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National identity: Conceptual models,
discourses and political change

‘Britishness’ in a social cognitive linguistics*

Peter Harder
Department of English, Germanic and Romance Studies, University of
Copenhagen

Cognitive Linguistics has demonstrated the applicability of a conceptual ap-
proach to the understanding of political issues, ¢f. Lakoff (2008) and many
others. From a different perspective, critical discourse analysis has approached
political concepts with a focus on issues involving potentially divisive features
such as race, class, gender and ethnic identity’ Although discourses are not
identical to conceptual models, conceptual models are typically manifested in
discourse, and discourses are typically reflections of conceptualizations, a theme
explored e.g. in Hart and Lukes (2007). As argued in Harder (2010), however,
both the analytic stance of critical discourse analysis (based on the hermeneutics
of suspicion), and the cognitivist stance of Lakoff (2008) are too narrow: The
understanding of political language requires a wider framework of social nomb.p-
tive linguistics. Essential features of such a framework are a basis in collaborative
intersubjectivity and the inclusion of causal factors in the social domain Emﬁ.
impinge on conceptualization. This enables politically salient conceptualizations
to be understood in the light of different types of input to conceptualization,
rather than solely in terms of conceptual models or discourses. This is especially
important in cases that involve conflictive political issues such as national and
ethnic identity. The article reports on a historical project with a linguistic dimen-
sion in my department (PI Stuart Ward, cf, Ward 2004), which aims to throw
light on the interplay between conceptual, geopolitical and social factors in shap-
ing the ongoing change in the role and nature of ‘Britishness, A key question for
this article is: What are relations between conceptual models and macro-social,
causal factors in shaping the intersubjective status of Britishness?

* 1T would like to .Emsw the ‘Embers of Empire group, especially Stuart Ward and Jimmi

Ostergaard Nielsen, for valuable feedback on earlier versions of this article. Needless to say,
remaining errors are my own
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1. Conceptualization and social reality in cognitive linguistics

This article is the result of cross-disciplinary collaboration within the framework
of a historical research project entitled Embers of Empire (headed by Stuart Ward,
cf. Ward 2001; Curran & Ward 2010). The aim of the project is to investigate the
consequences of the loss of empire for metropolitan Britain, and within that proj-
ect one strand is to throw light on the role of ‘Britishness’ in the historical process.

From a classic cognitive linguistic perspective, this calls for an analysis of how
Britishness is conceptualized, ie. the conceptual models associated with being
British. However, for reasons that have been discussed in depth in Harder (2010),
to capture the interface with history it is necessary to develop a ‘social cognitive
linguistics’ in which the cognitive space that constitutes the frame for ‘classic’ cog-
nitive linguistics is enriched with an additional, social dimension. Crucial to this
conception is that social space is not viewed as a separate ‘external’ factor, but as
an integrated part of the ontology of concepts in the human world (cf. also Clark

1996; Croft 2009).

The understanding of cognitive linguistics as having an integrated social di-
mension is rooted in the property that Tomasello (1999, 2008) places as the cru-
cial prerequisite for the rise of human-type languages: joint attention and activity.
Roughly speaking, other animals interact with the world (including fellow sub-
jects) on the basis of a dichotomy: on the one hand there is me, on the other hand
there are objects and individuals that I interact with and that impinge upon my ac-
tions. But instead of this dyadic distinction between ‘me’ and ‘'other, human beings
accord fellow subjects a constitutive role in the way they relate to the world. Human
beings are special in this ‘triadic’ orientation: they are disposed to seek an under-
standing of the world that is aligned with the way fellow subjects understand it.

In the case of linguistic concepts, this explains the nature of linguistic mean-
ings as ‘joint property”: words can only acquire shared meaning for members of
the speech community because of the human orientation towards mutual under-
standing rather than towards purely individual cognitive processing. This means
that cognition in the individual mird is not enough to account for human mental
understanding — and therefore the classic cognitive linguistic approach to cogni-
tion in the social domain needs to be expanded to include this constitutive social
dimension.

Cognitive Linguistics has long taken an interest in socioculturally central con-
cepts (an obvious example being the work of George Lakoff, e.g. 1996, 2008}, but



such an interest does not necessarily require the linguist to extend the frame from
conceptualization in the mind to conceptualization as part of wider social pro-
cesses. Instead, a widespread approach is the diametrically opposite one: to rein-
terpret the social context as constituting merely another cognitive phenomenon.
‘Context’ becomes ‘cognitive context. Examples of this cognition-based approach
to social context include Relevance Theory (Sperber and Wilson 1986/95, cf. the
discussion in Harder 2003), and the approach presented in Hart (2011). This does
not entail a lack of interest in societal issues - it merely locates such issues on a
cognitive canvas, with conceptual models pitted against one another, instead of
putting cognition into a context that also involves non-cognitive factors including
wars, migrations and constitutional change.

Yet as pointed out in Maalej’s (2013: 390) review of Hart, a purely cognitive ap-
proach to context is controversial. In a historical context, the core of the problem
is that it leaves the question of the interface between conceptualization and social
processes unexplored. A crucial dimension of this issue is the element of causal
efficacy, cf. Harder (2010:310-314). The way in which certain targets are concep-
tualized by certain people at certain times has causal consequences for their his-
torical trajectory outside individual minds, and this can only be explored by going
beyond mental, cognitive content. '

An example of this dimension is the role of conceptualisation of potential
actions that enter into the law. Such conceptualizations belong in various cogni-
tive domains, the domain of ‘crime’ being salient in the penal code. What turns
the penal code into a social fact {an ‘operational social constructior, cf, Harder
2010:314), rather than merely a catalogue of conceptualizations, are the actual
consequences of committing a crime — ie. of instantiating the conceptual catego-
ries in the penal code. The actual fact of being apprehended and imprisoned needs
to be part of the picture in addition to the conceptual catalogue of crimes. If there
is in fact no law enforcement going on in a state, there is a sense in which the law
does not really ‘mean’ anything in such a state.

'This is more than a trivial quibble between different senses of ‘mean’: from a
social cognitive point of view the meaning of the law necessarily depends both on
the way it links up with social reality and on the purely conceptual sense of what
the paragraphs in the law ‘mean. Both dimensions are needed to get a grip on
meaning in social space.

A discussion of what it means to be British in a given historical context (in-
cluding in a historical context the panchronic perspective that involves what it has
meant and may come to mean) must therefore cover both the cognitive and the so-
cial dimension of meaning. A hypothesis suggesting that the course of history may
have been shaped by changing configurations of meaning involving ‘Britishness’
needs to consider both what the conceptual structures are and how they are

anchored in the social processes that shape actual events. Below I have tried to
apply this perspective to a number of salient articulations of how Britishness has
been understood in key historical contexts.

