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CHAPTER 6

Nationalism

Preview

The word ‘nation’ has been used since the thirteenth
century and derives frem the Latin nasci, meaning to be
bern. In the form of natio, it referred to a group of people
united by birth or birthplace. In its onginal usage, nation
thus implied a breed of people or a racial group, but
possessed no political significance. It was not until the late
eighteenth century that the term acquired political
overtones, as individuals and groups started to be classified
as ‘nationalists’. The term 'nationalism’ was first used in
print in 1789 by the anti-Jacobin French priest Augustin
Barruel. By the mid-nineteenth century, nationalism was
widely recognized as a political doctrine or movement; for
example, as a major ingredient of the revolutions that
swept across Europe in 1848,

Nationalism can broadly be defined as the belief that the
nation is the central principle of political organization. As
such, it is based on two core assumptions. First, hurnankind
is naturally divided into distinct nations and, second, the
nation is the most appropriate, and perhaps only legitimate,
unit of political rule. Classical political nationalism therefore
set out to bring the borders of the state into line with the
boundaries of the nation. Within so-called nation-states,
nationality and citizenship would therefore coincide.
However, nationalism 1s a complex and highly diverse
ideological phenomenon. Not only are there distinctive
political, cultural and ethnic forms of nationalism, but the
pelitical implications of nationalism have been wide-ranging
and sometimes contradictory, Although nationatism has
been associated with a principled belief in national seif-
determination, based on the assumption that all nations are
equal, it has also been used to defend traditional institutions
and the established social order, as weli as to fuel
programmes of war, conquest and imperialism. Nationalism,
moreover, has been linked to widely contrasting ideological
traditions, ranging from liberalism to fascism.

Core themesﬁr the_
love of country

Nationalism and polﬁics 1ol

Nationalism in a -
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Brigins and development

5 idea of nationalism was born during the French Revolution. Previously,
niries had been thought of as ‘realms] ‘principalities’ or ‘kingdoms. The
L) abitants of a country were ‘subjects, their political identity being formed by
i allegiance to a ruler or ruling dynasty, rather than any sense of national iden-
- or patriotism. However, the revolutionaties in France who rose up against
yuis XVI in 1789 did so in the name of the people, and understood the people
be the ‘French nation’. Their ideas were influenced by the writings of Jean-

', ¢ques Rousseau (see p. 153) and the new doctrine of popular self-government.

6 - Nationalism was therefore a revolutionary and democratic
- ection of people | <reed, reflecting the idea that ‘subjects of the crown’
- together by should become itizens of France’ The nation should be
e jueed values and its own master. However, such ideas were not the exclusive
- _’ _f:;:‘r:lg?ﬂ%% property (.)f the French. During the Revolutiona'ry and
s ory, and usualty Napoleonic Wars (1792-1815), much of continental

Grupying the same Europe was invaded by France, giving rise to both resent-

‘%’Ta;_hé'):al area(see | ent against France and a desire for independence. In
' Italy and Germany, long divided into a collection of states,
le experience of conquest helped to forge, for the first time, a consciousness of
ational unity, expressed in a new language of nationalism, inherited from
Jrance. Nationalist ideas also spread to Latin America in the early nineteenth
‘entury, where Simon Bolivar (1783-1830), ‘the Liberator, led revolutions
- yainst Spanish rule in what was then New Grenada, now the countries of
Uolombia, Venezuela and Ecuador, as well as in Peru and Bolivia.

In many respects, nationalism developed into the most successful and
“compelling of political creeds, helping to shape and reshape history in many

PATRIOTISM

104

“Batriotism (from the Latin patria,
Ieaning ‘fatherland’} is a sentiment, a
ﬁsychotogica[ attachment to one’s nation,
lirerally a 'love of ane's country’. The

| #erms nationalism and patriotism are
nften confused. Nationalism has a doctri-
ol character and embodies the belief
Iriat the nation is in some way the
rentral principle of political organization.
Fatriotism provides the affective basis for

that belief, and thus underpins alt forms
of nationatism. it is difficult to conceive-
of a national group demanding, say, polit-
ical independence without passessing at
least a measure of patriotic loyalty or
national consciousness. However, not all
patriots are nationalists. Net all of those
who identify with, or even love their
nation, see it as 8 means through which
political demands can be articulated.
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parts of the world for over two hundred years. The rising tide of nati(ma]i-
redrew the map of Europe in the nineteenth century as the autocratic ,
multmatmnal emp1res of Turkey, Austria and Russm started to crumble in the

. unique or superior qualities, while other nations were regarded as alien,
ustworthy, even menacing. This new climate of popular nationalism helped
S - policies of colonial expansion that intensified dramatically in the 1870s
_ o 1880s, and, by the end of the century, had brought most of the world’s popu-
in the Italian states, amongst the Czechs and the Hunganans, and in Germayy \on under European control. It also contributed to a moed of international
|fY and suspicion, which led to world war in 1914.

