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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

Identity politics have long been a domain that mainly drew the attention of sociologists
or anthropologists, remaining a rather peripheral area of scholarship to political
scientists. Nevertheless, since the rise of constructivism in the latter discipline, identity
has been established as an object of analysis in the study of international politics as well.
As Alexander Wendt (1992: 398) put it: “Identities are the basis of interests”. The link
with identity politics as studied by sociologists remains vague, however.

In the fields of history and sociology, scholars like Eric Hobsbawm have
described how the construction of identity and the establishment of a nation-state are
intertwined (see for instance Hobsbawm and Ranger 1983). Others who in the
beginning of the 1980s discussed the origins of the nation and nationalism include
Ernest Gellner (1983) and Benedict Anderson (2006 [1983]). Their analyses all have
implications for the development of national identity.' Following Anderson, if the
nation is an imagined community, then the identity that it spawns is part of this
imagination, too, and thus a social construct.

Despite all this attention paid to analysing, indeed deconstructing identity in the
social sciences, an essentialist exclusive form of national identity often remains a
rallying beacon in times of war. An especially pungent example is formed by the wars
that took place in former Yugoslavia between 1991 and 1999. Identity was here seen (or
made to be seen) as a concept inextricably linked to the nation, the latter being
perceived as an unchangeable fact of life, originating in distant history. Other identities
than the ethnic one were eclipsed by war rhetoric and hate speech. Identification with
one’s role in the family or at the workplace, or with one’s friends or interests was driven
to the background, and people became foremost Serb, Croat or Bosnian Muslim
(Wilmer 2002).

A European identity may be seen as an alternative or a complement to an ethnic

national identity. Its construction may be driven by reasons of security, for instance. It is

' The definition of national identity depends on how the concept of a nation is defined. For the purpose of
this thesis, a nation will be defined as a “named human population sharing an historic territory, common
myths, and historical memories, a mass public culture, a common economy and common legal rights and
duties for all members” (Smith 1991: 14). It is possible then to differentiate between an ethnic and a civic
national identity, where the former refers to sharing a certain ethnicity, while the latter refers to the state
one is a citizen of. Examples of the former include Croat and Serb identity, especially during the 1990s,
while examples of the latter are formed by American and French identity. These are based on citizenship
rather than descent.



clear that the European Union (EU) promotes a European identity as a means of
integration for its existing members and their citizens. The Europe for Citizens
programme has, for instance, been established in order to develop “a sense of European
identity based on common values, history and culture” (European Union 2006: 8). The
EU is, however, less vocal in explicitly promoting European identity towards its
(potential) candidate countries, such as Serbia, the subject of this thesis. Meanwhile, the
European Parliament (2005: n.p.) has argued that “the EU integration process cannot be
guided by purely technocratic criteria but requires a wholehearted commitment to the
fundamental principles of liberty, democracy, respect for human rights and fundamental
freedoms, and the rule of law”. These values may be seen as elements of European
identity, as will be discussed in the following chapter, although they are problematic in
the sense that they are hardly unique to the EU.

In fact, spreading European identity can be seen as a part of the wider EU
enlargement process (Sedelmeier 2003; Sjursen 2006; Majstorovi¢ 2007). Several
motives have been proposed for enlarging the EU, such as increasing security on the
continent, the original rationale for establishing the European Coal and Steel
Community. Other, rival, characterisations of the process include spreading the liberal
peace by exporting its norms and values (O’Brennan 2008); attaining the ability to
influence the policies of neighbouring countries without assuming responsibility,
amounting to a modern form of empire (Chandler 2007); and opening up markets for
transnational capital by ensuring the implementation of neo-liberal restructuring (Bieler
2002). The mechanisms by which identity politics, in the context of enlargement, are
undertaken have, however, not been the focus of much research.

The ambition of this thesis is then, first, to determine how the EU employs the
concept of a European identity in Europeanising Serbia, and second, to analyse how
different groups in Serbian society respond to these policies.

