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ABSTRACT  

The collective, the we, ourselves in front of others. It is our identity. The collective that 
we belong to and its features are built day by day by language. It is the self-
representation of each political movement, founded on some basic pillars which vary 
through time, according to external politics events. The objectives of this paper are to 
measure the incidence of these pillars by quantifying and qualifying their permanence 
and evolution and to observe the change in their significance based on the context in 
which they are used.  The focus is on the way the three main Basque political 
movements (moderate nationalism, non-nationalism and radical nationalism) are 
defined through editorials from four representative newspapers over the period of 1996-
2004. 
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Introduction  

Basque politics have been a main information object during the last forty years. The 

amount of news about the Basque issue is enormous, from ETA attacks to any kind of 

pact or agreement, press release or information leak that surround Basque political 

parties. The Basque question has become one of the most complicated problems in 

modern Spanish democracy, due to the existence of a really well rooted nationalist 

movement accompanied by a terrorist phenomenon.  

The Basque is not a “conflict between Basques and Spaniards”. On the contrary, 

it is a deeper problem inside the Basque society itself, related to the way the Basques, 

nationalist and non nationalist, see themselves (Fusi, 1990; Montero, 2008; De Blas, 

2008; Mees, 2003; Mata, 1993…). Furthermore, the conflict exists not only between 

those who consider themselves Basque nationalists and those who not. Even inside the 

nationalist movement there are people who are in favour of more radical positions while 

others prefer to embrace more moderate strategies. At the same time, some people think 

that ETA’s violence is justified because of the “oppression against the Basque Country” 

by Spain and France (Lorenzo Espinosa, 2002: 18). Other people, although supporters 

of the Basque independence, are completely oppose to the actions of the terrorist 

organization.   

 Not even the so-called non-nationalists share the same feeling about the 

question. Of course there is a great sense of unity since all of them are the target of 

ETA’s violence (Montero, 2008: 35), but the “vasquismo” which some Basque socialist 

leaders propose has little to do with the positions of the Partido Popular or even with 

some sections within the Leftist Party.   

 The different ideologies, thought waves, and sensibilities of the Basque scenery 

could be divided into thousands of little viewpoints, some interconnected, some others 

completely separate, creating a chaotic system which is not easy to understand. 

However, facing a general analysis, we could divide all the nuances and different 

ideologies which conform the Basque question into three main groups: the non-

nationalism1, the moderate nationalism2 and the radical nationalism3. Each one of these 

                                                
1It can be problematic to include in just one movement, the non-nationalism, parties as disparate and 
uneven as Partido Popular (PP) and Partido Socialista de Euskadi (PSE-EE). However, I risk doing it for 
this paper due to the enormous importance of the national identity in Basque politics, especially during 
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main ideologies isn’t limited to just one political party. They can include several of 

them, social movements or even communication media. In fact, this paper is based on 

the close relationship between the media and these main ideological groups.   

 This paper -which is part of my doctoral thesis- aims to explore a correlation 

between the language used by each of these three main ideologies at the time of 

building their identities (1996 to 2004) and the political facts which took place during 

this time period, by analyzing the editorials of four4  newspapers which are 

representative of each ideology. These newspapers are Deia, for the moderate 

nationalism; El Correo, for the non-nationalism; and Egin y Gara for the radical 

nationalism.  

 As mentioned previously, the relationship between media and political parties is 

close and reciprocal. They influence each other, sometimes in a spontaneous way; 

sometimes in a premeditated way. Media a plays an important role in communicating  

political messages to people. Media decide how, where and when to support or criticize 

                                                                                                                                          
the period analyzed. In addition, from a practical point of view, it’s certain that the ideological differences 
of both parties became secondary in the Basque Country. That’s the only way to understand the current 
pact signed by both parties which allowed socialist Patxi López to reach the lehendakaritza (Basque 
Country autonomic presidency), as well as the chance of a coalition government between PP and PSE 
defended by popular candidate, Jaime Mayor Oreja and his socialist equivalent, Nicolás Redondo 
Terreros, during the Basque autonomous elections campaign in 2001.The violence against the council 
representatives of both parties and the signing of Lizarra’s Pact in September 1998, which meant the 
unification of all the nationalist viewpoints into one place, are keys to understanding a union among 
parties which are completely opposite in the rest of the Spanish regions. Manu Montero talks about the 
consolidation of a “transversal” model, after the kidnapping and murder of the popular councillor Miguel 
Ángel Blanco, which included left and right and whose main characteristic is “constitutionalism”, 
understood as the defence of the Spanish Constitution.  (Montero, 2008: 535). 
2 Moderate nationalism includes Partido Nacionalista Vasco (PNV) and Eusko Alkartasuna (EA). As José 
Luis de la Granja states, both of them are “legalistas y posibilistas” and “have preferred to join with the 
State” (De la Granja, 2003: 132) instead of confronting it directly. This, doesn’t, however, mean that they 
have given up on supporting Basque independence. On the contrary, both parties, especially PNV, have 
carried out a practice known as the “péndulo patriótico” (Mees y de Santiago: 2005), a strategy which 
allows them to “make their theorical independence compatible with practical autonomy” (De la Granja, 
2003:132). 
3 The moderate and radical nationalism share the same roots, being the second one a theoric –in social and 
ethnic issues- and practical evolution of the first one. Both believe in the existence of a conflict in the 
Basque Country which pits Basques against Spaniards. But, since the moderates have adopted 
“posibilistas” strategies, radical nationalism assumes an anti-system position, against the institution of the 
Spanish State. As ambiguity is PNV’s main characteristic, radical nationalism supports a clear 
independence, helped by the actions of the terrorist organization ETA. In fact, ETA, born in 1959, was 
the founder of radical nationalism. Since then, it has led all of the radical movements. The self named 
“Movimiento de Liberación Nacional Vasco” (MLNV) includes social and cultural organizations, media 
and even a political party. Since 2002, this party has been illegal. (Mata, 1993; Casquete, 2009). 
4 In the case of radical nationalism, it was necessary to analyze two newspapers, Egin and Gara, since the 
first of them was banned in July 1998 under suspicion of collaborating with ETA. Gara was published six 
months later, in January 1999 by Egin’s promoters. Both of them share the same editorial line. (Beobide, 
2003; 65) 
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political ideas, proposals, and projects. They shape political messages. The editorial line 