- ;lle end of World War I saw the completion of the process of nation build-
 in central and eastern Europe. At the Paris Peace Conference, US President
Lindrow Wilson advocated the principle of national self-determination. The
_man, Austro-Hungarian and Russian empires were broken up and eight
L. states created, including Finland, Hungary, Czechoslovakia, Poland and
buoslavia. These new countries were designed to be nation-states that
W formed to the geography of existing national or ethnic groups. However,
:1d War [ failed to resolve the serious national tensions that had precipi-
id conflict in the first place. Indeed, the experience of defeat and disap-
“ntment with the terms of the peace treaties left an inheritance of frustrated
nbition and bitterness. This was most evident in Germany, Italy and Japan,

lived Frankfurt parliament. The nineteenth century was a period of nati{'
building. Italy, once dismissed by the Austrian Chancellor Metternich as a ‘Mo
geographical expression, became a united state in 1861, the process of unifjcy,

a collection of 39 states, was unified in 1871, following the Franco-Prugsj
War. '
Nevertheless, it would be a mistake to assume that nationalism was either a5
irresistible or a genuinely popular movement during this period. Enthusiasm jiy
nationalism was largely restricted to the rising middle classes, who were
attracted to the ideas of national unity and constitutional government. Althom !
middle-class nationalist movements kept the dream of national unity or 1nd,
pendence alive, they were nowhere strong enough to accomplish the process «f
nation building on their own. Where nationalist goals were realized, as in Itai
and Germany, it was because nationalism coincided with the ambition of risin;
states such as Piedmont and Prussia. For example, German unification OWc-
more to the Prussian army {which defeated Denmark in 1864, Austria in 1864
and France in 1870-71) than it did to the liberal nationalist movement.
However, by the end of the nineteenth century nationalism had become &
truly popular movement, with the spread of flags, national anthems, patriotit
poetry and literature, public ceremonies and national holidays. Nationalisny
became the language of mass politics, made possible by the growth of primaiy
education, mass literacy and the spread of popular newspapers. The character ¢f
nationalism also changed. Nationalism had previously been associated witly
liberal and progressive movements, but was increasingli

\nicd by promising to restore national pride through policies of expansion
4l empire. Nationalism was therefore a powerful factor leading to war in both
914 and 1939.

Win in Europe, spread throughout the globe as the peoples of Asia and Africa
rose in opposition to colonial rule. The process of colo-

nialism had involved not only the establishment of politi-
mﬁg“onrgpcrzﬁﬁ cal control and economic dominance, but .also .the
W 2 foreign territory, | importation of western ideas, including nationalism,
ity by settlement | which began to be used against the colonial masters them-
i selves. Nationalist uprisings took place in Egypt in 1919
and quickly spread throughout the Middle East. The

: taken up by conservative and reactionary politician.s-' 1glo Afghan war also broke out in 1919, and rebellions took place in India, the
S::;;:ﬁ:ezndedicatm Nationalism came to stand for social cohesion, order and Butch East Indies and Indochina. After 1945, the map of Africa and Asia was

to a cause o graup, stability, particularly in the face of the growing challengt

typically based on a of socialism, which embodied the ideas of social revolu:
balief in its superiority,

felrawn as the British, French, Dutch and Portuguese empires each disinte-
grited in the face of nationalist movements that either succeeded in negotiating

S, E— tion and international working-class solidarity idependence or winning wars of ‘national liberation. .
chauvinism’ or ‘male Nationalism sought to integrate the increasingly powerful Anti-colonialism not only witnessed the spread of western-style nationalism
chauvinisr’ working class into the nation, and so to preserve the estab i the developing world, but also generated new forms of nationalism.
lished social structure. Patriotic fervour was no longef Nitionalism in the developing world has embraced a wide range of movements.
aroused by the prospect of political liberty or democracy China, Vietnam and parts of Africa, nationalism has been fused with
Afearorhatredof | but by the commemoration of past national glories an Marxism, and national liberation has been regarded not simply as a political goal

foreigners; pathological

it a5 part of a social revolution. Elsewhere, developing-world nationalism has
ethnocentrism.

¥en anti-western, rejecting both liberal democratic and revolutionary socialist

military victories. Such nationalism became increasingl_A_
chauvinistic and xenophobic. Each nation claimed IS
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conceptions of nationhood. This has been particularly evident in the pjg, p the nation

forms of religious nationalism and especially in the emergence of religiiym # organic community
fundamentalism. The relationship between nationalism and religious fupdy 9 self-determination
mentalism (see p. 289) is examined in Chapter 10. ¢ culturalism.

Core themes: for the love of country i nation

+ hasic belief of nationalism is that the nation is, or should be, the central
aciple of political organization. However, much confusion surrcunds what
ions are and how they can be defined. In everyday language, words such as
L ion, ‘state} ‘country’ and even ‘race’ are often confused or used as if they are

