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In this essay, I argue that even if nationalism has been the target of political criticism 

from the liberal side, to claim that it has not stood the test of time would be a grave mistake. In 

the framework of a re-globalizing international system, nationalism enters the political 

mainstream through a binary of liberal nationalism and non-ideological nationalism, which 

determines foreign policy for both liberal and non-liberal forces. I will make the case that 

liberal nationalism and non-ideological neo-nationalism are two types of nationalism that both 

authoritarian and liberal democratic regimes use as instruments for foreign policy. Due to the 

limited space for this paper, I will only focus on non-ideological neonationalism, though setting 

the premises for future research. 

Without a question, 2008 will be remembered as a watershed moment in history. A 

process known as "re-globalization" has taken the place of the status quo, firstly signalling the 

end of American hegemony over world affairs and the beginning of the multipolar order. Even 

if re-globalization didn't start to gain popularity until after 2008, its roots can be found in the 

latent deficiencies of globalisation that was primarily driven by neoliberalism and 

cosmopolitanism. The writing, however, has been on the wall for the past ten years as the 

traditional leading proponents of Fukuyama's "universalization of Western liberal democracy," 

including the United States, the United Kingdom, France, and Germany, have espoused 

positions that deviate from the Western liberal canon. The shift in the political norm from the 

status quo of an unchallenged global neoliberal system, which existed from 1991 to 2008, to 

the current situation, in which authoritarianism is asserting itself more on the international stage 

and gaining support within the Western sphere, is well documented in a wealth of literature. 
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The development of nationalism and its global instrumentalisation as a confrontation between 

democracies and non-democracies are two important causes in this shift.  

The main drivers of re-globalization, according to Roland Benedikter (2021), are three 

political trends and the three societal imbalances brought on by neoliberal-cosmopolitan 

globalisation. The first of these factors is the idea that because globalisation didn't distribute its 

advantages in a socially equitable way, national inequality only became worse. The second is 

that Western populist rebels emerged as a result of a rising scepticism about the goals of the 

globalising elites. Thirdly, a gulf developed between the neoliberal, self-centred rightists and 

the globalised, humanitarian leftists. Reactionary "glocal" safe zones that were focused on 

borders and other forms of globalisation barriers were developed as a result of these demands 

to re-globalize. The contemporary political climate has also contributed to the growth of 

imaginary politics (Bottici, 2014), tribal/identity politics (Chua, 2018; Fukuyama, 2018), and 

contextual politics (Goodin & Tilly, 2006). In this atmosphere of escalating distrust, populist 

leaders revive nationalism in an effort to win over the "losers of globalisation". 

In the twenty-first century, nationalism has developed into a powerful mobilising force, 

taking on a form that corresponds to revisionist forces regardless of their intellectual 

convictions. Academics have given this topic a lot of consideration (Bergmann, 2020; Eger & 

Valdez, 2015), noting its nativist outlook as a reaction to the effects of globalisation. According 

to Rogers Brubaker (2017), the lenses of civilizationism and Christianism acting within the 

neo-nationalist nativist framework can be used to understand regional inequalities within 

European populist movements. Growing out of the foregoing framework, nationalist and 

populist movements frequently found themselves vying for power in their nations while also 

adopting revisionist views of the international system and/or its neighbours.  

I will make use of the foreign policy matrix suggested by Erin Jenne (2021) to clarify 

this method of international policy-making. Jenne provides four frames of foreign policy 

https://www.zotero.org/google-docs/?lyk1OJ
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alternatives, of which two respond positively to the topic of dangers to ethnos, using a cartesian 

coordinate system graded with risks to demos and ethnos. Therefore, nationalist mobilisation 

occurs when there is a threat to ethnos but not to demos, which feeds lateral revisionism. In 

contrast, an ethno-populist mobilisation occurs when there are dangers to both ethnos and 

demos, igniting omni-revisionism. Jenne continues by using the cases of Albania and Hungary 

in the 1990s as examples of lateral revisionism and the United States and Hungary in the 2010s 

as examples of omni-revisionism. These instances show that the ideological foundation upon 

which revisionism manifests itself in foreign policy through the use of nationalism is flexible: 

both liberal democracies and non-liberal regimes are capable of mobilising revisionism through 

the use of nationalism. 

Neo-nationalist groups employ the nativist arguments to incorporate nationalism into 

the creation of foreign policy, believing that historical ties are the primary criterion for 

admission to the national family, making it inclusive and fundamentally distinct from their 

forebears in terms of inclusivity. For instance, the foreign policy platform of Front National 

asserts that there is an "immutable essence of the people that is likely to arouse sympathies as 

well as enmities, inscribing France in a geographical, historical, and cultural territory1." 

Another example of operational neo-nationalism is Xi Jinping's concept of the "Chinese 

dream," which is used to revive Chinese nationalism and is entwined with Marxist-Leninist 

theory. China has risen to prominence as one of the major lateral revisionist powers of the 

2010s and 2020s as a result of this policy, becoming more assertive. Given the stark ideological 

difference between the two aforementioned examples on the political compass, it is noteworthy 

how its proponents deploy neonationalism in the same register to advance their revisionist 

foreign policy objective. 

 
1 Camus, Jean-Yves. ‘Le Front National et Les Relations Internationales’. Fondation Jean Jaurès (blog), 

2016. https://www.jean-jaures.org/publication/le-front-national-et-les-relations-internationales/. 
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The dilemma of how nationalism should be adopted by the liberal canon, especially by 

liberal foreign policy, arises since nationalism appears to be a phenomenon that has been 

renormalized in the political realm. Future research shall have its starting point exploring the 

“right to culture” (Tamir, 1993), “social friendship” (Yack, 2012) and conceptions of 

community (Anderson, 1983) in the context of operationalising foreign policy. Nevertheless, 

in this article I have pointed out how nationalism adapted to the twenty-first century in the form 

of non-ideological neonationalism and answers to segments of societies that exacerbate the 

resetting of the international order through a process of re-globalisation.  
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