In methodological terms, in this article | stand on the shoulders of histori-
ans: I take over representations of focal developments, events and issues that have
emerged in the historical discussion, and use them as input to an analysis of the
conceptual dimension of the historical processes they have analysed. ‘This means
that the analysis below is essentially programmatic.

A viable research paradigm for combining historical and ‘social cognitive lin-
guistic’ analysis must necessarily include a strong corpus analytic dimension (in

terms of the Embers of Empire project this is exemplified by @stergaard Nielsen
2013).!

2. Social cognitive linguistics and critical discourse analysis
2.1 The difference in agendas

The approach exemplified below should not be understood only in relation to tra-
ditional cognitive linguistics, but also as an alternative to a quite different tradition.
In addressing conceptualizations of national identity as part of social processes, I
am entering territory that has long been the subject of intense interest from criti-
cal discourse analysis, and more generally of critical theory, a key work being The
Discursive Construction of National Identity (Wodak et al. 2009). As evident from the
mission statement below, however, the aim is different from the aims of this article:

The aim of Critical Discourse Analysis is to unmask ideologically permeated and
often obscured structures of power, political control and dominance, as well as

strategies of discriminatory inclusion and exclusion in language use. (Wodak et
al. 2009:8)

The “unmasking’ purpose goes with a ‘hermeneutics of suspicion’ (cf. Ricoeur
1970), i.e. one that looks for something hidden behind the apparent meanings of

utterances analysed; and national identity is understood as one of the meanings
that need to be unmasked:

Past contingencies (...}, are appropriated by the contemporary nation by mythi-

cally expanding the nation into a transhistorical, and thus elernal, entity. (Wodak
etal. 2009:1)

1. In cognitive linguistics, corpus-based work on national identity is found in I'Hote (2012)
and Perrez and Reuchamps (2013); in the field of history,

the use of linguistic corpora is found
e.g. in Blaxill (2013).
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Part of this ‘unmasking’ agenda is an orientation towards locating the target of

analysis not in something perceived as overarching social reality, but rather in the
mind, or in discourse:

Firstly, following Benedict Anderson (1983, pp. 15f), we assume that nations are
mental constructs, ‘imagined communities, which nationalised political subjects
perceive as discrete political entities.

Secondly, we assume that national identities, as special forms of social identi-
ties, are produced and reproduced, as well as transformed and dismantled, discur-
sively. (Wodak et al, 2009: 3-4)

If we look on this difference simply as a question of what the object of description
is, the approach outlined in the extracts above aims to describe, identify and criti-
cize whatever goes into the process of making people construct and adopt national
identities in spite of their doubtful status in social reality (whatever that might be),
In contrast, I am interested in precisely the historical role of such national identi-
ties as constituents of macro-social reality.

As will be apparent, there is no necessary conflict between these approaches:
the more efficacious such social identities are, the more relevant it will be to point
out in what respects they are liable to critical deconstruction. And vice versa: the
more intensely the discursive process of negotiating national identity is carried
out, the maore relevant it is to analyse how that may feed into macro-social histori-
cal processes.

Yet it will be clear that there is an important difference of orientation. The
point of the ‘unmasking’ analysis is underpinned by a basic hostility towards na-
tional identity: ideally, it is more or less understood, the whole process of con-
structing national identities ought to be stopped, leaving a landscape of identities
indifferent to issues of national affiliation. In contrast, an investigation in terms
of the actual historical role of national identities leaves open the possibility that
they may have beneficial as well as destructive effects. As an example of their non-
destructive effects, it may be mentioned that historically the emergence in the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries of nation states based on a widespread sense
of national identity was at the same time the emergence of modern democracy as
opposed to the feudal regimes of the past (Anderson 2006: 81).

Moreover, the ‘unmasking’ paradigm entails an orientation towards seeing na-
tions and national identity as in some sense illusions, while an analysis in terms
of actual consequences stresses their historical reality. To emphasize this point, I
distinguish between ‘discursive constructions and ‘social’ constructions in the fol-
lowing way (cf. Harder 2010: 307): A discursive construction is one that emerges
in the course of a specific Process of discursive interaction and whose causal pow-
ers remain tied to that spatiotemporally delimited course of events. An everyday

- £

illustration would be when a particular date is being discussed as the potential
time of the next badminton match between two people. A social construction, in

The critical and the cognitive traditions both attach importance to conceptu-
alizations, and share a rejection of classical ‘essentialist’ views of concepts (L.e. defi-
nitions of categories based on Decessary-and-sufficient conditions), cf e.g. Wodak

reflect arbitrary but power-based positions in social conflicts. A sample quotation
may give the flavour:

National identity is the “floating signifier’ in the politics of culture and location
among diasporic people residing in France. Constructed discursively as a pre-
clous, yet threatened, commodity, French national identity is a form of symbolic
power that excludes in its very definition of inclysion by implicitly conflating con-
structs of culture with ‘race’ (Keaton 1999: 47)

Cognitive linguistics, in contrast, looks for conceptual structures grounded in hu-
man experience, including actual language use. Although there is not a real world
of discrete essences, there is a real world grounded in human experience, includ-
ing conceptual mappings that align experiential domains in criss-crossing but mo-
tivated ways — with various degrees of order and coherence,

Social cognitive linguistics aims to anchor such conceptual patterns in non-
conceptual historical processes. What a social cognitive linguistics can add to both
the critical and the cognitive approaches is the role of conceptualization as a con-
stitutive element in social reality, one which interacts with other, non-conceptual
features (such as warfare and economic development). In the Embers of Empire
project, a key issue is the future of Britain in the face of devolution and the up-
coming vote on Scottish independence (cf. Ward and @stergaard Nielsen fc; for an
analysis in terms of metaphorical conceptualization see L'Héte 2012). An inves-
tigation of this issue includes the question of the role of British nationa] identity
in this process: if the conceptualization among Scots of being British in addition
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to being Scottish has undergone a decline, how is that related to other historical
events and what is its significance in relation to those other events?

2.2 'The role of evolutionary dynamics

A key feature of the theory underlying the following account is the role of evo-
lutionary dynamics in relation to sociocultural phenomena, including language
{cf. Richerson and Boyd 2005; Croft 2000; Harder 2010). Like other phenomena
that involve interplay between individual and population-level phenomena, cul-
tural constructs including languages and meanings are shaped by two interacting
mechanisms: reproduction (carried out by individuals) and selection, or ‘differ-
ential preliferation’ (which is a population-level process). In relation to linguis-
tic change, the individual level is manifested when someone chooses to use (ie.
‘reproduces’) a given word. In turn, the population or macro-level is manifested
when a given word spreads (or becomes extinct) in the speech community. The
macro-level is also known as the level of the ‘invisible hand’, cf, Keller (1990).