To treat nationalism as an ideology in its own right is to encounter at least t};;p
problems. The first is that nationalism is sometimes classified as a political doctriy,
- rather than a fully-fledged ideology. Whereas, for instace
e T liberalism, conservatism and socialism constitute Compi
that regards the nation ~ Sets of interrelated ideas and values, nationalism, the ary;
as a natural poitical ment goes, is at heart the simple belief that the nation is h
:z;:s::ﬁ;ﬁ:::;}lx .. matural and proper unit of government. The drawback efore enjoy the rights and status associated with nationhood. This applies,
Mo el sl this view is that it focuses only on what might be regardsy instance, to the Tibetans, the Kurds, the Palestinians, the Basques, the Tamils,
determination. as ‘classical’ political nationalism, and ignores the min il s0 on.
other, and in some respects no less significant, manifest. ”'- the most basic level, nations are cultural entities, collections of people
tions of nationalism, such as cultural nationalism g
A form of nationalism | ethnic nationalism. The core feature of nationalism &
Z’:;ﬁ;zic:zr“”t';:ary therefore not its narrow association with self-governmep
RS and the nation-state, but its broader link to movements aj
nation as a distinctive ideas that in whatever way acknowledge the central impo
civilization rather than | tance to political life of the nation. Second, nationalism i
on self-government. : . 1
sometimes portrayed as an essentially psychologicif

henomenon - usually as lovalty t d 1 i ;
p. : -y OY. ty towards ones natlon.( s
dislike of other nations - instead of as a theoretical

A form of nationalism =
that is fualled primary  construct. Undoubtedly, one of the key features of nationak

by a keen sense of ism is the potency of its affective or emotional appeal, but {if ‘Language is often taken to be the clearest symbol of nationhood. A language
ethnic distinctiveness  ypderstand it in these terms alone is to mistake the ideology mbodies distinctive attitudes, values and forms of expression that produce a
and the desire te . 3 . o 2 b En ) ; . . :
—— of nationalism for the sentiment of patriotism. [ jense of familiarity and belonging. German nationalism, for instance, has tradi-
Third, nationalism has a schizophrenic political chara: jonally been founded on a sense of cultural unity, reflected in the purity and
ter. At different times, nationalism has been progressive and reactionary, demis Witvival of the German language. Nevertheless, at the same time, there are
cratic and authoritarian, rational and irrational, and left-wing and right-wing.§ Jeoples who share the same language without having any conception of a
has also been associated with almost all the major ideological traditions. In the tommon national identity: Americans, Australians and New Zealanders may
different ways, liberals, conservatives, socialists, fascists and even communist Wpeak English as a first language, but certainly do not think of themselves as
have been attracted to nationalism; perhaps only anarchism, by virtue of i Mizmbers of an ‘English nation’ Other nations have enjoyed a substantial
outright rejection of the state, is fundamentally at odds with natlonahsr' Iizasure of national unity without possessing a national language, as is the case
Nevertheless, although nationalist doctrines have been used by a bewilderiti Sw1tzerland where, in the absence of a Swiss language, three major languages
variety of political movements and associated with sometimes diametricallf 'spoken: French, German and Italian.
opposed political causes, a bedrock of nationalist ideas and theories can be iden: Religion is another major component of nationhood. Religion expresses
tified. The most important of these are the following: simmon moral values and spiritual beliefs. In Northern Ireland, people who

#iom this point of view, the nation can be defined by ‘objective’ factors: people
who satisfy a requisite set of cultural criteria can be said to belong to a nation;
Wse who do not can be classified as non-nationals or members of foreign
Sutions. However, to define a nation simply as a group of people bound together
# a common culture and traditions raises some very difficult questions.
Although particular cultural features are commonly associated with nationhood,
wtably language, religion, ethnicity, history and tradition, there is no blueprint
fitr any objective criteria that can establish where and when a nation exists.
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speak the same language have been divided along religious lines; = = _
Protestants regard themselves as Unionists and wish to preserve their linkg .y i RSPECTIVES ON b g |
the UK, while many in the Catholic community favour a united Ireland. Ll
has been a major chtor in forming national consciousness in much of Noett THE NATION
Africa and the Middle East. On the other hand, religious beliefs do not ], _:. 3
coincide with a sense of nationhood. Divisions between Catholics 4y WERALS subscribe to a ‘civic’ view of the nation that places as much emphasis on

: cal allegrance as on cultural unity. Nations are moral entities in the sense that they
. andowed with rights, notably an equal right to self-determination.