of a newspaper ends up being reflection and, at the same time, object of a political idea. 

That’s why an analysis of the editorials of the three chosen newspapers, which openly 

introduce themselves as supporters of each ideology5 (De la Granja, 2003; De Pablo y 

Mees, 2005; Bezunzartea, Hoyo, Iriarte, Santos and Urrutia, 2000), is ideal source for 

my research’s goal, which is to analyze the way each ideological perspective creates and 

defines its self image, their who we are, through language. From the analysis of the 

words and expressions used in each newspaper to design the political movement they 

identified with, we can detect their self image and evolution over time.  

Language: a political and social tool 

Words are worth whatever we want them to be. It is impossible to understand their deep 

meaning without knowing the context and intention of the communicator. Wittgenstein, 

who dedicated most of his philosophical career to identify the limits of what we say, 

had to give up to the fact that words’ meaning is attached to its subjective condition in 

very concrete social contexts (Wittgenstein, 2007). Del Rey Morató points out that the 

German philosopher, who used “languages games” expressions to refer to this notion, 

understood that “what is primary at language is not meaning but use (…). 

Understanding a word in a language isn’t just understanding its meaning but knowing 

how it works or how people use it , in the context of one of these games” (Rey Morató, 

2007: 69). 

Philosophers such as Austin understood that language is a human product whose 

function goes beyond than describing reality (Austin, 1962). In the same way, Gadamer 

(Gadamer, 1977) and Habermas (Pere Fabra, 2008) concluded that language must be 

analyzed by its historic context, where it has meaning. That’s why it’s so important to 

bear in mind speaker’s intention, her or his mental world. Tomás Uribebarrietxea points 

out that “the relationship between signifier and signified is necessary, but this need 

comes from use. Words are tied to the way they have been used” (Uribebarrietxea, 

1992: 166). It can be concluded, then, that language plays a main role in our world 

perception and in the relationship we establish with other people or even ourselves.  We 

                                                
5 Media play a great role inside the social and political Basque scene, to the point that “the different 
newspapers are publicly labelled by the politicians and classified as actors involved in concrete options” 
(Bezunzartea, Hoyo, Iriarte, Santos y Urrutia, 2000: 35). 
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are what we say. What we think is constructed by words and words have a direct effect 

on what we feel. As Isocrates said, “word is owner and queen of all we do and think”.  

Language is, to sum up, a human product whose goal goes further than the mere 

reality description. It frames reality. It’s not my intention to say that it creates the reality 

itself, since I don’t agree with the derridian concept of reality which assumes it is non-

existent. But language is fundamental to understand the different perceptions of reality. 

Language is also influenced by reality and concrete facts can affect it.  In this sense, I 

agree with Carmelo Moreno del Río who states that discourse is “constitutivo” in “two 

ways. On the one hand, it helps maintain and reproduce a given social statement; on the 

other hand, it also contributes to change it” (Moreno del Río, 2005: 28). 

In the political field, language’s social dimension turns out to be a very 

important weapon. Politicians use language as working tool to persuade citizens 

(Järlehed, 2009: 103). The antique technique to seduce by language has got a name: 

Rhetoric. Rhetoric, ars del bene dicendi, is, basically, the use language to persuade the 

audience (Perelman y L. Olbrechts-Tyteca, 1959: 120) As the philosopher looks to 

convince, the rhetoric looks to persuade but not only by meaningless emotions. For 

Pascal, rhetoric means the conjunction between cognitive and emotional paths. Rhetoric 

is intrinsic to Politic –and also to Ethic or even most part of Philosophy-, since is the 

only way to express plausible opinions, which have to be defended by plausible 

arguments. 

Ricoeur places it in the path of the plausible things, the intermediate site 

between the truth, responsibility of the logic, and the sophist’s fallacy (Ricoeur, 1986: 

146). However, this rhetoric’s ambiguity (Ricoeur, 1986; Perelman, 1959; Gadamer, 

1980) doesn’t necessary mean that it is an instrument made to control people through 

false statements. Ricoeur warns that rhetoric is a “double-edged sword”: “rhetoric can 

look for the credible, close to the truth, or can look for the credible, close to the false” 

(Ricoeur, 1986: 146).  