In relation to the topic of national identity, it means that two interacting types
of processes are at work: individuals adopt (or do not adopt) national identities,
and at the maco level such identities spread differentially in the population. At the
macro level, one possible outcome is that, just as a word may become part of the
language, a national identity may become part of the culture. As such, it becomes a
‘social construction’ in the sense that goes beyond situation-dependent discursive
constructions (cf. above). In such cases, national identities (like word meanings)
become ‘part of the furniture’ in the community and hence give rise to selection
pressures in their own right: it is selectionally preferred for individuals to adopt,
or at least adapt to, words and social identities that are current in the community.

Natjonal identities, in this account, thus may achieve the status of macro-
level facts that shape community life in various ways — by giving selectionally
‘preferred’ status to actions that are in accordance with the values associated with
national loyalties. In relation to other types of historical investigation, this way of
addressing the issue is in contrast not only with the purely discourse-based ap-
proach, but also with approaches based purely on impersonal power and rational
choice. Also in that context, there is no necessary conflict in terms of the aim of
capturing the total picture: It is plausible that there are factors of power play and
self-interest in the picture, even if people’s self-categorization as members of a
particular national community also has a role to play.

What the analysis below tries to offer can be illustrated with reference to the
way in which it reaches beyond the types of analysis that are familiar in cognitive
linguistics on the one hand and critical discourse analysis on the other. Cognitive
linguistics offers the tools for analysing conceptualizations of what it means to be

British, and in its modern, variationally oriented version it also offers a format
for capturing patterns of variation in such conceptualizations. Critical discourse
analysis offers a format for characterizing ideological constructions of national
identity and showing what is wrong with them. What neither approach focuses
on is the interplay between changing, but causally efficacious, understandings of

national identity, and political processes. This, however, is what will be in focus
below.

3. National identity: Social role and conceptual anatomy

3.1 Natjonal identity: Some preliminary issues

National identity is well placed as an illustration example of conceptualization in
social space because the role of conceptualization in underpinning nation states has
been generally recognized since Imagined Communities (Anderson 1983/ 2006), cf.
also the reference in Wodak at al. {2009) above. It also has a the striking feature
that one can point to the specific necessity of conceptualization in this context:
Face-to-face communities can in principle maintain cohesion irrespective of the
way they are conceptualized by the participants, because recurrent physical prox-
imity enables causal factors of co-ordination independent of mental understand-
ing to drive the process of communal action (compare the role of pheromones
in insect societies, for instance). In the case of nation states, however, even the
smallest nations go beyond the size of community where all members can know
and respond to each other by personal contact (cf. Anderson 2006:6). In order for
such a community to exist, it has to rely on mechanisms of coheston that draw on
conceptualization, on the way members imaginatively construct the community,

In the same context, Anderson makes a point of addressing the whiff of illu-
sion that may be read into the phrase ‘imagined community. Thus in Anderson
(2006:6) Gellner is taken to task for missing the fact that nations are not figments
of invention — rather, they are the result of acts of creation: Because of imagina-
tion, nation states become possible. In the book as a whole, Anderson describes
all the factors that were necessary for conceptualizations of national identity to ac-
quire this power of creation (including the capitalist printing press and the weak-
ening of religion as a target of identification), and shows how older structures such
as feudal loyalties gave way to the new pattern of identification during a specific
historical period in Europe (and Latin America) in the early 1800s.

As an illustration of precisely what gap the conceptual element must fill in this
process, I would like to offer a passage from the film Lawrence of Arabia, which
deals with the role of T.E. Lawrence (the author of The Seven Pillars of Wisdom) in
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the dismantling of the Ottoman Empire in the First World War. Auda abu Tayiisa
chief whose co-operation Lawrence tries to enlist:

TE. Lawrence:  We do not work this thing for Feisal.

Auda abu Tayi:  No? For the English, then?

TE. Lawrence:  For the Arabs.

Audaabu Tayi:  The Arabs? The Howitat, Ajili, Rala, Beni Saha; these I know, I
have even heard of the Harif, but the Arabs? What tribe is that?

What this is meant to illustrate is that unless there is a concept of ‘being Arabs) a
real historical entity constituted by “the Arabs” is literally inconceivable. As subse-
quent events demonstrated, however, the concept itself is not enough it needs to
latch on to other factors in the social world in order for a national Arab entity to
become part of reality.

In order for “national identity” to be analyzed in the dispassionate way that is
presupposed here, it is essential to keep it clearly distinct from nationalism. There
are many definitions of nationalism, but for the purposes of this account I shall
stipulate the following definition: Nationalism is a form of collective self-assertion,
involving a higher evaluation of members of one’s own nation and a prioritization
of the interest of that nation over the interests of other nations (thus violating
Kant’s principle of moral action, which requires that one’s own actions must be in-
stances of a universal law). The point of this definition is to stress that one can have
a national identity, i.e. understand oneself as a member of a particular national
community, without necessarily acting aggressively in its behalf. The discussion
about nationalism remains closely associated with the discussion about national
identity, but this distinction serves to ensure that the two do not have to merge
into one another.?

Another distinction that must be kept in mind is the distinction between na-
tional character (or characteristics) and national identity; Wodak et al (2009: 29)
rightly dissociate themselves from Bourdiew’s identification between the two.
The difference is especially obvious in the historical perspective: the process de-
scribed by Anderson whereby national identity came into being was not a pro-
cess of reshaping every individual citizen to fit a particular pattern. To make
the same dissociation clear from the opposite perspective: the inhabitants of a
particular region might be more or less alike in character(istics), regardless of
whether such a similarity happens to be recruited as a foundation for a shared
national identity.

2. If a distinction is made between “patriotism” as commitment to the interests of the political
unit and “nationalism” as a commitment to the interests of the ethnic group, national identity is
thus distinct from both, comprising only the way subjects understand themselves, irrespective
of any component of collective selfishness in relation to other states,
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Simplistic discussions about national identity often start with the question of
how to define what a real Dane (American....) is like. With the distinction be-
tween national identity and national characteristics, it is clear why starting out
with this question will not provide any clarification of the issue (whether one is
for or against national identity). National stereotypes are real and important, as
are beliefs about national essences (cf, Whelan 2007) — but they are important as
additional empirical phenomena in the world under investigation, not as potential
hypotheses about national identity.

Such hypotheses, rather, must address conceptualizations of membership, of
understanding oneself as belonging to Anderson’s imagined communities. Such
conceptualizations naturally contain as constituents ideas of what it is like to be a
member — including stereotypes, essentialist beliefs, as well as actual membership
experiences (such as soccer internationals, etc). However, they do not constitute
criteria for actual membership, which is the crucial feature.

But the move from looking for shared characteristics to shared membership
does not in itself solve the problem of variation that underlies the scepticism about
national identity: if people conceive of both themselves and the community in dif-
ferent ways, these may be viewed as features of personal identity, but how can one
meaningfully speak of national identity?