Protestants in mainland UK do not inspire rival nationalisms, nor hay i
remarkable religious diversity found in the USA threatened to divide the cqy; '. ‘,
into a collection of distinct nations. At the same time, countries such as Py
Italy, Brazil and the Philippines share a common Catholic faith but do not =1
that they belong to a unified ‘Catholic nation’
Nations have also been based on a sense of ethnic or, in certain Circumstanges
racial unity. This was particularly evident in Germany during the Nazi peyj
However, nationalism usually has a cultural rather than a biological basij§ Sose Is to disguise social injustice and prop up the established order. Political
reflects an ethnic unity that may be based on race, but more usually draws i 8 wements and allegiances should therefore have an International, not a national,
shared values and common cultural beliefs. The nationalism of US blacks, .Cter'
example, is based less on colour than on their distinctive history and culiigy —
Nations thus usually share a common history and traditions. Not uncommug MARCHIET have generally held that the nation is tainted by its association with the
national ldentlty is preserved bY recaﬂing past glories, national independ e and therefore with oppression, The nation is thus seen as a miyth, designed to
the birthdays of national leaders or important military victories. The USA celd Bpote obedience and subjugation in the interests of the ruling elite.
brates Independence Day and Thanksgiving; Bastille Day is commemora
France; in the UK, ceremonies continue to mark Armistice Day. Howeyy
nationalist feelings may, ba based more on fture exp ect:_itlon.s thaniy st one another in a struggle for survival in which some are fitted to succeed and
memories or a common past. This applies in the case of immigrants who has o o to the wall,
been ‘naturalized] and is most evident in the USA, a ‘land of immigrants’." -
journey of the Mayflower and the War of Independence have no direct relevaiig MDEMENTALISTS regard nations as, in essence, religious entities, communities of
for most Americans, whose families arrived centuries after these vl lipvers’. Nevertheless, religion ts seldom coextensive with conventional nations, hence
occurred. jea of transnational religious communities, such as the 'nation of Islam”. |
The cultural unity that supposedly expresses itself in nationhood is thereis
very difficult to pin down. It reflects a varying combination of cultural fact w
rather than any precise formula. Ultimately, therefore, nations can onI}_‘ I
defined ‘subjectively’, by their members, not by any set of external factors. In il
sense, the nation is a psycho-political entity, a group of people who regard the
selves as a natural political community and are distinguished by shared loys ’..
or affection in the form of patriotism. Objective difficulties such as the abseai
of land, small population or lack of economic resources are of little significané
if a group of people insists on demanding what it sees as ‘national rights Lal\l
for example, became an independent nation in 1991 despite having a popukili
of enly 2.6 million (barely half of whom are ethnic Lats), no source of fue: 4 _
very few natural resources. Likewise, the Kurdish peoples of the Middle &8 g out c[f held together by ‘primordial bonds, powerful and seem-
have nationalist aspirations, even though the Kurds have never enjoyed fﬂ,_ ) citure and ingly innate emotional attachments to a language, religion,
political unity and are presently spread over parts of Turkey, Irag, Iran and 5i# g traditional way of life and a homeland. 'To different

| MSERVATTHES regard the nation as primarily an ‘organic’ entity, bound together by a
wiron ethnic identity and a shared history. As the source of sacial cohesion and
llective identity, the nation is perhaps the most politically significant of social groups. |

ILiZ¥E tend to view the nation as an artificial division of humankind whose

7 IEES view the nation as an organically unified social whole, often defined by race,
Milch gives purpose and meaning to individual existenice. However, natrons are pitted [

ilie fact that nations are formed through a combination of objective and
‘ '. ictive factors has given rise to rival concepts of the nation. While all nation-
Wik agree that nations are a blend of cultural and psycho-political factors, they
#grec strongly about where the balance between the two lies. On the one hand,
tlissive’ concepts of the nation stress the importance of ethnic unity and a
. shared history. By viewing national identity as ‘given,
ardialism N ; - :
unchanging and indeed unchangeable, this implies that
Wllel chat nations . .
dentand deep- ~ Nations are characterized by common descent and so blurs
1Fashmned the distinction between nations and races. Nations are thus
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degrees, conservatives and fascists adopt such a view of nationality, modern nations essentially being updated versions of immemorial
A form of nationalism = nation. On the other hand, ‘inclusive’ concepts of ; 4 nic communities,

thal\t en’;PTSiRS nation, as found in civic nationalism, highlight the imp "1 contrast, modernist approaches to nationalism suggests that nation identity is
political allegiance . . s B i . . . .

based on @ vision of a_ 7A0C€ Of civic consciousness and patrfotlc .10Ya1ty. From gy yed in response tp changing situations and historical challenges. Ernest Gellner
community of equal perspective, nations may be multi-racial, multi-ethp. 83) thus emphasized the degree to which nationalism is linked to moderniza-

citizens, allowing multi-religious and so forth. This, in turn, tends to blug i .
respect for ethnicand  g;c4 tion between the nation and the state, and i
cultural dversity that . i . i ) . b 2
does not challenge core  D€tween nationality and citizenship. Liberals and socialis
civic values tend to adopt an inclusive view of the nation. These diffyy. -

ent approaches to the nation are illustrated in Figure 6.1.

4, and in particular to the process of industrialization. He stressed that, while
we.modern or ‘agro-literate’ societies were structured by a network of feudal
s and loyalties, emerging industrial societies promoted social mobility, self-
'_;, and competition, and so required a new source of cultural cohesion. This
us provided by nationalism. Although Gellner’s theory suggests that nations
ulesced in response to particular social conditions and circumstances, it also

- olies that the national community is deep-rooted and enduring, as a return to

Figure6.1 | ' ia . i
\ﬂews of Civic' nations Ethnic’ nationy wre-modern loyalties and identities is unthinkable. Benedict Anderson (1983} also
the nation i i

witrayed modern nations as a product of socio-economic change, in his case
dissing the combined impact of the emergence of capitalism and the advent of
: giidern mass communications, which he dubbed ‘print-capitalism’ In his view,
e nation is an ‘imagined community’ in that, within nations, individuals only
wer meet a tiny proportion of those with whom they supposedly share a

1] L] 1 L i
Multiculturalism  Liberalism Conservatism Fascism

-#— inclusive exclusive ——=

'-_-T‘he idea that nations are ‘imagined; not organic, communities has nevertheless
beon seized on by critics of nationalism. Constructivist approaches to nationalism
seard national identity as very largely an ideological construct, usually serving
' the interests of powerful groups. The Marxist historian Eric
Hobsbawm (1983), for example, highlighted the extent to