In order to be able to proceed, it is imperative to first examine the key concepts
in this research and their definitions. Therefore, chapter two will analyse the use of the
concepts of identity, Europeanisation and collective identity formation in political
science in order to establish an analytical framework. First, it will be examined what is
meant by the term ‘Europeanisation’. Then, collective identity formation and identity in
general will be discussed by drawing on the theories of Alexander Wendt and some of
his critics. Specifically, Wendt’s causal theory of collective identity formation will

function as the theoretical mainstay of this thesis. Moreover, attention will be paid to the
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relation between identity and nationalism, as it is mainly a (supra)national identity that
is under study in this thesis, as compared to e.g. class identity or gender. It will
furthermore be analysed what constitutes European identity, if there is any, and whether
this is a unique concept or multiple European identities exist. For the purpose of this
research, it is not necessary to provide a definitive answer to these elusive questions;
therefore, an overview of existing literature will be provided. Nevertheless, it should be
established what the EU considers to be elements of a European identity, i.e. of what it
means to be European. This idea will be distilled from major EU documents, such as the
Treaties. These elements will together comprise the theoretical framework for this thesis.

In the third chapter, an analysis will be presented of how the EU represents
Serbia in its official discourse, focussing as well on how European identity is used in
this respect. This will be accomplished by presenting a discourse analysis of EU policy
documents and speeches, supplemented by insights from my interview of an official of
the European Commission’s Delegation in Serbia. This chapter will also consider how
the EU’s representations and policies fit into Wendt’s model by assessing the levels of
interdependence, sharing a common fate, homogeneity and self-restraint that are present
in the relations between Serbia and the EU.

Then, chapter four will be devoted to the impact of this discourse and these
programmes in Serbia. It will assess which response they generate in Serbia. In other
words, how do they influence support for membership, and do Serbs adhere to a
collective European identity? Moreover, the responses and motives of different groups
in Serbian society will be examined here. This information has been obtained by
interviewing members of several Serbian NGOs, a Serbian researcher and an official of
the Serbian European Integration Office, and from surveys, NGO reports, newspaper
articles and secondary literature.

Finally, a conclusion will be drawn as to the success of EU discourse and
policies towards Serbia in Europeanising the country, and as to their effect on Serbian
society. It will be shown how identity plays a role in the EU enlargement process,
attesting to the importance of non-material factors in international politics.

The academic importance of this thesis lies foremost in its analysis of the
identitarian aspects of the EU enlargement process, which are understudied. Moreover,
it provides an application of Wendt’s model of collective identity formation to the
specific case of relations between the EU and Serbia. In doing so, this thesis tests

whether that theory’s predictions and implications hold in the case at hand. Politically,
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this thesis is relevant as it analyses the effect of representations in the EU’s enlargement
policy. Moreover, it examines Serbian reactions on EU policy, and the effects of the
latter on Serbian society. This analysis will lead to several recommendations for a

change in EU policy.



CHAPTER 2: THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

This chapter develops the theoretical framework for the research undertaken in this
thesis. It will focus firstly on the meaning of the concept of Europeanisation and situate
this thesis within the field of those studying it. Secondly, a model of collective identity
formation that was developed by Alexander Wendt will be discussed. This will be the
lens through which the discourse and policies of the EU vis-a-vis Serbia are analysed in
chapter three. Nevertheless, alternative ideas on collective identity formation will also
be examined, including criticisms on Wendt’s theory. Then, an exploration of the
literature on nationalism, national and European identity will follow, in order to ground
this thesis in that area of study as well and to help circumvent the many pitfalls
associated with the study of identity. Finally, attention will be paid to EU views on
European identity. This chapter will ensure that the empirical analysis in chapters three

and four is undertaken in a structured and well-informed manner

THE CONCEPT OF EUROPEANISATION

As this thesis focuses on the Europeanisation of Serbia, it is imperative to consider first
what is exactly meant by this term. It is a concept employed throughout the social
sciences, with the result that Harmsen and Wilson (2000) identify no less than eight
usages in their introduction to a volume of the Yearbook of European Studies that is
entirely dedicated to this topic. Four of these are relevant for the interpretation of
Europeanisation used in this thesis. First, Europeanisation can be defined as a version of
modernisation, in the sense that it points to the process of structural transformation of
the peripheral and underdeveloped member states of the EU, so that they are brought
“back into the European mainstream” (Harmsen & Wilson 2000: 16). Second, it may
refer to the adoption of the state model of Western European states by EU candidates,
especially in the context of the enlargement round that took place in 2004 and 2007.
Consequently, a state is Europeanised if it has successfully established a democracy, a
market economy and a capable public administration. The third definition most closely
approaches the viewpoint of this thesis, as it sees Europeanisation in the light of the
reconstruction of identities. It refers to “the reshaping of identities in contemporary