The danger comes when rhetoric loses its argumental component to become just 

an empty emotional language. That attitude produces a “fictional world in which there’s 

no place for knowledge, just for beliefs“(Mellizo, 1990: 134). It’s a bottomless 

language, full of empty malleable words. A language which creates a world tailor made 
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for a speaker’s interest.  As Núñez Cabeza and Guerrero Salazar assert, “in the language 

used in politics, the meaning of words gets multiplied and its appellative function is 

taken to unsuspected extremes” (Núñez Cabezas and Guerreo Salazar, 2003: 20).  

Language in Basque politics: framing and identifying 

In addition to these statements, focused on political language in general, we need to 

consider the concrete characteristics of the Basque politics which I have divided into 

three main ideological movements: moderate nationalism, radical nationalism and non-

nationalism. Each has its own identification codes and expressions to elaborate its 

messages according to two functions language plays in Basque politics: identifying and 

framing. 

Identifying means basically that choosing one word or other to express the same 

thing is a subtle way of expressing your political preferences (Onaindía, 2000: 30; 

Montero, 2010: 9). It’s not the same to say “País Vasco” or “Euskal Herria” or 

“Euskadi”, although the three of them are used to apply to the Basque territory. By 

using “País Vasco”, you are saying to the world that you are a non-nationalist. On the 

contrary, if you said “Euskal Herria”, you are revealing yourself as a radical nationalist. 

Moreno del Río points out that “in the Basque Country, beyond the semantic meaning 

of words, there is a basic first level of political differentiation which manifests itself in 

the difference of self language, in the terminology use by political parties to describe the 

same object” (Moreno del Río, 2000: 6).   

 

The second function, the framing, is more complex and basically means that 

since language frames our reality, by changing it, we can modify reality or even create a 

new one. In Don’t Think of an Elephant, the American linguist George Lackoff talks 

about “reference frames” which “can’t be seen or heard” but which are part of “what 

scientists call the ‘cognitive unconscious’ – structures of our brain that we can’t reach 

consciously but we know by their consequences: our way of thinking and what we 

know as common sense”. This scholar places language at the centre of the conformation 

of these frames and states that “all words define themselves according” to them. “When 

we hear one word, it activates a frame in our brain”, he says. It can be concluded, then, 

that language activates the frames. So, by changing the frames we can change the way 

people see the world since “new frames require a new language” (Lakoff, 2007:17). 
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 By choosing some words or expressions rather than others, each ideology not 

only identifies itself but creates its own frame, justifying its posture, actions and even 

reason for being. Each of the movements I’m analyzing develops some basic plot lines, 

creating a huge semantic theatre. J. P. Faye in The Totalitarian Languages points out 

the relationship between narration and reality. The French author argues that “the basic 

elements of the logic function of discourse are built by the narration practice. But at the 

same time, this practice shows up as the reality itself” (Faye, 1974: 15).  

Three ideologies, four newspapers 

Media have a central role in modern society. At information society, the power isn’t in 

the hands of those who have the information, but in the hands of those who are 

successful in managing it: writing, distributing, and prioritizing it in order to construct 

complex and comprehensible messages. This is, precisely, where media power lies. 

“They editorialize, select relevant information, and offer interpretations, discourses, 

visions and characters to their audience” (Idoiaga y Ramírez de la Piscina, 2002: 7). 

Media are much more than enterprises; as Idoiaga y Ramírez de la Piscina describe, 

they are “ideological mediators which condition society’s political and cultural 

perceptions” even becoming part of the “power system” (Idoiaga y Ramírez de la 

Piscina, 2002: 27). They have a great influence in the political arena, thanks to their 

central role as opinion makers, framing that reality which goes beyond people’s direct 

experience.  

This viewpoint explains why politicians are so concerned on controlling as much 

as possible reports, content, and opinions which appear in the media every day. 

Therefore, “people’s political beliefs and their ideological ascriptions have less to do 

with party strategies and discourses (…) than with the way media transmit them”  

(Idoiaga y Ramírez de la Piscina, 2002: 11). Since media establish social reality terms, 

their role as public opinion builders is indisputable. That’s the reason why it is 

absolutely appropriate to use them as resource material for this research. Furthermore, 

local media have a deeper penetration than do the generalist ones in Euskadi6. 

                                                
6 National newspapers hardly reach 10% of the Basque market. In any case, most of the time, when they 
are read it is as second newspaper. There are two reasons which explain this fact: “the differentiation 
feeling of many of the Basque population” and the existence of an ideological diversity in the local 
informative offer” which make “unnecessary the presence of central newspapers to defend a state-national 
politic line” (Arriagas y Pérez Soengas, 2000: 65, 95). 
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The chronological frame: Aznar’s two legislatures (1996-2004) 

The period from January 1996 to December 2004 is very significant in perceiving 

variations in language of the three Basque movements since many important and 

dramatic turns in the Basque politic scenery took place during these years. The crux of 

the period is the two legislatures under the leadership of José María Aznar  from the 

Partido Popular. Although he took office as Spain’s president in March 1996 and quit in 

March 2004, I found it better methodologically to conduct the analysis over complete 

years.  

