in the British case are even more striking: 52% of less educated in favour of everything is important against 13% of the most educated; and 11% of the less educated for feeling and institutions compared with 64% of the most educated.

NB. The samples -especially the British ones -are a bit small for that, but a cross tabulation of education and age and the clusters shows that even if education and age are correlated, there effect are partly independent and cumulative: -------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ -------+--------+--------+--------+--------+ -------+--------+--------+--------+-------- -------+--------+--------+--------+-------- AND RESP | 44,4 | 44,6 | 34,6 | 20,6 | 15,6 | 30,6 +--------+--------+--------+--------+------- INSTITUT | 11,1 | 16,6 | 18,8 | 19,8 | 17,2 | 18,5 +--------+--------+--------+--------+---- In the French case, people who agree with the idea that immigrants are goof for the economy are clearly more likely to have a more open conception of nationality while people who disagree or disagree strongly are much more likely to value all elements of nationality. The relation is a strong linear one, almost without exception. There is also some relationship in the British case, but much less obvious, less regular, with exceptions on both extremes of the range of opinions.

b. Do you think that the number of immigrants to France/Britain nowadays should be increased a lot, increased a little, remain the same as it is, reduced a little, reduced a lot?