This question addresses a key feature of the account presented here (for de-
tails, cf. Harder 2010:269f). This is about why variational analysis should not
be viewed as an alternative to analysis in terms of category membership. The
crux is that there is an inherent and mutually constitutive relationship between
variation at one level znd identity at another level. If we ask simply whether two
phenomena are the same or different, the answer is inevitably that if we look
carefully enough, everything is ultimately different from everything else. Yet if
we stay at that level, the description grinds to a halt; there is nothing more to be
said. The interesting sense of variation arises when what is in certain relevant
respects the same is simultaneously in some other respects different. To illustrate
with an example from variational linguistics: postvocalic T’ can only be said
to have zero as a ‘variant’ if we see eg the word hard as ‘the same’ irrespective
of whether it is pronounced as [hard] or as [ha:d] (cf, Harder 2012). The same
applies in biology: we speak of variation when we consider differences between
members of the same species or family, but not in order to compare a zebra with
a maple leaf,

Variation, therefore, does not rule out the existence of national identity as a
shared category. First of all, at the individual level, all human beings have a com-
posite repertoire of identity features. National identity is only one element, which
may manifest itself in a range of different ways. This spectrum of differences does
not mean that national identity does not exist, any more than phonetic variation
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would rule out the existence of phonological categories. Just as in phonology,
moreover, the reality of a national identity is not constituted by phenomena at
the individual level as such — it is due to the existence of a macro level towards
which individuals respond (e.g., by adaptation): just as the word hard is the same
in terms of the way it is understood in the community (regardless of whether it
is pronounced with a postvocalic -r or not), so Denmark is understood as being
the same nation regardless of whether individuals may have conflicting beliefs and
conceptualizations about it, and being a Dane is therefore also ‘the same’ property,
even while it subject to variation.

I would like to emphasize that this is not a conceptual trick, a clever escape
clause from the relentless force of variation, in order to be able to go on talking
about generalizations that lack a proper empirical foundation. What the argument
above shows is that maintaining a well-defined form of sameness is a precondi-
tion for the whole possibility of variational analysis. If the reluctance to admit
sameness causes multiplicity to take over the entire field, the whole analytical pur-
chase gets lost, and we are left with irreducible difference as the only outcome {cf.
Brubaker and Cooper 2000, who argue that this is in fact what has happened to the
concept of “identity’ in itself).

3.2 The classifying and the descriptive dimension of national identity

On the basis of this preliminary argument I would like to present the format that
I propose for the conceptualization that applies to national identity generally. I
propose two superordinate conceptual components:

1. A ‘lassifying’ component (citizenship in a given nation) — a ‘plus/minus’
preperty . .

2. A ‘descriptive’ component {ethnocultural features of the community): a varia-
tional network of features linked up by family resemblances

In the case of actually functioning national identities, these conceptual features are
grounded in at least two ways:

1. Intersubjective commitment: being eg Danish is part of who ‘we’ are; a sense of
group loyalty, which may, for instance, trigger a sense of annoyance if some-
one from another nation criticizes features of national significance

2. Emotional underpinning, cf. Damasio (1994): it feels ‘right’ to act based on
this identification (in the extreme case laying down your life for the nation)

Although grounded in these ways once they are established, national identities
are not directly embodied in the classic cognitive-linguistic sense. While ‘con-
tainment’ or ‘affection’ are grounded in canonical bodily experience, there is no

33
canonical elementary experience that links up directly with national identity; this
is why metaphorical projection is essential, cf. Section 3 below.

This understanding of national identity brings together two traditions of con-
ceptualizing the nation, cf. Geeraerts (2003): one associated with rationalism and
the French revolution and one associated with German Romaaticism, The former
takes the state as the constitutive unit and understands national identity as com-
mitment o the role as stakeholder in the ‘republic; as citoyen. The latter is based on
cultural identity and takes membership of the ‘people’ understood as a group with
the same language and culture as the basic foundation, with Herder as the found-
ing figure. The difference between the two conceptions is reflected in the famous
statement by count Stanislas de Clermont-Tonnerre in a speech (Dec 23, 1789)
discussing the status of the Jews in the new regime: “We must refuse everything
to the Jews as a nation and accord everything to Jews as individuals” What Jews
might believe individually was not a problematic, any more than the individual be-
liefs of other citizens, but collectively they could not be allowed to maintain loyalty
to their own ethnic identity above loyalty. to the shared nation.

There are reasons to believe that this dual structure of conceptualizations of
national identity reflects a widespread informal consensus: in spite of the differ-
ence between the two ideologies, both elements tend to play a role in practice (cf,
e.g. Wodak et al. 2009: 5). Some sort of common cultural affinity and some sort of
shared political unit are both necessary for national identity to function felicitously.

In the case of categories of national identity, the ‘classifying’ feature provides
the concrete anchoring for the point of principle introduced above: to speak mean-
ingfully of variation, one has to have a criterion of sameness. The sense in which
belonging to a nation is the same for all citizens, regardless of how they conceive of
it individually, provides this criterion of sameness. Although this property under-
lies the citoyen ideal presented above, it should be pointed out that being a Dane
in the classifying sense does not necessarily entail a commitment to republican
ideals — it is a much simpler and less controversial feature. In the prototypical
case, there is only marginal scope for variation when assessing this in relation to
a particular individual: nations need to know who is potentially taxable, available
for conscription, etc.

It may be objected that there can be a sense of national identity without a
nation, as there were historically before nation states became realized. Today, the
Kurds are a salient case. However, in such cases, only the ethnic element is part of
an operational social construction. The civic element is not absent, since the goal
is to establish a state of which the relevant people can be citizens; but at this stage,
itis only a projected social construction {cf. Harder 2010: 330).

The role of the classifying dimension as the ultimate anchor for national iden-
tity is expressed in the following passage in Ward (2008: 220)
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Identity is a notoriously slippery field of study because it is so subjective and mul-
tifaceted. No group identity is ever truly stable or coherent, and even the most
homogeneous communities are prone to fragmentation due to the countless dis-
tinctions of age, gender, occupation, religion, political persuasion and so on. Yet
few would dispute that all social groupings share certain assumptions about their
distinguishing characteristics without which they could not function as a com:-
munities. In some cases, this would amount to little more than tacit agreement on
the outer definitions of the realm within which internal disputes can legitimately

be fought.