Europe in a manner which relativizes (without necessarily supplanting) national



identities” (Harmsen & Wilson 2000: 17). Harmsen and Wilson note however that this
usage of the concept is generally limited to anthropological studies and no mention is
made of analyses that study the influence the EU may have on prospective member
states in this respect. Finally, a fourth definition relates to transnationalism and cultural
integration between the different peoples in Europe. The first two meanings can be seen
as part of a broader process of Europeanisation that induces the countries of Central and
Eastern Europe to resemble their Western counterparts in their institutional and
economic setup. Simultaneously, the fourth viewpoint suggests that all countries on the
continent become more alike in a cultural sense. Undoubtedly, these developments have
consequences for national identities and a tentative European identity, and for the role
of the EU herein as well. These dynamics will be analysed for the case of Serbia in this
thesis. Nevertheless, the discussion of the concept of Europeanisation has not been
exhausted yet.

A draft report by the think-tank Policy Network, for instance, connects
Europeanisation to the goals of European integration. Europeanisation means obtaining
peace and reconciliation, achieving a greater level of prosperity, and the consolidation
of democratic institutions (Tsoukalis, Cramme & Liddle 2009). Consequently, when a
country has attained these goals it can be said to have been Europeanised. In this sense,
a country like Bulgaria is still in a process of Europeanisation, as its standard of living is
much below the EU average and its pervasive corruption may be a threat to democracy.
At the same time, a non-EU-member like Iceland may already be fully Europeanised.
Perhaps a country that is Europeanised is only then recognised as being truly European.
The next chapter will also consider whether Serbia is considered fully European in this
sense, and Serbian opinion on the matter will be examined in chapter 4. Conceived of as
such, Europeanisation becomes a synonym for European integration, with the exception
that the latter requires membership of the EU. For the purpose of this thesis,
Europeanisation needs to be more encompassing however.

The alternative of Stoji¢ adds some dimensions, describing Europeanisation as a
“process of political, economical [sic] and social transformation” with the eventual goal
of EU membership and sharing in its democratic norms and values (Stoji¢ 2006: 312).
The mechanisms by which the EU influences these countries are, on the one hand, its
policies of conditionality and, on the other hand, its policies of norm diffusion or social
learning. The latter amounts to transforming societies by making them accept the EU’s

fundamental values and principles. This then triggers a positive or negative attitude in
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domestic actors, as will be analysed for Serbia’s case in a later chapter. Another account
of Europeanisation is provided by Anastasakis (2005: 80), who argues that its meaning
is “dynamic, multifaceted and malleable”. He provides the following definition by

Radaelli, making clear that the EU is its primary agent:

Europeanisation are “processes of (a) construction (b) diffusion and (c) implementation of formal
and informal rules, procedures, policy paradigms, styles, ‘ways of doing things’, and shared beliefs
and norms which are first defined and consolidated in the EU policy process and then incorporated
in the logic of domestic discourse, identities, political structures and public policies” (Radaelli

2000: n.p., quoted by Anastasakis 2005: 78).

Depending on the level of development of the countries involved, Europeanisation may
be about “structural transformation and modernization” or may simply be “a smooth
process of steady reform and adjustment” (Anastasakis 2005: 78). A distinction is
therefore made between different styles of Europeanisation, chronologically ordered as
Western, Southern, Eastern and currently Southeastern. In the Balkan region, it is
characterised as an externally driven process, with asymmetric and coercive power
relations and an increasingly complicated agenda. Moreover, Anastasakis states that
Europeanisation can also be considered as an application of soft power, in comparison
with the military prowess of the United States, or as an exercise in identity formation in
relation to some Other. The latter interpretation will be the focus of this thesis, yet
viewed in relation to the social, economic and political aspects of the significant
transformation that the Europeanisation of Serbia represents.

