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Nationalism in
International Context



National →  Ethnic                
Identity Effects

•
 

We turn from the national identity
 

of state
 actors [...]

•
 

[...] to look at identity of sub-state ethnic 
actors

•
 

State identity through temporary coalition 
of domestic actors who capture the state
–

 
Ethnic diasporas as part of that coalition

•
 

Homeland, Hostland, Diaspora.



Diaspora Theory            
Location in IR Theory

•
 

Constructivism
 

has been about bringing 
culture

 
back in (among other topics)

•
 

Liberalism
 

has a sub-school
 

concerned 
with domestic sources of international 
relations (i.e. plurality of individuals and 
groups determines state interest)

•
 

Shain/Barth (2003) locate diaspora
 

theory 
within ‘liberal-constructivism’

 
nexus.



Diaspora-Concept

•
 

Members of ethnic groups that live outside their 
home territory (cf. Shain/Barth 2003:52)

•
 

Long-distance
 

diaspora
 E.g., British-Pakistanis, Polish-Americans

•
 

Neighbouring kin
 E.g., Northern Irish Catholics, Macedonian 

Albanians, Hutu in Congo, Sudeten Germans
•

 
Link International and Domestic, Local and 
Global.



[ctnd.] Diaspora

•
 

Long history: Parsees, Greeks, Jews, 
Arabs, Armenians, etc.

•
 

Trade Routes by sea or land, i.e. Silk Road, 
Spice Route

•
 

Ethnic ties lower transaction costs and 
solve problem of trust and information 
flow in premodern

 
world.



Neighbouring Kin
•

 
Created by imperfect match between states and 
ethnic homelands

•
 

‘Cut off’
 

groups
 

after geopolitical shifts
–

 
e.g., Russians in ‘near abroad’

 
after 1989; Hungarians in 

Romania after WWI; Muslims in India after 1947; Catholics 
in Northern Ireland after 1922.

•
 

[...] Often hanker after ‘lost’
 

territory and may push 
their state to claim it. Known as irridentism, after 
irridenta (unredeemed, in Italian, referring to 
Dalmatian territories lost to Croatia-Yugoslavia)

•
 

Irridentism
 

is an important instance of where ethnic 
kin affect relations between states.



Diaspora                         
Cultural Dynamics

•
 

Often held together by religion, language, 
and the collective memory of major events

•
 

Religion
 

can serve as a surrogate state-in-
 exile

•
 

Ethnic leaders in exile can act as political 
players

 
when homeland suppressed

–
 

E.g., Armenian Catholicosate
 

in Lebanon 
during Soviet period.



Diaspora Identity
•

 
More idealised

 
and perfect than 

in the homeland
•

 
More ethno-cultural

 
and less 

political
–

 
In HOMELAND, “Members of 
the political community are 
Israelis more than Jews, and 
Armenians more than members of 
the Apostolic church”

 
(Safran

 2006)
–

 
But in the DIASPORA, ‘practical’

 state-building and civic unity are 
unimportant, and ‘political 
correctness’

 
re the land of origin 

does not impede ethnicity.



Diaspora as Nation-in-Exile
•

 
Religious

 
ritual and symbolism, and difference from 

host culture, more important;
•

 
Role of memory stronger in diaspora: holocausts 
among Jews and Armenians. Precludes deals and 
realpolitik, unlike in homeland;

•
 

Myth of exile important, more so than day-to-day   
civic ‘patriotism.’



Humiliation + Diaspora Zeal
•

 
Many diaspora

 
members feel like outsiders

 
in hostland

•
 

Outsiders to the host dominant ethnie
 

and its culture
•

 
May be viewed as backward by host if doing menial 
jobs (e.g., overseas Albanians, Palestinians)

•
 

May be resented and bullied if a middleman minority. 
Wealthy but powerless (e.g., Overseas Jews, Hindus)

•
 

Politically impotent in hostland
•

 
Self-esteem, especially masculine, is slighted

•
 

Homeland as focus for frustrated political ambitions 
and masculinity

•
 

Can be ideologically extreme (i.e. some US Hindus, 
Jews) without paying cost of militaristic policies (cf. 
Mukta

 
and Bhatt, 2000).



Diaspora Nationalism
•

 
“Diaspora has produced the 
homeland”: diaspora

 
mobilises 

stateless people on behalf of 
nationalism

•
 

May be more modern and in 
touch with new ideas like 
nationalism, liberalism

•
 

Resources, personnel, 
intellectuals, global lobbyists 
(i.e. Zionists c. 1914-20)

•
 

Freer from tyranny to 
organise, mobilise and lobby 
world powers

•
 

E.g., Ireland, Israel, Greece, 
many East European countries, 
Sikhs, Hindus, Tibetan, Iraqi?