The ‘outer definitions’ correspond to those administrative delimitations that de-
termine what nation the individual is a citizen of. The way in which it allows in-
formants in an investigation of perceived national identity to give an appropriate
answer, even if they have little to offer in terms of descriptive specification, is ex-
emplified in the answer cited in Condor (1996:45): I have @ British passport, so I
suppose that means I am British. The ‘classifying’ dimension thus provides a frame
within which variation can be studied without any risk of undermining the pur-
chase of the concept as a tool for analysis,

The descriptive dimension is necessary because it supplies the actual content
of the community life that constitutes the target of identification; but its exact na-
ture and degree of ethnic sameness is extremely variable. Ethnic stereotypes exist
as recognizable clusters within this larger field of conceptualizations of life within
the national community. It should be emphasized that stereotypes are very differ-
ent from essentialist models — for one thing, there can be several very dissimilar
natjonal stereotypes (from the English gentleman via the effete aristocrat to the
football hooligan). It may be seen as an undesirable concession to accord stereo-
types any degree of reality, but they reflect the ‘rough-and-ready’ functionality of
everyday conceptualization in essentially the same way as the prototype effects as-
sociated with basic-level concepts. Let me cite the words (perhaps surprisingly for
some) of Terry Eagleton, from Across the Pond. An Englishman’s view of America:

Can one, however, speak of Americans in this grandly generalizing way? Is this
not the sin of stereotyping, which all high-minded liberals have learnt to abhor?
(p.3)... If people have shared roughly the same social and material conditions for
long periods of time, it would be astonishing if they did not display certain cul-
tural and psychological features in common. To deny this would be to suggest that
their social conditions played no part in their formation, which is by and large a
conservative rather than a progressive case. (p.8)

Just as there are some stereotypical features of communities, there are also features
that are conspicuously not part of national community practices; thus caste marks
in the forehead would instantly signal ‘foreignness’ in a Danish context.
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Nations share with smaller units such as tribes and clans the potential for
serving as meaningful, identity-bearing communities. For reasons investigated
by Durkheim (1897), it is a preferred condition to live in a society where there
is felt to be a set of collective norms that one can subscribe to as an individual
and feel part of; the dispreferred alternative he points to is anomie, a condition
that increases the incidence of suicide in a community. From an Olympic point
of view; there is no reason to elevate nation states to be specially privileged units
of identification; but the fact is that in the modern world it is hard to see realistic
alternatives. Diamond (2012) offers a panoramic survey of gains and losses in the
trajectory towards state societies from bands, tribes and chiefdoms, offering ways
in which it may be possible to preserve desirable features of face-to-face commu-
nities, without suggesting that there is any way back,

If that is assumed, there are good reasons to prefer well-functioning to dys-
functional state-level units. The concept of ‘failed states’ as applied €.g. to Somalia
points to the fact that not all states provide their citizens with the services that are
associated with citizenship of state-level societies such as law enforcement and
education. The existence of such states points to one factor which makes the exis-
tence of operational national identities desirable for a majority of citizens: to the
extent commitment and loyalty to the state as a shared unit of identification has
the function of making it possible to maintain basic everyday security, it is a good
thing. (The role of everyday security is documented in detail by Diamond 2012 as
one reason why tribal organization should not be romanticized).

In that sense, there is a point in viewing national identities as having a poten-
tial that is not easily captured within a framework that i predicated entirely on the
hermeneutics of suspicion. In certain situations, the very fact that national identi-
ties are contested and uncertain may even be a good reason for trying to assess
their unrealized potential role in the community (cf. Baudet 2012). The relative
merits and demerits of strong national identities depend on their actual ability
to provide a benign focus of identity for those who are (by the classificatory cri-
terion} their citizens; and that in turn depends on the social manifestation of the
descriptive, ethnocultural pattern of identification that is the other component —

from mutual hostility and ethnic cleansing at one end to friendly cohabitation and
high levels of mutual trust at the other.

4. 'The cognitive and the social dimension of the family model

In a number of publications, George Lakoff (1996, 2004, 2008) has demonstrated
the strong metaphorical links between conceptualizations of the family and the
understanding of politics at the national level. This example illustrates some of



the essential features of Lakoff’s conceptual metaphor theory: Family life is a ba-
sic element of human life, without which newborn babies would not survive; it
constitutes primary embodied experience; and as such it functions as a source
domain for metaphorical projection on to less concrete, basic and embodied target
domains, Even Margaret Thatcher, famously denying the reality of the society, in
the same breath accorded a role to the family unit.

The claim that a social cognitive linguistics is necessary to understand mean-
ing in society thus does not entail a rejection of the classic directionality of un-
derstanding in cognitive linguistics, from embodied experience to conceptual un-
derstanding. When a human conceptualizer uses her experience of lived family
life, with mutual commitments and collective decision-making, to understand the
political process, she maps well-established patterns of experience on to phenom-
ena that ske may have no direct experience with. Within the cognitive universe of
that individual person this results in a framework for understanding politics that
is imbued with embodied source domain experience,

However, the point of the social cognitive approach is that the process does
not stop at that point. There are processes going in the other direction which are
also part of the picture. Most obviously, conceptualizers while carrying out such
mappings also get experiences with political life that do not directly map on to
family life — for example, election results, Such experiences may give rise to ‘target
domain override' phenomena (cf, Lakoff 1993), where the nature of target domain
phenomena stops inappropriate features from being carried over from the source
domain. Lakoff’s example of this is that even if the expression ‘give a kiss’ draws
on a metaphor of transfer of physical objects, it does not follow that the recipient
has possession of the kiss after the event. 'The role of election results may simi-
larly cause conceptualizers to adjust their understanding of the motives of political
agents to make allowance for the fact that you have to do things to remain in the
political process that you do not have to do in order to remain a family member.

The general ‘target domain override principle is only one example of things
that go beyond metaphorical projection per se when meaning construction links
up with wider social phenomena. More important for the purposes of this article
are the specific factors that have to do with the nature of social macro-level, in-
cluding the dynamics of selection pressures that are built into evolutionary pro-
cesses. Such macro-level factors work by providing the context within which men-
tal projections play out in individual cases

In the simplest possible case, individual-level family models would be both
homogeneous across the community and have a natural fit with national politics
(analogously to Chomskyan assumptions about the homogeneous speech com-
munity). As Lakoff demonstrates, this is far from being the case in the American
context, where two competing patterns (the ‘strict father family’ and the ‘nurturing

parent family’) underlie a major macro-political divide. Both patterns have mac-
ro-social status in that they exist beyond the level of individual experience as so-
ciocultural formations shared by segments of the overall community. There are
other social complexities, however. Individual-level experiences also include what
may be called the ‘delinquent father family, whose macro-level status differs from
the two other models in that it does not command a subcommunity of ideologi-
cal supporters, but rather exists as a stereotype of dysfunctional social conditions,
This, too, may be assumed to have implications for different understandings of
national politics as projected from family experience. Family experience thus illus-
trates the point of principle of a social cognitive linguistics, in that it incorporates
social as well as conceptual variation, and they cannot be reduced to each other.

A key example of how family patterns associated with different social forma-
tions may be variably entrenched is the roje of the family based on lineage and kin,
as exemplified in the collocation ‘a noble family’ This pattern is associated with
pre-modern, including feudal societies — which were prevalent at the time when
the rise of nation states occurred as part of the broad pattern of social change de-
scribed in Anderson (2006).