The analysis starts in January 1996 when the Pact of Ajuria Enea7 was still in 

effect. In subsequent months and years, all kinds of alliances and political projects took 

place: a government pact between PNV and PP allowed the Right party to gain the 

power of the Spanish presidency; the dissolution of this agreement and the progressive 

rapprochement between the two nationalistic branches -the radical and the moderate- 

culminated in the Lizarra Pact in September 1998; ETA’s immediate truce in 1999 and 

the terrible consequences of its return to violence in 2000, which led to a never before 

seen prosecution of non-nationalist political representatives; the installation of a 

manichean opposition between nationalism and non-nationalism; the worsening of the 

political atmosphere to unsuspected extremes; the arrival in 1998 of the new nationalist 

lehendakari, Juan José Ibarretxe, to the Basque presidency and his subsequent plan, 

from 2001, to achieve a new political state for the Basque Country known later as Plan 

Ibarretxe. This plan was the focus of political discussions from 2002 until 2004: ETA’s 

political branch, Batasuna, was deemed illegal in 2002. And, to end up with, the 

electoral defeat suffered by the PP after the brutal trauma with supposed the 11-M 

terrorist attacks in Madrid, just three days before the elections of 2004. 

 

                                                
7 The Pact of Ajuria Enea was signed on January 12 1988, promoted by the former lehendakari, PNV’s 
José María Ardanza. The “Acuerdo para la normalización y pacificación de Euskadi” was signed by every  
self named Basque democratic parties: PNV, PSE, EE, EA, Alianza Popular y el Centro Democrático y 
Social. For the first time, every signature party defined the “Basque problem” as a “conflict between 
Basques” instead of an “unsolved contentious fight between the Basque Country and the Spanish state”, 
which had been PNV’s and EA’s plot line until then. As De Pablo and Mees recognize, Ajuria Enea 
“signified a great change in PNV’s attitude towards ETA, above all, because terrorism was removed from 
the conflict between the Basque Country and the State and was, instead,  treated as a Human Rights 
matter”  (De Pablo y Mees, 2005: 428 y 429). 
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The “Who we are” 

The collective, the we, ourselves in front of others. It is our identity. The collective that 

we belong to and its features are built day by day by language. It is the self-

representation of each political movement, founded on some basic pillars which vary 

through time, according to external politics events. To measure the incidence of these 

pillars by quantifying their permanence and evolution, in a qualitative and quantitative 

way8, and to observe the change in their signification in the context they are being used, 

offers a clear idea of the identificating and framing uses of language. The focus is on the 

way the three main Basque political movements (moderate nationalism, non-

nationalism and radical nationalism) are defined through editorials from four 

representative newspapers over the period of 1996-2004. 

At this point, I find it necessary to explain briefly the methodology used. I 

divided the who we are of each ideology into different categories which cover the 

features that comprise their self image. Given the great amount of lexical variations 

found in newspapers editorials, the categories option seems the most appropriate in 

order to achieve certain uniformity, necessary for the analysis. The categories represent 

tendencies and linguistic intentionalities, but are flexible enough in content to 

incorporate different expressions with the same idea.  For this reason, inside each 

category there are words, sentences, expressions, etc. 

In addition, each category can be classified by the language it belongs to, 

according to a scale previously designed, which ranges from the Non-Nationalist 

Language (NNL), to the Radical Nationalist Language (RNL), passing by the Medium 

Non Nationalist Language (MNNL), the Neutral Language (NL) and the Moderate 

Nationalist Language (MNL). The final step is to locate the global language of each 

newspaper for their “who we are” in a specific place on a dial like the following one.  

                                                
8 The best way to conduct research like this is a combination of qualitative and quantitative methods in 
order to achieve a closer portrait of the studied reality. In this sense, I agree with Wimmer and Dominick 
when they state that “(...) the majority of the methodologists have realised that both strategies are 
important for the research of the studied phenomena. In fact, the term triangulation (…) is being used by 
those who work on communication research. This term refers to the group of quantitative and qualitative 
methods needed to know the entire nature of the issue under research” (Wimmer and Dominick, 1996: 
12). 
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Illustration 1. Example of the languages dial. 

 

The following tables (1, 2 and 3) show the categories of each newspaper and 

their language and the language they belong to. 

 

Table 1. Deia's categories. 

Deia NNL MNNL NL MNL RNL 

Democrats9 X     

Democrats and 
Nationalists 

 X    

Attitude 
towardsETA’s 
violence10 

 X    

Jeltzales11   X   

Sentimental12 
issues 

   X  

Nationalists    X  

Equidistance13    X  

Abertzales14     X 

The Basques15    X  

                                                
9 This category covers all the expresions who define the subjects as just democrat: “los demócratas”, “los 
partidos democráticos”, “bando democrático”, “los que defienden la democracia”, etc. It establishes a 
union point between moderate nationalism and non nationalism and belongs to Ajuria Enea’s language.  
10 This category contains phrases and expressions as “el nacionalismo pacífico”, “el nacionalismo no 
violento”, “quienes condenan de forma inequívoca las acciones de ETA”, etc. It establishes a difference 
between radical and moderate nationalism, according to their attitude towards ETA’s violence.  
11 Jeltzales or jelkides are two Basque words which refer to the acronym JEL, which comes from the 
PNV’s slogan “Jaungoikoa eta Lagizaharrak”. Taken from the carlista tradition, it means “God and old 
laws”. This category belongs to the NL since it is used by all the ideologies. It has no negative or positive 
connotation. 
12 All the expressions in this category reveal emotional connotations as, for example, “resistencia vasca”, 
“patriotas vascos”, “irredentismo vasco”, etc. 
13 The equidistance, understood as positioning in a middle point between the “extremes” which represents 
Non Nationalism and the Radical Nationalism. It is a basic pillar of the Moderate Nationalism discourse. 
This category contains all of the relevant expressions used by Deia. Mees states that “behind these basic 
ideas there was no concrete and tangible programme”. (Mees, 2003: 121.) 
14 Abertzale is a Basque word that means “patriot”. In general, it is used as a synonym for nationalist, but 
its connotations are different since abertzale is linked to more radical postures.  
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Table 2. El Correo's categories. 