Decline of Diaspora?

•
 

Hostlands
 

may have ‘ahistorical
 

cultures’
•

 
Hostlands

 
may be syncretic, ‘loose-bounded’

•
 

Secularisation
 

in hostland
•

 
Loss of religion can be withstood by symbolic 
religion

 
(occasional attendance)

•
 

Ethnic intermarriage and loss –
 

leading up to 
symbolic ethnicity

•
 

Assimilation
 

is possible: over 50% of Jews now 
in the US.



Hostland  Perspective      
Divided Loyalties?

•
 

Huntington (2004) alleges 
that large diasporas capture 
US foreign policy and 
distort it from the national 
interest

•
 

Dual loyalties also increase 
internal conflict and reduce 
national solidarity.

Proportion of Countries’ Populations 
Resident in USA (Huntington 2004)



Diasporas                         
and International Conflict

•
 

Risk of conflict 6x higher in societies with largest 
US diasporas than in those without US diasporas

•
 

Impact of past war works through refugee diasporas 
to foment future conflict

•
 

Can spoil peace processes
•

 
Can spread terrorism from domestic to international

•
 

Can import
 

wider ‘clash
 

of civilisations’
 

ideologies
 into local conflicts

•
 

One of the strongest predictors of secession and 
irridentism

 
are links to ethnic kin across borders.



Diaspora-Homeland Dynamics

•
 

Many diasporas are ineffective 
international actors

 
(American diaspora

 
in 

France?; Palestinian diaspora
 

in US?)
•

 
Jewish-Israeli case as a fully developed 
model. Many others less developed

•
 

What determines the influence
 

of a 
diaspora?



[cntd.] Diaspora Influence      
on Homeland Foreign Policy

⌂
 

Antecedents
•

 
*Identity-Based Motive among Diaspora; *Democratic Hostland

1.
 

Weakness of Homeland State
•

 
*Material; *Ideological (i.e. as ethno-spiritual centre); *Democratic 
permeability

2.
 

Cohesion of Diaspora
3.

 
Homeland Perception of Diaspora

4.
 

Add: Strength of Diaspora
•

 
*Material; *Ideological; *Political.



Armenian Case
•

 
Democratic Hostlands: USA and France

•
 

Weak Homeland State: materially, ideologically tenuous 
where is centre of Armenian cause, somewhat permeable as  
a new democracy

•
 

Cohesive diaspora
 

–
 

Support same policy. More so than 
Jews (Zionist/non-Zionist)

•
 

Strong diaspora: with a lot of wealth and policy clout in 
USA (1m), France (1/2m)

•
 

Homeland divided as to diaspora
 

use: some see diaspora
 as meddlesome, others as useful (contrast with Israel where 

diaspora
 

more appreciated). Less identity with genocide
•

 
Result: downfall of Ter-Petrossian

 
(1991-5) over rappro-

 chement
 

with Turkey and Azerbaijan; Diaspora victory.



Strength of 
Diasporan Identity 
with Homeland (ie 
Diaspora Identitifes)

Hostland Democracy 
(the weaker the 

better)

Weakness of 
Homeland state 

(material, 
ideological, 
democratic 

Cohesion of 
Diaspora (endorsing 

same policy for 
homeland)

Strength of 
diaspora (wealth, 

political clout, 
spiritual centre)

Perception of 
diaspora in the 
homeland (more 
positive the better)

Hostland (-)

Diaspora (+)

Homeland (-)

Diasporic Influence on 
Homeland Foreign Policy

Diaspora Influence on 
Hostland Foreign Policy

Factors Determining Diaspora Foreign Policy Influence 

Diaspora → Foreign Policy     
Factors Determining Influence



States Cultivate Diasporas

•
 

States allow expatriates or diaspora
 

members to vote
–

 
E.g., Mexicans in US can vote in Mexico

•
 

Dual citizenship 
–

 
[...] has increased globally, whereas traditionally, states 
were largely opposed

•
 

Ministries for Diasporic
 

Affairs
–

 
E.g., Chinese government has links to Chinese media in 
Vancouver and contacts those who take an anti-Chinese 
line. Monitors some immigrant students

•
 

Spying
 

a risk? 
–

 
E.g., Chinese high-tech spies.





Globalisation and Diaspora

•
 

Better global communications
–

 
Flights

–
 

Cheap Phone Calls
–

 
Internet ‘ethnic’

 
or home news sites and chat rooms, 

Cable TV ‘ethnic’
 

channels, homeland news
–

 
Easier to remit money. Major part of some countries’

 economies 

•
 

Diasporas as an important non-state actor
•

 
Globalisation thereby strengthens

 
rather than 

weakens ethnicity
 

(cf. J. Kotkin, 1992).
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