Family [oyalties take a different form in such ‘panchronic’ conceptualizations
of the family, because they go beyond the immediate experiential ties of the nucle-
ar family. Metaphorical projections to higher levels also take a different form, with
fealty to the monarch as part of a feudal pattern that in certain cultural models
(the ‘great chain of being’) links up with the cosmos as a whole. An example of
a difference in comparison with Projections based on the nuclear family is the
role of ‘family honour’; certain actions may for instance constitute a ‘blot on the
escutcheon’

These complications are due to features associated with the source domain.
But there are also features associated with the target domain, Actual political pro-
cesses may lend themselves in different ways to family projections, where ‘override’
would be a simplistic way of understanding its implications. An obvious issue has
to do with the extent to which politicians are perceived to act in accordance with
‘family responsibilities’; thus when Thatcher sold off public property, Macmillan
45 a representative of an older paternalistic conservatism compared it with ‘selling
the family silver, which would class her as irresponsible in terms of the ethos of the
family as lineage. Another factor is the extent to which political communication
associated with macro-level institutions rather than with individual citizens in-
voke family models for strategic political reasons. Although this is from one point
of view just another form of discourse, there is an important distinction in terms
of the basic divide in evolutionary dynamics between individual-level and popu-
lation-level phenomena (cf. also the distinction in Clark 1996 between basic and
non-basic settings of communication). If a particular conceptualization becomes
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entrenched in political institutions, this has a different status in the societal dy-
namics than if it arises spontaneously in conversation between individuals; and
this is one way of interpreting the potentially pernicious influence of entrenched
Foucault-style ‘discourses; cf. Foucault (1969).

An important overall feature of a macro-social reality that includes evolution-
ary ‘invisible hand’ mechanisms is the existence of functional relations. These are
based on the differential success rates that properties of social phenomena may
have in terms of selection patterns. Some features may have beneficial effects in
terms of selection pressures and others may have adverse effects on selection.
Keller’s (1990) key example is the demise of the German word englisch in the sense
of ‘angelic’ His suggestion is that it was due to the increasing risk of misunderstand-
ing as England and objects associated with it acquired increasing prominence in
19th century Germany, and thus the word became increasingly ‘dysfunctional’ in
that sense, which did not affect the alternative word choice engelhaft. Similarly the
choice of aligning oneself with a particular national identity may have selection
effects that change as a result of changing historical circumstances.

National identities also have a functional role in relation to the viability of
nation states. An implication of Benedict Anderson’s account is that nations and
natjonal identities became possible as a result of a number of historical changes,
and that the imaginative leap, i.e. the actual event of large population groups iden-
tifying with their role as members or citizens of nation states, played a key role.
Since it is a characteristic of systems containing evolutionary dynamics that they
are always subject to change, this means that this loyalty is not won once and for
all; and governments have a perennial interest in the loyalty of its citizens to the
national community. (Its continuing role across all political divides is reflected eg.
in the fact that Stalin shrewdly dubbed the war against Hitler ‘the great patriotic
war’ rather than ‘the great anti-fascist war’).

To sum up: A social cognitive analysis of national identity builds on the cog-
nitive pattern of analysis that focuses on conceptualization in individual minds
grounded in individual bodily experience, including metaphorical projection from
concrete to more abstract domains, It goes beyond that pattern of analysis in con-
textualizing individual-level conceptual patterns in macro-level social processes
such as those that made national identities feasible at a particular time in history.
Tt also tries to address the issue of social causality in shaping and maintaining con-
ceptualizations as macro-level phenomena, including the evolutionary dynamics
of selection and reproduction, singular historical upheavals, and the functional
role of conceptualizations as potential factors in stabilizing macro-social construc-
tions such as nation states.

5. A social cognitive analysis of Britishness
5.1 English vs. British

On the basis of the descriptive premises outlined above, [ am now going to present
an analysis of how one can understand the meaning of Britishness as a panchronic
constituent of macro-social space in what may with deliberate looseness be called
the British world. The programmatic character of the description means that it can
make no claims at the level of specific historical events. What value it has turns on
its ability to illustrate how socially anchored meanings of the kind that have played
salient roles in accounts of British history in its imperial and post-imperial phase
can be addressed within the framework outlined. The main point of the exercise
is that the framework illustrates how cognitive linguistics, enriched to include the
extension of a concept in social in addition to conceptual space, can provide a
coherent account of conceptualization as a historical force, including the types of
grounding that it needs to have in order to assume such a role,

As a starting point, it is important to recognize that ‘British’ as a national
identity is special in that it stands as superimposed upon another set of national
identities: English, Scottish, Welsh (and ‘North Irish’). The dominant component
of this composite nation state is fairly obviously England (in terms of population,
economy, etc). This creates an interesting situation when it comes to understand-
ing the relationship between the national categories British’ and ‘English’ ‘This
again involves both the conceptual and the social dimension.?

One frequently observed feature of the conceptual relationship between being
‘British’ and ‘English’ is that it used to be very difficult to get a grip on the differ-
ence between what it meant to be ‘British’ and ‘English; the two terms being used
virtually interchangeably (f. e.g. Paxman 1999). From a purely conceptual point
of view, this might suggest that the terms reflected the same underlying conceptual
structures. In contrast, an analysis stressing the basic role of variation in the choice
of related terms (cf. Croft 2009) might suggest that it may not be meaningful to
look for a conceptual explanation at all: when several terms are available to encode
a particular contextual message, it depends on idiosyncratic factors which hap-
pens to be selected in particular case.

The framework provided here, however, may suggest an alternative to both
these theories, based on the social dimension of conceptualization. The mechanism

3. An account of the formative process of British identity as it developed after the unjon be-
tween England and Scotland in 1707 can be found in Colley 1992; core elements are the wars
with France and the role of Protestantism, both of which manifested themselves in real social
events and practices (cf. the Test Act banning Catholics from public office), as well as in ways of
conceptualizing what it meant to be British rather than e.g. French,



in question is an extension of the pattern associated with ‘prototype effects’ (cf.
Lakoff 1987) in the purely conceptual domain. Basic-level concepts, i.e. those that
are used about key everyday phenomena (cf. Rosch 1975}, tend to be structured
so that certain instantiations of the concept are more central than others, like fo-
cal red as an instantiation of the whole colour range to which the category ‘red’
may apply (cf also Berlin and Kay 1969). For that reason, other instantiations of
the concept tend to be evaluated by reference to more central instances. Empirical
investigations have indicated that there is more reliable agreement on the degree
of similarity with focal colours that there is about whether a particular instance
is inside or outside the domain to which the colour term applies. Where such
patterns are found, a core instance is not merely one variant among others — it
is privileged in its role as the standard of comparison for less central cases, and
accordingly combines two different roles: as one particular variant and as the stan-
dard of comparison for all variants.