El Correo NNL MNNL NL MNL RNL 

Democrats  X    

Non-Nationalists X     

Constitutionalists X     

Relationship to 
violence16 

X     

“Españolidad” 17 X     

 

 

Table 3. Egin-Gara's categories. 

Egin-Gara NNL MNNL NL MNL RNL 

Democrats18 X     

Violence19  X    

Nationalist    X  

Sentimental 
issues 

   X  

The Basques    X  

Independentists     X 

Fighters20     X 

                                                                                                                                          
15 Through this category, the moderate nationalism establishes a correlation between being Basque and 
being nationalist, with phrases and expressions such as, “nosotros, los avascos”, “sindicatos de obediencia 
vasca”, “los partidos politicos vascos”, etc.  
16 This category contains all the phrases and expressions which allude to the victimization of the non 
nationalism by ETA’s violence: “los hoy perseguidos”, “quienes se ven obligados a recurrir al heroismo”, 
“las fuerzas que más directamente sufren el acoso terrorista”, etc.  
17 This category refers to the percentage of allusions to the Spanish nature of this movement and the way 
it is expressed. 
18 In the case of Egin and Gara, this category comes as a reaction to Ajuria Enea’s language, which 
establishes a border between the “democrats” –moderate nationalism and non nationalism- and the 
“radicals” –radical nationalism-. Contains phrases as “los auténticos demócratas”.  
19 Through this category, Egin and Gara react ironically to the others’ accusations of them being part of 
the “violent nationalism”. We can find phrases as “los ‘violentos¡”, “lo que el gobierno español califica 
como violentos”, “quien no condena públicamente a ETA”, etc.  
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Abertzales     X 

Abertzales and 
progresits 

    X 

Victims     X 

DEIA 

As can be seen in Table 4 and Chart 1, the language used to define the who we are in 

Deia seems to be affected by political events. In the evolution of each category, we can 

appreciate changes that support this finding.  

Table 4. Deia's Who we are. 

  DEM. DEM & NAT. SENT. VIOL. EQUID. ABERTZ. BASQU. JELTZ. 

    NAT.               

1996 17,65% 35,29% 23,52% 23,52% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 

1997 30,76% 11,53% 11,53% 11,53% 3,84% 23,07% 7,69% 0,00% 0,00% 

1998 8,00% 16,00% 36,00% 18,00% 0,00% 0,00% 22,00% 0,00% 0,00% 

1999 10,52% 10,52% 36,84% 10,52% 0,00% 0,00% 26,31% 0,00% 5,26% 

2000 5,33% 18,66% 54,66% 2,66% 1,33% 0,00% 16,00% 1,33% 0,00% 

2001 2,56% 9,40% 65,81% 1,70% 4,27% 3,41% 9,40% 3,41% 0,00% 

2002 3,89% 10,38% 70,12% 1,29% 1,29% 5,19% 3,89% 1,29% 2,59% 

2003 2,02% 14,14% 55,55% 8,08% 1,01% 4,04% 11,11% 4,04% 0,00% 

2004 2,43% 3,65% 68,29% 1,21% 0,00% 0,00% 20,73% 2,43% 1,21% 

 

Chart 1. Deia's Who we are. 
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20 This category reveals the most epic side of the radical nationalism, giving a self-image of them as 
restless fighters with prhases as “disidencia vasca”, “quienes se alzan ante las pretensions del imperio 
español”, “resistencia vasca”, “insurgencia independentista”, etc.  
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Let’s start with the Nationalists category. This category experiences great 

growth in comparison to the others. It starts in 1996 with 21.05% use and a third 

position and climbs to first place in 1998. It remains in first place for the rest of the 

period studied. In addition, during the seven years from 1998 to 2004, it always has a 

percentage of use above 60%.  

In 1996, influenced by a good relationship between PNV and PP, Nationalists 

are in third position with just a 21.05%. In 1997, it decreased when the government pact 

was still working, to its lowest rate of 11.53%. During the first two years of the 

analysis, the most used categories are those that belong to the Non-Nationalist 

Language, Democrats and Democrats Nationalists. In 1996, the most used (31.57%) is  

Nationalists and democrats from the NNL. But the most interesting finding is that in 

1997 the first position was for Democrats with 30.76%, which is even a more non- 

nationalist category. Democrats not only make no reference to the nationalist aspect of 

the moderate nationalist movement but also includes both moderate nationalism and 

non-nationalism. It’s the best example of Ajuria Enea’s spirit.   

Relations between PNV and PP started to worsen from the last third of 1997, due 

to the kidnapping and murder of PP’s councillor Miguel Ángel Blanco and the Spanish 

Government’s –led by PP- opposition to transfer Employment competence to Basque 

authorities. For methodological reasons, the total analysis of this work is made by 

complete years. So, 1997’s global result is still favorable to the Non Nationalist 

Language.But If we focus on the dates of the expressions, we can detect a slight 

orientation towards the Nationalist merger that will be evident from September 1998.  