The conceptual framework of Europeanisation as developed by Schimmelfennig
and Sedelmeier (2005) provides the opportunity to situate this thesis in the wider field
of research on Europeanisation. They see Europeanisation in relation to the domestic
impact of the EU, defining it succinctly as “a process in which states adopt EU rules”
(Schimmelfennig & Sedelmeier 2005: 7). In their view, the dependent variable of
studies on Europeanisation should then be rule adoption. Scholars should analyse its
likelihood and in which form it takes place, distinguishing between formal, behavioural
and discursive adoption. The mechanisms by which rules are adopted are differentiated
along two dimensions. On the one hand, they can follow either a rational logic of
consequences or a constructivist logic of appropriateness. On the other hand, they can
be driven either by the EU itself or by its (potential) candidate states. The relevant

mechanism for this thesis is then an EU driven process following a logic of
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appropriateness, which is dubbed the social learning model (Schimmelfennig &
Sedelmeier 2005: 8).> This logic leaves room for concerns about identity, which is
indispensable given that this thesis analyses the EU’s use of a collective European
identity to Europeanise Serbia. This social learning model is based on the tenets of
social constructivism, which will be discussed more extensively below. It sees the EU
as “the formal organization of a European international community defined by a specific
collective identity and a specific set of common values and norms” (Schimmelfennig &
Sedelmeier 2005: 18). The EU then attempts to persuade candidates’ governments that
its rules are appropriate, either directly or indirectly through societal groups and
organisations. Crucially, identity is seen as a factor affecting the EU’s persuasive power.
Consequently, persuasion is more likely if non-members “regard the community of
states represented by the EU as a valid ‘aspiration group’ whose collective identity,
values and norms they share, whose recognition they seek, and to which they want to
belong” (Schimmelfennig & Sedelmeier 2005: 19). This leads to the hypothesis that
likelihood of adoption of EU rules by Serbia increases as its government and society
identify themselves more with the EU. Accordingly, if the EU could successfully
promote a European identity for Serbia, this would speed up the adoption of EU rules.
The question is however whether the EU makes use of this insight in practice. This
thesis will attempt to provide an answer to that question.

Nevertheless, while this approach regards identity as a means to a certain end, i.e.
the adoption of EU rules, one can argue that EU membership is in the end more about
questions of shifting values, norms and identities and that rule adoption is only an
intermediary variable. Therefore, it is important to know how changes in collective
identity can be realised. This is why the analysis now turns to discussions of collective
identity formation in International Relations (IR), and specifically towards a model
developed by Alexander Wendt that also provides a causal explanation for the formation
of collective identities. Moreover, as the collective identity of the EU largely overlaps
with European identity, the latter will be analysed, as well as what the EU believes its

identity is.

2 An EU-driven mechanism following a logic of consequences is named the external incentives model,
whereas any process driven by a candidate state is called the lesson drawing model.
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THE ROLE OF IDENTITY IN INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS

Alexander Wendt is one of the main proponents of the constructivist turn in IR,
although it is not difficult to link the framework he and others propose to the English
School in IR (Bull 1977, Dunne 1998, Buzan & Little 2001). The turning point in the
development of the constructivist alternative can be traced to 1992, when Wendt
presented his seminal article ‘Anarchy is what states make of it: the social construction
of power politics’ (Wendt 1992). In this plea, Wendt connects with neo-realists (Waltz
1979, Grieco 1988, Mearsheimer 1994) and, perhaps even more so, with neo-liberals
(Krasner 1983, Keohane 1984), but argues, unlike them, for the inclusion of interests
and identities as dependent and not only independent variables in IR analysis. He
stresses the importance of using sociological and social psychological insights in
examining the behaviour of states. This furthermore informs the title of his exposé:
When applying his perspective, it becomes clear that it is neither inherently logical nor
necessary that anarchy in the inter-state system should lead to the dominance of self-
help and power politics. Wendt argues these are man-made institutions of anarchy and
can therefore be changed; the consequences of anarchy become what states make of it.

In a subsequent book, Social Theory of International Politics, Wendt (1999)
elaborates on the ideas set out in this article. He defends a social or idealist ontology
against the materialism and individualism on which neo-realism and neo-liberalism base
themselves. Consequently, he advocates a prominent, though not exclusive, position for
social constructivism in IR. His ontology is social, since “it is through ideas that states
ultimately relate to one another,” (Wendt 1999: 372) and constructivist, as “these ideas
help define who and what states are” (Wendt 1999: 372). He argues that this
constructivist ontology is compatible with a positivist epistemology, stating that
“[s]cientific realism legitimates a critical social science committed to discovering the
deep structure of international life” (Wendt 1999: 41). Nevertheless, he also connects to
critical theory by claiming the necessity to examine both causal and constitutive
questions. Pursuing the latter prevents scholars from reifying the social world and
enables us to think critically. As he puts it: “By highlighting the role our practices play
in sustaining social kinds, therefore, constitutive theorizing enhances our collective
capacity for critical self-reflection or ‘reflexivity’ ” (Wendt 1999: 375).