If we extend this pattern with a social dimension, we must include the so-
cial status and effects of belonging to a category into the picture. Thus in a social
universe based on traditional gender roles, for men the property of being strong
is mot just a matter of conceptual analysis but also affects prestige and chances of
social success (in terms of selection pressures); This social dimension of what are
the core instances of a category may be captured in terms of hegemonic status: a
‘real’ man, one who is entitled to all the privileges that comes with being a man,
s strong, and constitutes a yardstick against which lesser instantiations may be
evaluated (for example, in certain societies, by single combat). Thus ‘hegemony’ is
essentially a prototype effect in the social domain (cf. Harder 2010: 323).

Within the overall domain of being ‘British; being English is clearly the cen-
tral instantiation — which therefore is the point of reference for understanding
Britishness in the same way that focal red is the point of reference for understand-
ing redness. Hegemony involves power, in addition to havinga mosnmmam_ element,
because it imposes selection pressures. Being close to the dominant centre in the
social domain carries advantages, while being marginal carries disadvantages. But
it is important to be aware also that Gramsci, who invented the concept (Gramsci
1971), viewed hegemony as preferable to raw physical oppression, because it in-
volved a form of soft power: people who perceived themselves as marginal in rela-
tion to a hegemonic social configuration adapted so as to fit themselves optimally
into that situation.

If we understand the relationship between English and British in that way, the
interchargeability of the terms will fall out automatically: English is like focal red
in being the central instantiation of the whole domain of Britishness, and as such
it stmultaneously plays two roles: as a particular variant, and as a standard of com-
parison for the whole domain (of Britishness). It follows from this dual position

that there can be no straightforward way of keeping them apart (if there were,
the dual role could not be sustained). And this position is not understandable in
purely conceptual terms, but depends on the centrality in terms of societal power
of England as a constituent of Britain. It follows that this conceptual relationship
will therefore depend both on the position of England within Britain and on the
strength of Britain as an ‘attractor’ for the conceptualization of identity — an issue
to which we shall return below,

This configuration arose as a result of political events that had classifying con-
sequences. The Act of Union in 1707, when all inhabitants of the British Isles be-
came Britons, imposed a dual classification on the English as well as the Scots. The
descriptive dimension, inclading ethnic characteristics, has varied historically as
well as regionally in ways that will be discussed below. But while the classifying
property may serve as a stabilizing force, this only applies as long as the geopoliti-
cal unit is stable. As we shall see, in the case of Britain the variational classification
had a crucial interplay with variation in descriptive properties.

5.2 Britain as a family

The understanding of what it means to be British has historically reflected meta-
phorical patterns based on the family model discussed above. The basic feature of
the model is that national units are understood via projections from the family as
an experientially basic source domain. Rather than being based simply on indi-
vidual embodied experience of family relations, it has historically also reflected
shifting culturally entrenched and socially constructed models of family relations,
Thus changing family projections simultaneously embody changing descriptive
aspects of Britishness as a national identity.

This is exemplified in the role played by the conceptual model based on ‘family
as lineage’ in the historical understanding of British national identity. As pointed
out in Section 4 above, this way of thinking about family is associated with pre-
modern forms of social organization, especially fendal societies. ‘This pattern of
thinking, however, had a key role in the understanding of Britishness that was
associated with the heyday of the British Empire, i.e. in a period around 1900.
Although there is obviously a link between feudal structures in British society, es-
pecially with upper class patterns of identification, and national British identity in
the age of empire, this way of thinking about Britishness is far from being a simple
organic outgrowth of feudal power relations in Metropolitan Britain.

The famous quip in Seeley (1883/1971) about the empire being acquired in
‘a fit of absence of mind’ stresses the role of multifarious private initiatives rather
than centralized, hierarchical power in driving imperial expansion. Further, the
people who went to the colonies were, cf. Belich (2009), until the 1800s frequently
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understood as ‘surplus’ (Australian convicts may be regarded as an extreme case!)
rather then as emissaries acting on behalf of the nation. The conceptualization
of the British as a special lineage standing above the “lesser breeds” (cf. Kipling’s
Recessional on the occasion of the 1897 Diamond Jubilee) is thus the result of fac-
tors operzting at a particular time in history, not the quasi-natural extension of
an existing pattern. Towards the end of the century there was a clear element of
social Darwinism in the predominant conception of this pattern of thinking about
British identity, where global domination was understood as the natural preroga-
tive of this superior ‘breed of men’

The vocabulary of the heyday of empire is likely to put present-day readers
off, including as it does apart from the quaint but innocent kith and kin also terms
like breed (cf. above), blood and race. Nevertheless, it is important to distinguish
this from hard-core Nazi-style ideology, in spite of the shared element in the form
of a taken-for-granted assumption of the white man’s superiority. Cultures have
always believed themselves superior, especially in combination with military con-
quest; this is familiar from antiquity, manifested most strikingly perhaps in the
Roman Empire. To illustrate the difference from Nazism it can be mentioned that
in Southern Africa the term race was used about the relation between people of
British descent on the one hand and settlers from other countries, especially the
Dutch, cf. Lowry (2010: 124) on Rhodesia:

The African majority, though ever present, was not regarded as immediately
threatening: it was described as the ‘Native Question, to be distinguished from
the ‘Race Question’ and ‘racialism, which almost invariably referred to divisions
between Afrikaners and Rhodesians of British origin.

The idea of going beyond the nuclear family as metaphorical source, moreover,
does not have to involve the ideological elements associated with ‘breed’, even if
these were prominent in relation to thinking about the empire. In George Orwell
we find an example of this (in Why I write), describing England as a family:

It has rich relations who have to be kow-towed to and poor relations who are hor-
ribly sat upon, and there is a deep conspiracy of silence about the source of the
family income. It is a family in which the young are generally thwarted and most
of the power is in the hands of irresponsible uncles and bedridden aunts, Still, it
is a family. It has its private language and its common memories, and at the ap-
proach of an enemy it closes its ranks.

The cultural nmﬁwm:q of the nurturing nuclear family, as opposed to the wider
social unit of family-as-linage, is historically variable, with a generally increasing
salience in recent centuries (cf. the slogan Patriarchy to Partnership in the title of
Mitterauer & Sieder 1982). Thinking about the family in terms of the panchronic
lineage came more naturally in earlier times.
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The metaphorical conceptualization of the British Empire in terms of a family
lineage, in spite of its cleatly ideological elements, also had a solidly experiential
element (a point made by the historian John Darwin (p-c.) against the claim that
the Empire was largely irrelevant to the metropolitan British population). So many
emigrated to overseas territories for a period at the end of the 1800s that it was a
very widespread experience for metropolitan Britons to have actual relations jn
the colonies. In that way the family as lineage’ model, based on the non-nuclear
family, as a way of thinking about the empire was only partly metaphorical, Family
relations with settlers in the colonies naturally fitted with a clan-type way of think-
ing about family relations (and obligations). In tune with this, the public school
ethos of ‘not letting the side down; experientially based in a situation where the
physical family was distant, also allied itself naturally with an upper-class family
model based on clan identity rather than everyday family experience. This way of
thinking about what it was to be British had a strong position in the British and
also international world picture from the middle of the nineteenth to the middle
of the twentieth century.