Expressions as “Nacionalismo demócrata vasco”21  , “demócratas”22  or “partidos 

democráticos”23, appear  juts during this year’s first half and never after July. Blanco’s 

kidnapping and murder occurred between July 10-13th. The Abertzale category appears 

for the first time this year in October 1997 in expressions like “nueva coincidencia 

abertzale”24. In that month, EA and PNV representatives came together to talk about a 

possible unity of all the nationalist forces, moderate and radical. 

  

                                                
21Deía, May 6, 1997. 
22Deia, February 12 and March 18, 1997. 
23Twice since  February 12, 1997. 
24Deia, October 28, 1997. 



 15 

 At the same time Nationalist category greatly increases through the years, 

especially after 1998, the Non-Nationalist Language categories, Democrats and 

Democrats and nationalists show a decreasing tendency, much more dramatic for the 

first one. Democrats becomes weaker until it reaches 3% in 2001. Democrats and 

nationalists experiences both intense decreases and increases, going from almost 15% 

in 2003 to less than 3% the following year. Chart 2 shows that while Nationalists 

increase, Democrats and nationalists and Democrats decrease.  

 

Chart 2. Democrats and Dem. &Nat. vs. Nationalist. 
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The moderate nationalism’s relationship with this Abertzale category is 

ambiguous. The same is true for Attitude towards ETA’s violence. Both perfectly 

portray moderate nationalism’s dual soul. A part of this movement tends to the absolute 

and is reflected in the decrease in the Attitude towards ETA’s violence category, which 

normally combines with an increase of Abertzale. Categories as Democrats and 

Nationalists or Attitude towards ETA’s violence establish a separation line between 

moderate and radical nationalism. In fact, when Deia uses Abertzale. it is to refer, 

mostly, to a merger of all nationalism. Very few times is it used to refer just to moderate 

nationalism. Only at the end of the analyzed period does Deia use it in a generalized 

way to refer to the moderate nationalism (11.11% and a 20.73% in 2003 and 2004).  

 Keep in mind that the years 2002, 2003 and 2004, are characterized by two main 

issues: PNV’s and EA’s desire to gain votes from the illegal radical nationalits, who 

were banned in 2002. Secondly, the party’s most orthodox group focused on Ibarretxe’s 

development Plan. Both issues explain the radicalization process experienced by the 

moderate nationalists which is reflected in the increase of Abertzale. To the contrary, 
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during the years in which ETA’s violence becomes worse, after Lizarra’s failure, 

Abertzale experiences a great decrease, influenced by moderate nationalism’s desire to 

establish a clear separation between them and the radicals. Chart 3 illustrates how 

Abertzale changes from 1999. Until that year, it increase as does the Nationalists. 

However after 1999, while the Nationalists increased abertzale decreased until 2002.    

Chart 3. Abertzales vs. Nationalist. 

0,00%
10,00%
20,00%
30,00%
40,00%
50,00%
60,00%
70,00%
80,00%

19
96

19
97

19
98

19
99

20
00

20
01

20
02

20
03

20
04

ABERTZ.

NACIONALISTAS

 

 Table 5 and Chart 4 show, in the Languages, a constant pre-eminence of the 

Medium Nationalist Language increase especially since 1999, the year of ETA’s truce 

and the Lizarra Pact. On the other hand, the Medium Non-Nationalists and Non-

Nationalist languages are consistently decreasing from their height in 1996 and 1997. 

What is remarkable is that in 1997, the year when NNL had its highest percentage of 

use, the MNNL suffers a dramatic decrease from 35,29% in 1996 to 15.37%. The 

Radical Nationalism Language, on the contrary, is non-existent in 1996 and increases 

progressively until reaching its highest point in 1999, Lizarra’s year. Afterwards, it goes 

down again until 2002, when it go back up.  

      

Table 5. Language at Deia’s Who we are. 

  NNL MNNL NL MNL RNL 
            

1996 17,65% 35,29% 0,00% 47,04% 0,00% 
1997 30,76% 15,37% 0,00% 46,13% 7,69% 
1998 8,00% 16,00% 0,00% 54,00% 22,00% 
1999 10,52% 10,52% 5,26% 47,36% 26,31% 
2000 5,33% 19,99% 0,00% 58,65% 16,00% 
2001 2,56% 13,67% 0,00% 74,33% 9,40% 
2002 3,89% 11,67% 2,59% 77,89% 3,89% 
2003 2,02% 15,15% 0,00% 71,71% 11,11% 
2004 2,43% 3,65% 1,21% 71,93% 20,73% 

MEDIA 9,24% 15,70% 1,01% 61,00% 13,01% 
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Chart 4. Language at Deia's Who we are. 
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EL CORREO 

The dominant category during most of the years studied in The Correo is not Non-

Nationalists, as expected. Rather, it is the Democrats, the one most related to Ajuria 

Enea’s spirit which establishes a common identity between moderate nationalists and 

non nationalists versus the radicals and those supporting violence.  

There is a sharp decreasing tendency of this category from 1998, as seen in 

Table 6. and Chart 5. In fact, the second most significant decrease take place between 

this year and 1999, when Democrats fell more than 40 points, from 92.98% to 52.94%. 

The explanation for this decline is in the change of the moderate nationalism towards 

Lizarra’s attitude, -closer to radical nationalism-. After the failure of the nationalist pact 

in 2000, Democrats has a slight increase, perhaps as a consequence of the non-

nationalist movement’s desire to come back to Ajuria Enea’s terms. However, after this 

year, the category’s decrease became constant, and reached its lowest point in 2003, 

(7.93%.) That is the year when Ibarretxe’s plan deals with parliamentary actions and is 

the focus of the media.  
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Table 6. El Correo's Who we are. 