Returning to the ontological level, Wendt regards power and interests as

secondary concepts; attributing explanatory power to them already presupposes ideas
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about their importance. These ideas, rather than interests per se, should be the starting
point for analyses of international politics, e.g. by asking which ideas ensure that a state
perceives a certain course of action to be in its self-interest. Some Serbian politicians
may cherish the idea that Russia is Serbia’s protector, and that it is therefore in Serbia’s
self-interest to build close relations with that country. Others may harbour the idea that
Serbia belongs with the West and that integration with the EU and NATO is
consequently in its self-interest. The importance of power and interests is thus not an
objective reality based in material forces, but rather constituted as such by ideas in the
heads of political leaders and scholars. Wendt (1999: 135) provides the following
advice: “[W]hen confronted by ostensibly ‘material’ explanations, always enquire into
the discursive formations which make them work”. Anarchy is equally an ideational
phenomenon, depending on representations of the Self versus the Other. In sum,
ideational structures have autonomous influences, independent from material factors,
although Wendt concedes that materiality can also have effects that do not depend on
ideas. Identities can then be seen as part of ideational structures. Furthermore, an
important assumption made concerns the nature of states. Wendt regards them as
anthropomorphic, unitary actors, being therefore able to assume ideas and identities.
Having discussed Wendt’s basic principles and assumptions, the following section will

discuss his theory on the formation of collective identities.

A MODEL OF COLLECTIVE IDENTITY FORMATION

Particularly relevant for analysing the EU’s Europeanising practices with respect to
Serbia is Wendt’s framework on collective identity formation. Indeed, the process of the
Europeanisation of Serbia can be seen as the extension of the EU’s collective identity to
include Serbia. Before proceeding to discuss this framework however, it is necessary to
examine its underlying concepts, i.e. identity and collective identity. Wendt (1999: 224)
defines identity as “a property of intentional actors that generates motivational and
behavioral dispositions.” Thus, identity influences and even generates interests. This
definition captures Wendt’s claim that interests are endogenously determined, not
exogenously given. He argues that identity and interests work together. Interests require
an identity, as one cannot know what one wants before one knows who one is, yet

identity is hollow unless articulated in interests. Wendt (1999: 231) states that
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“[w]ithout interests identities have no motivational force, without identities interests
have no direction”. Moreover, the identity we understand ourselves to have will be
confirmed or rejected by others. I may consider myself Catholic, but without being
baptised, others will probably reject that claim. Thus, identities comprise both an
internal and an external element. A distinction is then made between four different
kinds of identities, which are nevertheless interconnected. This categorisation
distinguishes between personal or corporate identities, type identities, role identities and

collective identities and will be examined next.

A classification of identities

The first category Wendt considers is personal identity, or corporate identity when the
concept is applied to organisations, states included. What this amounts to is the
knowledge of being separate from others, being conscious and aware that one is
materially different from others. This goes for individuals (my body, and my thoughts,
are not yours) as well as companies and states. Working for The Coca-Cola Company is
different from working for PepsiCo. Conversely, the territory of the German state is not
Polish territory, and Polish citizens are not Germans.’ It is imperative for states to have
a collective identity that distinguishes them from other states, and that indicates the
boundaries between their citizens and others. Not having one would mean not being
able to make this distinction, with the consequence of losing corporate identity. In this
sense, having a corporate identity signifies realising that one human collective is
different from another, whereas the collective identity that is grafted onto this corporate
identity indicates the specific characteristics that make them different. If a human
collective loses its collective identity, e.g. through assimilation, it loses it corporate
identity as well, as it does no longer realise it is different from the collective that
assimilated it. An example may help to clarify this perhaps artificial distinction. After
the Dutch revolt, the Low Countries split into an independent republic and a part that
remained a dependency of Spain. This separation fostered the creation of two different

corporate identities at a time when collective identities were probably mostly focussed

31t should be added that when these boundaries become blurred, as in case of double citizenship, this may
be perceived as a threat to the collective identity that is based on the state’s corporate identity. An
example are the objections of the Dutch Party for Freedom to double citizenship (Partij voor de Vrijheid
2006).
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on the immediate environment. This difference in administration has facilitated the
gradual emergence of two distinct collective identities, one Belgian and one Dutch.*