‘The strength of this conceptualization must be understood in connection with
the strength of Britain as a constituent of social and historical reality. The devel-
opment towards increasing global power that was epitomized in Seeley’s vision
of ‘Greater Britain’ recruited the forces that underpin hegemony, in the form of
identification with the position of strength, and in consequence aligning alterna-
tive aspects as marginal in relation to it.

Several factors combined to undermine it status in the latter half of the twen-
tieth century. The rise of Hitler had a discrediting impact on racially flavoured
thinking. Already before the second world war, family-imbued thinking about
Britain showed a turn towards the ‘mutually nurturing’ family. A striking instan-
tiation of this is found in speeches by George VT; thus in his Christmas message
1939 he spoke of the Empire as a family of nations coming to the aid of the mother
country in the hour of need. In this conceptualization, the distinction between the
conquering ‘breed’ and the conquered nations is no longer desirable. While British
strength favoured the ‘dominant breed’ conceptualization, Britain’s threatened po-
sition favoured the relationship based on mutual solidarity.

53 Social and conceptual factors in dynamic interaction: The family
metaphor and the reclassification of who was British

A remarkable development illustrating the relationship between conceptualization
and social organization occurred after WW2. In harmony with the reconceptual-
ization of the ‘family of Britain’ from ‘dominant lineage’ to ‘mutual nurturing, this
way of thinking was institutionalized in the classifying’ definition of who counted



as British: in 1948 all British territories were endowed with full citizenship, includ-
ing rights of abode in metropolitan Britain.

This case may serve as an example of the implications of extending meaning
to include the social dimension. To understand what is involved, the crux is in
the dynamic co-existence between (variational) conceptual content and societal
anchorings. The shift from ‘superior breed’ to ‘solidary British family’ was associ-
ated not only with a desire to dissociate oneself from the Nazi enemy, but also with
strategic factors due to the decline in British power (illustrated e. g- by the need for
lend-lease agreement with Roosevelt’s USA): if you are no longer the sovereign
master, a relationship based on mutual solidarity becomes more appealing. Both
elements were part of the changing content of what it ‘meant’ to be British — but
80 too was the fact that this was the “finest hour” of the British Empire, standing
for a while alone against the enemy not only of Britain but of “civilization” There
are of course constant processes of (re)conceptualization going on, based on these
social factors; what makes it necessary to go beyond an account in terms of con-
ceptualization as a mental process alone are the causal processes that are at work at
the aggregate level: Hitler losing the war is not a purely mental fact.

The next phase of reconceptualization illustrates another important point. The
period in which the classification of being British was extended to cover all com-
monwealth citizens turned out to be short-lived. Again, several factors played a
role.

A crucial factor was mass immigration to the British Isles. At the time when
the law was passed in 1948, the extent of future global mobility could hardly be
imagined. It is conceivable that if commonwealth citizens of non-metropolitan
ethnic background had stayed in situ, in view of the general atmosphere of hos-
tility towards racism (manifested e.g. the fact that the British tended to distance
themselves from US racial attitudes as manifested in connection with US army
stationed in Britain during WW?2, cf, Reynolds 1995:228), they might have be-
come gradually conceptualized (as a social fact) as part of the metaphorical British
family.

However, already in 1948, with the arrival of the Empire Windrush, the influx
of population groups that were perceived as ‘different’ took its beginnings. What
followed is standardly described in ideological terms, and as a fall from grace:
the autochtonous population defected from accepted standards in terms of com-
mon humanity and adopted reprehensible attitudes of racial discrimination and
xenophobiz. This approach is particularly dominant in the critical tradition (cf.
Section 1 above).

Even if we assume for the sake of the argument that this is the consensus
among all right-minded people, this analysis leaves something to be desired in

terms of completeness of descriptive coverage. What is missing has to do with the

causal efficacy of social facts, as opposed to the individual mental change from one
conceptual model to another. In order to understand why individuals adopt hostile
and prejudiced models of immigrant groups as the ‘other; individual psychologi-
cal and ideological factors may have a role to play, but they need to be considered
in the social context of what actually happens in a community where immigrants
come to constitute a significant proportion. The importance of the social causal-
ity’ dimension of this development (as opposed to the purely attitudinal) is shown
by House and Thompson (2013), particularly in the form of the remarkable paral-
lels found between England and France, generally assumed to have quite different
ideological trajectories of decolonization. A key concept that arose was that of
‘threshold of safety’: at what point would a further influx of {non-autochthonous)
British or French give rise to problems threatening breaches of the peace?

It would obviously take us too far to go into the specifics of this argument (but
cf. Harder 2010, Chapter 8). The discourse-oriented critical approach tends to sug-
gest that problems arise because of the discursive construction of immigrants as
different” — if people did not arbitrarily impose a division between ‘us’ and ‘them;
the problems would not have been there, I think this is simplistic, first of all be-
cause it is almost always the case that it gives rise to friction when significant num-
bers of people with a different ethnic background move into a community. Even
if malicious discursive choices of individuals play a role, we still have to explain
why malicious individuals get the following they do in such cases. Most obviously,
the interactive patterns of everyday life, with violated expectations on both sides
due to cross-cultural differences, will play a role. Such issues can be addressed in
ways that avoid or mitigate potential conflicts — byt the point is they need to be
addressed. In short, there are real social events that cannot be subsumed under
unfortunate discursive choices.

If we look at real social processes in such cases, one salient fact that the above
analysis overlooks is a variant of the same thing that is crucial to understand-
ing the rise of nation states: beyond shared face-to-face experience, communities
can only come into being based on a shared conceptualization that can underpin
them. Just to mention one causal property of such processes, they take time. Put
differently, on the day a new group arrives, members of that group are as a matter
of social fact not part of ‘us from the point of view of the old community. This is
a social fact, not a malicious choice of discursive construction. If things go well,
a new ‘us’ may be constructed — but this does not happen automatically (even if
people avoid speaking maliciously in terms of ‘us’ and ‘thent’).

In Britain it is a social fact that commonwealth immigrants did not seam-
lessly blend into the existing communities as new members of an aggregate “we
Put in social cognitive terms, no operational, socially sustainable construction of
‘we’ (corresponding to the new definition of who was ‘British’) came into being.
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