  DEMÓCRATAS NO.NAC. CONST. VIOLENC. ESPAÑ. 
            

1996 75,00% 0,00% 0,00% 18,75% 6,25% 
1997 94,82% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 5,18% 
1998 94,64% 3,57% 0,00% 1,78% 0,00% 
1999 52,94% 41,17% 5,88% 0,00% 0,00% 
2000 72,66% 21,58% 0,00% 5,03% 0,71% 
2001 46,82% 26,19% 16,66% 9,84% 0,00% 
2002 56,19% 16,52% 13,22% 13,22% 0,82% 
2003 7,93% 33,33% 31,74% 23,80% 3,17% 
2004 27,86% 31,14% 22,95% 8,19% 9,83% 

 

Chart 5. El Correo's Who we are. 
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What it is remarkable is that the decreasing tendency of the Democrats category, 

which includes Moderate Nationalism and Non-Nationalism, coincidences with a 

progressive increase in the Non-Nationalists one. This category become the most 

referenced one during the last two years of the analysis. In fact, the Non Nationalist 

category not only has little visibility during the first years of the research, but it does not  

appear in 1996 and 1997, PP’s and PNV’s pact’s years. Its great rise takes place 

between 1998 and 1999 – precisely, during the first dramatic fall of the Democrats, 

when it increases from 3.57% to 41.17%.  

 It is also curious to see that although Lizarra’s pact obviously does have an 

effect in El Correo’s language, it is not strong enough to displace the Democrats from 

first position. It is, however, the radicalization progress lived by moderate nationalism 

after Lizarra’s failure, especially between 2002 and 2004.  Chart 6. shows graphically 

the inversely proportional evolution of both categories.  
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Chart 1. No Nacionalistas vs. Democrats. 

0,00%

20,00%

40,00%

60,00%

80,00%

100,00%

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004

DEMOC.

NON-NAT.

 

It is also interesting to see that the two categories which focused on the non-

nationalist character of this movement, Non-Nationalists and Constitutionalists grow in 

a proportional way. The second one appears for the first time in 1998, reaching its 

highest point in 2003 with a 31.74%. The evolution can be seen in Chart 7. 

Chart 2. Constitucionalists vs. Non-Nacionalists. 
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“Españolidad”, however, is at low levels all of the years without affecting El 

Correo’s who we are. On the contrary, Relationship with violence category increased 

between 2000 and 2003 because of strong violent pressure by ETA.  

 To conclude the analysis about language, Table 7 and Chart 8 indicate that there 

is an exclusive pre-eminence of Non-Nationalist languages which occurs during a 

progressive sharpening to the purest Non Nationalism language.   
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Table 7. Languages at El Correo. 

  NNL MNNL NL MNL RNL 
            

1996 25,00% 75,00% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
1997 5,18% 94,82% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
1998 5,35% 94,64% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
1999 47,05% 52,94% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
2000 27,32% 72,66% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
2001 52,69% 46,82% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
2002 43,78% 56,19% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
2003 92,04% 7,93% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
2004 72,11% 27,86% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 

MEDIA 41,17% 58,76% 0,00% 0,00% 0,00% 
 

 

Chart 3. Lenguajes at El Correo. 
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EGIN-GARA 

As can be seen in Table 8. and Chart 9., the Radical Nationalism’s who we are 

went between Aberzale category to Independents. Both belong to Radical Nationalist 

Language and have a similar meaning, but Aberzale rises as Independentists decreases 

with the rapprochement between the moderate and radical nationalists. In other words, 

while this category indicates the level of radicalization in the moderate nationalism’s 

language, it reflects a slight moderation in the radical nationalism. It is better shown in 

Chart 10. 

Table 8. Egin-Gara’s Who we are. 

 
  DEM. ABERT. AB. & INDEP. NAT. FIGHT. SENT. BASQ. VIOL. VICT. 
      PROG.               
1996 4,16% 8,33% 0,00% 50,00% 0,00% 31,12% 2,08% 4,16% 0,00% 0,00% 
1997 0,70% 38,73% 0,00% 28,16% 0,70% 23,94% 1,40% 4,22% 2,11% 0,00% 
1998 4,50% 47,74% 0,00% 10,81% 9,00% 11,71% 8,10% 4,50% 3,60% 0,00% 
1999 4,68% 37,50% 15,62% 9,37% 6,25% 4,68% 3,12% 17,18% 1,56% 0,00% 
2000 8,91% 56,43% 0,99% 11,88% 3,96% 4,95% 3,96% 6,93% 0,00% 1,98% 
2001 4,54% 43,18% 0,75% 20,45% 11,36% 8,33% 3,03% 8,33% 0,00% 0,00% 
2002 3,42% 35,61% 0,68% 33,56% 7,53% 9,58% 3,42% 5,47% 0,68% 0,00% 
2003 3,95% 41,24% 0,00% 29,94% 3,95% 5,64% 2,25% 9,60% 1,12% 2,25% 
2004 6,10% 52,67% 2,29% 24,42% 6,10% 0,00% 0,76% 6,10% 0,00% 1,52% 

 

Chart 4. Egin-Gara’s Who we are.. 
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Chart 5. Abertzales vs. Independentists. 
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I reaffirm in this assert when I check that other of the most radical categories, 

Fighters, has a very similar trajectory. The radical nationalism language becomes a bit 

softer after Lizarra’s pact. Also, Egin was banned in July, 1998, and Gara was released 

in January, 1999. These events had a big influence in the language too, since, although 

Gara maintained the same editorial line, it reduced its epic-sentimental content in the 

newspaper. To end with the discussion about languages, apart from slight variations, the 

RNL maintains stable during the entire period (See Table 9 and Chart 11).  