A second kind of identities are known as type identities (Fearon 1999). These
are used to label people or organisations that share, or are believed to share, some
characteristic. A wide range of type identities exist, but they have in common that they
have a social meaning. There are more or less formal rules to membership, and this in
turn leads to others behaving towards the Self in a certain way. Membership conditions
of a type identity are often partly determined by others, i.e. by those not considering
themselves to have this identity. Consequently, a type identity can be attributed to the
Self by these outsiders. Nevertheless, it is always based on some intrinsic characteristic
of the individual. An example will help to clarify. Let us say red-haired people are
constituted as having a separate type identity because they are considered anger-prone.
Then other individuals may do their best not to incite this anger and will consequently
differentiate their behaviour between redheads and people with other hair colours.
Furthermore, people in society will develop a norm as to what qualifies as having red
hair. Does having a red beard suffice? Do blonde-haired people with a red glow qualify?
What is the position of those with chestnut hair? This will all be culturally determined,
but the distinction will nevertheless be based on an inherent characteristic of the
individual, i.e. the colour of his hair. When extended to states, type identities include e.g.
liberal democracies and totalitarian regimes, but monarchies and presidential or
parliamentarian systems as well.

Thirdly, Wendt lists role identities, which do not depend on intrinsic qualities,
but exist by virtue of the Self standing in some particular relations to Others. Examples
that come to mind include different roles within the family, next to for instance student-
teacher, buyer-vendor and priest-believer relations. The expectations we carry of the
behaviour of people identified as such stem from the institutionalisation of these roles in
social structures. This logic goes even further as individuals internalise what is expected
of them based on a certain role identity. As a buyer on certain open-air markets it is
customary to haggle, so that is what we do. Wendt (1999: 228) mentions sovereignty as
an example of a role identity for states. Sovereignty has largely been internalised in the

behaviour of states, even as it only exists in the context of inter-state relations.

4 This is not to suggest that there had previously been one collective identity for the entirety of the Low
Countries. Yet the development of collective identities in the region would certainly have been different
had there been one corporate identity.
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The final category consists of collective identities, the identification of the Self
with the Other. Wendt (1999: 229) describes it as “a distinct combination of role and
type identities, one with the causal power to induce actors to define the welfare of the
Other as part of that of the Self, to be ‘altruistic’ ”. Thus, the welfare of the group
becomes an end in itself. This identification seldom comprises all aspects of social life,
however; it is in general issue-specific. When travelling through Asia, a Dutch person
may identify with other Europeans, but when the same person is on holiday in Italy, this
identification is far less likely to take place. Wendt adds that a state requires a collective
identity to be able to exist, in effect creating an entity that is hostile to the formation of
any new collective identities. This is exemplified by EU member states’ urge to protect
their national identities from being washed over by a European identity. Any mention of
European identity is therefore likely to be accompanied by reassuring words on the
importance of national identities. Indeed, the fact that individuals form collective
identities does certainly not guarantee states will do so.

The relative importance of these four categories for an individual cannot be
determined a priori. It may even occur that individuals willingly give up their personal
identity, that is, their life, for the benefit of the nation. In this case, the collective
identity is seen as the greater good, and its survival carries greater weight than one’s

own life (Wendt 1999: 230-1).

Identity formation and structural change

Having analysed these concepts, it is now possible to turn to Wendt’s model on the
formation of collective identity. First, a short discussion will be presented on identity
formation per se, followed by an analysis of the role of collective identity, and its
limitations, in structural change. Finally, his causal theory of collective identity
formation in an anarchic environment will be examined. This latter part includes the
discussion of four variables that are considered the main preconditions for achieving
collective identity.

Wendt argues that there are essentially two logics of identity formation, namely
natural and cultural selection. These are both processes that ensure that changes at the
unit level spread towards the systemic level, i.e. - in the inter-state context - that
changes in state interests and identity are translated towards the state system. Natural
selection works through the extinction of states with identities that are not fit for

survival. However, the establishment of the Westphalian state system and the institution
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of sovereignty have diminished the importance of this selection method. A state like
Somalia is desperately being kept alive by other countries, rather than being annexed by
its neighbours. Moreover, the NATO bombardments of Serbia did not lead to the
complete dismemberment of the country, as military action in previous centuries might
have done.’

The second mechanism of identity formation Wendt labels cultural selection,
which is equivalent to socialisation. It is an evolutionary process that concerns “the
transmission of t