Organic community

are unified by their belief that nations are organic communities. Humankind, i
other words, is naturally divided into a collection of nations, each possessing &

‘heory that . y < o TP
distinctive character and separate identity. This, nationalists argue, is why § ' vni:g?s’ imposedon ~ Which nations are based on ‘invented traditions!
‘higher’ loyalty and deeper political significance attaches to the nation than to anj w external world by | Hobsbawm argued that a belief in historical continuity and
other social group or collective body. Whereas, for instance, class, gender, religion: [ eliefs and cultural purity is invariably a myth, and, what is more, a

myth created by nationalism itself. Constructivism
suggests that nationalism creates nations, not the other way
round. In the case of Marxism, nationalism has been view
i 2 device through which the ruling class counters the threat of social revolution
B ensuring that national loyalty is stronger than class solidarity, thereby binding
e working class to the existing power structure,

and language may be important in particular societies, or may come to promi
nence in particular circumstances, the bonds of nationhood are more fundamers
tal. National ties and loyalties are found in all societies, they endure over time

explanations have been provided for this, the most significant being based on tf
ideas of promordialism, modernism and construciivism.
Primordialist approaches to nat1ona.hsm portray natmnal identity as hlstoncalT

- =Teignty . .
may long predate statehood or the quest for independence, and are characterm j B prnciple of Self-determination
(Ethoicity. | by deep emotional attachments that resemble kinship i : Sulute or
A sentiment of loyaity | All nationalists, in that sense, are primordialists. Anthou§s Wistricted power Nationalism as a political ideology only emerged when the

towards a particular Smith (1986) highlighted the importance of primordialis#! idea of national community encountered the doctrine of

lation, cultural . e : o 0 " . .
gr?:ft:‘paolro'::er:i:o;: are:| DY stressing the continuity between modern nations 23 hority or popular sovereignty. This occurred during the French
bonds that are cultural | pre-modern ethnic communities, which he called ‘ethnich Wuestionable Revolution and was influenced by the writings of Jean-

rather than racial. This implies that there is little difference between ethni<ity Jacques Rousseau (see p. 190), sometimes seen as the
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‘father’ of modern nationalism. Although Rousseau did not specifically add;g
the question of the nation, or discuss the phenomenon of nationalism, hig Strui
on popular sovereignty, expressed in the idea of the ‘general will) was the seal

For nationalists, the nation-state is the highest and most desirable form of
. litical organization. The great strength of the nation-state is that it offers the
wspect of both cultural cohesion and political unity. When a people who share

from which nationalist doctrines sprang. As a result of tl&; . Lommon cultural or ethnic identity gain the right to self-government, nation-
The genuine interests | Polish struggle for independence from Russia, he came o ty and citizenship coincide. Moreover, nationalism legitimizes the authority of
of a collective body, believe that this is vested in a culturally unified Peopls . vernment. Political sovereignty in a nation-state resides with the people or the
equivalent to the Rousseau argued that government should be b : i ionali i :
e monaoatthe Wil g g ased not uy pation itself. Consequently, nationalism represents the notion of popular self

Sy the absolute power of a monarch, but on the indivisibln_l-, gvernment, the idea that government is carried out either by the people or for
person acts selflessly. | collective will of the entire community. During the Frengy i people, in accordance with their ‘national interest. This is why nationalists
Revolution, these beliefs were reflected in the assertiyy 0 \lieve that the forces that have created a world of independent nation-states are

that the French people were itizens’ possessed of inalienable rights and duticy, atural and irresistible, and that no other social group could constitute a mean-
no longer merely ‘subjects’ of the crown. Sovereign power thus resided with tiy weful political community. The nation-state, in short, is the only viable political
‘French nation. The form of nationalism that emerged from the Frencllﬂ
Revolution was therefore based on the vision of a people or nation governiug
itself. In other words, the nation is not merely a natural community: it is .';
natural political community. |
In this tradition of nationalism, nationhood and statehood are intrinsically {
linked. The litmus test of national identity is the desire to attain or maintai';'?,-',
Nation-state | political independence, usually expressed in the principls
A sovereign political of national self-determination. The goal of nationalism i
association within therefore the founding of a ‘nation-state’ To date, this hag
which citizenshipand  paen gchieved in one of two ways. First, it may invalve A
nationality overlap; one
nation withinasingle ~ Process of unification. German history, for instance, hag
state, repeatedly witnessed unification. This occurred i
medieval times under Charlemagne through the Holy

[CIECE Roman Empire; in the nineteenth century under
The process through Bismarck; and when the two Germanies’ (East Germany
::;'::‘a:ec;l)l;:c':l" °f  and West Germany) were reunited in 1990. Second. _
entities, usually sharng  ation-states can be created through the achievement of
cuitural characteristics,  independence. For example, much of Polish history has
G L i 8 witnessed successive attempts to achieve independence
single state. . . :
from the control of various foreign powers. Poland ceased