 

 

Table 9. Languages at Egin-Gara 

  NNL MNNL NL MNL RNL 
            

1996 4,16% 0,00% 0,00% 6,24% 89,45% 
1997 0,70% 2,11% 0,00% 6,32% 90,83% 
1998 4,50% 3,60% 0,00% 21,60% 70,26% 
1999 4,68% 1,56% 0,00% 26,55% 67,17% 
2000 8,91% 0,00% 0,00% 14,85% 76,23% 
2001 4,54% 0,00% 0,00% 22,72% 72,71% 
2002 3,42% 0,68% 0,00% 16,42% 79,43% 
2003 3,95% 1,12% 0,00% 15,80% 79,07% 
2004 6,10% 0,00% 0,00% 12,96% 80,90% 

MEDIA 4,55% 1,01% 0,00% 15,94% 78,45% 
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Chart 6. Languages at Egin-Gara. 
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Conclusions 

As seen in the charts and tables, there is a close relationship between political facts and 

language, which affects the way in which an ideological movement builds its identity, 

especially in the case of Deia and El Correo. Both underwent important changes in the 

way the constructed their who we are and those changes have repercussions in the use 

of language.  

In the case of El Correo, the variations came in response to the change in the 

moderate nationalism when it approaches to the radical one and, even more, during the 

last years of the study when the Plan Ibarretxe is the focus of Basque politics. During 

the first years of the study, El Correo’s who we are is characterized by Ajuria Enea’s 

language which does not distinguish between nationalists and non-nationalists. Rather, 

it separates democrats –which included non-nationalists and moderate nationalists- from 

radicals. In fact, there aren’t allusions to non nationalist character of this movement in 

1996 and 1997, and they slighty appear 1998 to increase greatly in 1999 –Lizarra’s 

year- . However, Democrats is the most used category until 2003, when Non nationalist 

takes it places until the end of the analyzed period. 

El Correo’s language reflects a movement towards more Non Nationalist 

positions on the dial of languages, which range from zero to ten, where zero is the 
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maximum NNL and ten is the maximum RNL position (See Table 7 which shows the 

weighted average grades of language).  

Table 7. Weighted average grades of El Correo’s language 

EL 
CORREO   

1996 1,87 
1997 2,37 
1998 2,36 
1999 1,32 
2000 1,81 
2001 1,17 
2002 1,4 
2003 0,19 
2004 0,69 

MEDIA 1,46 

 

Chart 12. Weighted average grades of El Correo’s language. 
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Finally, we see in Illustration 1 that the total weighted media of El Correo’s 

language reveals, as might be expected, that its language is located in the part of the dial 

between total NNL and MNNL. 

Illustration 1. Dial of languages. El Correo’s language media.  
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Deia is probably the newspaper which underwent the greatest change in its Who 

we are language, which is understandable given the pendulum-like motion which 

characterizes Basque moderate nationalism (De Pablo and Mees, 2005). In the years 

analyzed, moderate nationalism goes from a government pact with PP to an exclusively 

nationalist agreement, Lizarra, in less than three years. All of this, before getting 

involved in the Plan Ibarretxe. Table 8 indicates that its language moved more than four 

positions from 1997 to 1998, when it goes from a 4.61 grade –which placed it in a 

MNNL position- to a clear RNL place with a 8.85. In the later years, its language grows 

closer to the MNL position, but is never again as low as it was in 1996 and 1997. 

  

Table 8. Weighted average grades of Deia’s language. 

DEIA   

1996 4,41 
1997 4,61 
1998 8,85 
1999 6,7 
2000 6,49 
2001 6,85 
2002 6,65 
2003 6,86 
2004 7,61 

MEDIA 6,02 

 

Chart 13 Weighted average grades of Deia’s language. 
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At illustration number 2, we see that Deia’s language settles down almost 

exactly at the MLN point, with a 6,02 grade.  

 

Illustration 2. Dial of languages. Deia’s language media. 

 
If the ambiguity and pendulum-like motion are Moderate Nationalism’s main 

characteristics, invariability and tendency to absolute (Mata, 1993: 25) are Egin’s and    

Gara’s ones. This explains why the language of this movement hardly changes during 

the period of time studied. It maintains itself at very high positions, close to grade nine, 

with the only exception in 1997 when it decreases a bit to 7.96. The conclusion is: that 

no matter what happens in the political arena, Radical Nationalism language is always 

in the radical position.  

  

Table 9. Weighted average grades of Egin-Gara’s language. 

EGIN-GARA 
1996 9,41 
1997 9,6 
1998 8,73 
1999 8,74 
2000 8,73 
2001 8,97 
2002 9,19 
2003 7,96 
2004 8,81 

MEDIA 9,06 
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Chart 14. Weighted average grades of Egin-Gara’s language. 
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Illustration 3 confirms the high level of radicalism in the language of Radical 

Nationalism, with a total weighted average of 9.06 points.  

.  
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