_ to exist in 1793 when the Poles were partitioned by
Austria, Russia and Prussia. Recognized by the Treaty of
m?ci“a’c:::i;:r?:gh Versailles of 1919, Poland was proclaimed in 1918 and
liberated from foreign |~ became an independent republic. However, in accordance
rule, usually involving with the Nazi-Soviet Pact of 1939, Poland was invaded by
Z:iﬂa:";:ﬂifof Germany and repartitioned, this time between ,Gerrnan}.*‘;
¢ " and the Soviet Union. Although Poland achieved formal
independence in 1945, for much of the postwar period it remained firmly under
Soviet control. The election of a non-communist government in 1989 therefore
marked a further liberation of the country from foreign control.

it
However, it would be misleading to suggest that nationalism is always associ-
ied with the nation-state or is necessarily linked to the idea of self- determina-
son. Some nations, for instance, may be satisfied with a measure of political
sutonomy that stops short of statehood and full independence. This can be seen
' in the case of Welsh nationalism in the UK and Breton and
| LaparaEtism . . . . . .
Basque nationalism in France. Nationalism is thus not
"ih: quest to secede ) . . i
liom a larger potitical | always associated with separatism, but may instead be
-'matiop “_""h aview  expressed through federalism or devolution. Nevertheless,
F ,‘:“:::::;“ft:t'; it is unclear whether devolution or even federalism estab-
| ' lishes a sufficient measure of self-government to satisfy
 wationalist demands. The granting of wide-ranging powers to the Basque region
' of Spain has failed to end ETA’s separatist campaign. Similarly, the creation of a
Scottish Parliament in the UK in 1999 has not ended the SNP’s campaign to
chieve an independent Scotland within the EU.

WCulturalism

Although ‘classical’ nationalism is associated with political goals - most
“commonly the pursuit, or defence, of independent statehood - other forms of
(nationalism are more closely related to ethnocultural aspirations and demands.
This particularly applies in the case of cultural nationalism and ethnic national-
ism. Cultural nationalism is a form of nationalism that emphasizes the strength-
ning or defence of cultural identity over overt political demands. Its principal
stress is on the regeneration of the nation as a distinctive civilization, with the
state being viewed as a peripheral, if not as an alien, entity. Whereas political
‘ationalism is ‘rational’ and may be principled, cultural nationalism tends to be
“mystical, in that it is based on a romantic belief in the nation as a unique histor-
ical and organic whole. Typically, cultural nationalism is a ‘bottom-up’ form of
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nationalism that draws more on popular rituals, traditions and legends thiny,
elite or ‘higher’ culture. Although it usually has an anti-modern chap,.
cultural nationalism may also serve as an agent of modernization, providip,:
people with a means of ‘recreating’ itself, :

Whereas Rousseau is commonly seen as the ‘father’ of political nationais
Johann Herder (see p. 190} is usually viewed as the architect of cultural nation
ism. Herder, together with writers such as Johann Fichte (1762-1814) g

s Frifedrich Jahn (17?8—1852), highligl'lte.d what g

(German) Literally, the believed to be the uniqueness and superiority of Geryy
spirit of the people; the
organic identity of a
people reflected in
their culture and

particularly in their
language.

which reveals itself in songs, myths and legends, w4
provides a nation with its source of creativity. Herdugy
nationalism therefore amounts to a form of culturalisy
this light, the role of nationalism is to develop an awarenws
and appreciation of national traditions and collective
memories rather than to provide the basis for an overjt
political quest for statchood. The tendency for national
to be expressed through cultural regeneration was partic
larly marked in nineteenth-century Germany, where it uﬂ;.
reflected in the revival of folk traditions and the rediscow:
ery of German myths and legends. The Brothers Grimyy,
for example, collected and published German folk tales, and the composgif.:
Richard Wagner (1813-83) based many of his operas on ancient myths,

Aithough cultural nationalism has often emerged within a European contexi,
early German nationalism sometimes being viewed as its archetypal forn,
cultural nationalism has been found in many parts of the world. It was, for
instance, evident in black nationalism in the USA, as articulated by figures sucl,r_-.:
as Marcus Garvey (see p. 191} and by groups such as the Black Panthers and the
Black Muslims (later the Nation of Islam). Similarly, it has been apparent in
India, in forms of nationalism that have been based on the image of India as 2’
distinctively Hindu civilization. It is also evident in modern China in the
increasing prominence given by party and state officials to the idea of
‘Chineseness’, expressed, amongst other things, in a revival of traditional cultural’
practices and an emphasis on ‘Chinese’ principles and moral values.

However, there has been disagreement about the implications of viewing,
nations primarily as cultural communities rather than political communities. On
the one hand, cuitural forms of nationalism have been viewed as tolerant and’|
consistent with progressive political goals, in which case it clearly differs from:
ethic nationalism, even though the terms ‘culture’ and ‘ethnicity’ overlap.
Ethnicity refers to loyalty towards a distinctive population, cultural group o
territorial area. The term is complex because it has both racial and cultural over-

The belief that human
beings are culturally-
defined creatures,
culture being the
universat basis for
personal and social
identity.
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- 1
NATIONALISM (1)
Civic nationalism v. Ethnocuitural natioralism
political nation == e cultural/historica! nation
inclusive = e exclusive
universalism ® <o parlicularism
equal nations @2 «& unique naticns
rational/principted ‘@ & mystical/emotional
national sovereignty e« «e national ‘spirit’
voluntaristic e+ - organic
based on citizenship @ «® hased on descent
civic loyally & -® ethnic allegiance
culfural diversity & ~® cuitural unity

nes, Members of ethnic groups are often seen, correctly or incorrectly, to have
lescended from common ancestors, suggesting that ethnic groups are extended
ship groups, united by blood. As it is not possible to ‘join’ an ethnic group
lexcept perhaps through intermarriage), ethnic nationalism has a clearly exclu-
\ve character and tends to overlap with racialism (see p. 215). On the other
'_;nd, cultural and ethnic forms of nationalism have been viewed as closely
\lated, even as part of the same phenomenon, commonly termed ‘ethnocultural
" ationalist?. In this view, a distinction is drawn between inclusive or ‘open’ polit-

\sm, from this perspective, is often taken to be, either implicitly or explicitly,
| hauvinistic or hostile towards other nations or minority groups, being fuelled
by a mixture of pride and fear. To the extent that cultural nationalism is associ-
tled with demands for assimilation and cultural ‘purity; it becomes incompati-
‘b with multiculturalism (the relationship between multiculturalism and
qationalism is examined in greater depth in Chapter 11).

iNationalism and politics

Political nationalism is a highly complex phenomenon, being characterized
more by ambiguity and contradictions than by a single set of values and goals.
‘For example, nationalism has been both liberating and oppressive: it has brought
ubout self-government and freedom, and it has led to conquest and subjugation.
Nationalism has been both progressive and regressive: it has looked to a future
of national independence or national greatness, and it has celebrated past
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national glories and entrenched established identities. Nationalism has also beck
both rational and irrational: it has appealed to principled beliefs, such as natjgy, i
self-determination, and it has bred from non-rational drives and emotigy 2
including ancient fears and hatreds. This ideological shapelessness is a prodygy
of a number of factors. Nationalism has emerged in very different hlstorml
contexts, been shaped by contrasting cultural inheritances, and it has been used
to advance a wide variety of political causes and aspirations. However, it alyy
reflects the capacity of nationalism to fuse with and absorb other politicy
doctrines and ideas, thereby creating a series of rival nationalist traditions, The
most significant of these traditions are the following:

liberal nationalism

conservative nationalism

expansionist nationalism

anti-colonial and postcolonial nationalism.

e o 0 @

Liberal nationalism

Liberal nationalism is the oldest form of nationalism, dating back to the Frency

Revolution and embodying many of its values. Its ideas spread quickly through
much of Europe and were expressed most clearly by Giuseppe Mazzini (see p.

150), often thought of as the ‘prophet’ of Italian unification. They also influence!

the remarkable exploits of Simon Bolivar, who led the Latin American inde
pendence movement in the early nineteenth century and expelled the Spanis);
from much of Hispanic America. Woodrow Wilson’s (see p. 190) ‘Fourteen

Points, proposed as the basis for the reconstruction of Europe after the Firsi
World War, were also based on liberal nationalist principles. Moreover, many

twentieth-century anti-colonial leaders were inspired by liberal ideas, as in the

case of Sun Yat-Sen (1866-1925), one of the leaders of China’s 1911 Revolution:

and Jawaharlal Nehru (1889-1964), the first prime minister of India.

The ideas of liberal nationalism were clearly shaped by J.-]. Rousseau’s defence

of popular sovereignty, expressed in particular in the notion of the ‘general willl

As the nineteenth century progressed, the aspiration for popular self-govern:

ment was progressively fused with liberal principles. This fusion was brought

about by the fact that the multinational empires against which nationalists
fought were also autocratic and oppressive. Mazzini, for example, wished th®

Italian states to unite, but this also entailed throwing off the influence of aute:

cratic Austria. For many European revolutionaries in the mid-nineteentl
century, liberalism and nationalism were virtually indistinguishable. Indeets
their nationalist creed was largely forged by applying liberal ideas, initially develt

oped in relation to the individual, to the nation and to international politics.
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Liberalism was founded on a defence of individual freedom, traditionally
pressed in the language of rights. Nationalists believed nations to be sovereign
. tities, entitled to liberty, and alse possessing rights, most importantly the right
: self-determination. Liberal nationalism is therefore a liberating force in two
nses. First, it opposes all forms of foreign domination and oppression, whether
.- multinational empires or colonial powers. Second, it stands for the ideal of
lf-government, reflected in practice in a belief in constitutionalism (sec p. 38)
d representation. Woodrow Wilson, for example, argued in favour of a Europe
“,mposed not only of nation-states, but also one in which political democracy
Jther than autocracy ruled. For him, only a democratic republic, on the US
Flodel could be a genuine nation-state.

Furthermore, liberal nationalists believe that nations, like individuals, are
qual, at least in the sense that they are equally entitled to the right of self-deter-
\aination. The ultimate goal of liberal nationalism is, therefore, the construction
.f 2 world of independent nation-states, not merely the unification or inde-
pendence of a particular nation. John Stuart Mill (see p. 55) expressed this as the
f-snnaple that ‘the boundaries of government should coincide in the main with
“hose of nationality. Mazzini formed the clandestine organization ‘Young Italy’
10 promote the idea of a united ltaly, but he also founded “Young Europe’ in the
;hope of spreading nationalist ideas throughout the continent. At the Paris Peace
‘Conference, Woodrow Wilson advanced the principle of self-determination not
Simply because the break-up of the European empire served US national inter-
sts, but because he believed that the Poles, Czechs, Hungarians and so on all had
\he same right to political independence that Americans already enjoyed.
Liberals also believe that the principle of balance or natural harmony applies
o the nations of the world, not just to individuals within society. The achieve-
‘ment of national self-determination is 2 means of establishing a peaceful and
stable international order. Wilson believed that the First World War had been
aused by an ‘old order, dominated by autocratic and militaristic empires.
Democratic nation-states, on the other hand, would respect the national sover-
2ignty of their neighbours and have no incentive to wage war or subjugate
athers. For a liberal, nationalism does not divide nations from one another,
promoting distrust, rivalry and possibly war. Rather, it is a force that is capable
of promoting both unity within each nation and brotherhood amongst all
nations on the basis of mutual respect for national rights and characteristics. At
‘heat, liberalism looks beyond the nation to the ideas of cosmopolitanism (see p.
196) and internationalism (see p. 184).

Liberal internationalism is grounded in a fear of an international ‘state of
nature, Liberals have long accepted that national self-determination is a mixed
blessing. While it preserves self-government and forbids foreign control, it also
<reates a world of sovereign nation-states in which each nation has the freedom
10 pursue its own interests, possibly at the expense of other nations. Liberal
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KEY CONCEPT =

‘ INTERNATIONALISM NATIONALISM (2)

Internationatism is the theory or practice

ment of national identities altogether. Liberal nationalism v, Expansionist nationaiism
of politics basec'i on transnational or Internationalism thus differs from national self-determination = +e naticnal chauvinism
gio.bal coopera’ttlon. It Is rooted in univer- f:osm?poiitanism (see p. 196}, the 1att:(l-l inclusive # & sxclusive
;ahst assf:mptmns ab.out thn.wan nat‘ure implying the disp!agemenvf of nationa voluntaristic e =& organic
that put it at odds with political national-  allegiances by globat allegiances. "Weal: ; ’ .
ism, the latter emphasizing the degree to forms of internationalism can be seen i - pmgregswe e {eathcnm.’ e
which political identity is shaped by doctrines such as feminism, racialism and ratlonallpnnc:fpled ol ems)tmngl/lnstmctwe
nationality. However, internationalism is religious fundamentalism, which hold tha hurnan rights e e patlanaf interest
compatible with nationalism in the sense  national ties are secondary to cther paljsi equal nations e+ < hierarchy of nations
that it calls for cooperation or sofidarity cal bonds. 'Strong' forms of internationale | constitutionalism e« <&  authoritarianism
between or among pre-existing nations, ism have usually drawn on the univers; ethnic/cuttural pluralism e+ =& sthnic/cultural purity
rather than for the removal or abandon- ideas of either liberalism or socialism, cosmopglitanism e+ «e imperialism/militarism

collective security &= <@
supranationalism e e

power pclitics
international anarchy |

nationalists have certainly accepted that constitutionalism and democracy reducs
the tendency towards militarism and war, but when sovereign nations operais
within conditions of ‘international anarchy, self-restraint alone may not be sufff::
cient to ensure what Kant (see p. 54) called ‘perpetual peace. Liberals have geners
ally proposed two means of preventing a recourse to conquest and plunder. The
first is national interdependence, aimed at promotin;'pi-
D S AT mutual understanding and cooperation. This is why liber
between states thatis | als have traditionally supported the policy of free trada
unrestricted by tariffs | economic interdependence means that the material cost; |
;:;:2‘:02:_": 2 of international conflict are so great that warfare becomes
' virtually unthinkable. Second, Liberals have proposed tha

national ambition should be checked by the construction of international organ:
izations capable of bringing order to an otherwise lawless international scenc.
This explains Woodrow Wilson’s support for the first, if flawed, experiment in
world government, the League of Nations, set up in 1919, and far wider suppori
for its successor, the United Nations, founded by the San Francisco Conference of’
1945. Liberals have looked to these bodies to establish a law-governed state
system to make possible the peaceful resolution of international conflicts. '_
However, critics of liberal nationalism have sometimes
suggested that its ideas are naive and romantic. Liberai.
nationalists see the progressive and liberating face ot
nationalism; their nationalism is rational and toleram:._;
However, they perhaps ignore the darker face of nationals™
ism, the irrational bonds or tribalism that distinguish ‘05
from a foreign and threatening ‘thent. Liberals see nation

Jlism as a universal principle, but have less understanding of the emotional
puwer of nationalism, which has, in times of war, persuaded individuals to kill
¢ die for their country, regardless of the justice of their nation’s cause. Liberal
pationalism is also misguided in its belief that the nation-state is the key to polit-
:l and international harmony. The mistake of Wilsonian nationalism was the
felief that nations live in convenient and discrete geographical areas, and that
\tates can be constructed that coincide with these areas. In practice, all so-called
jiation-states’ comprise a range of linguistic, religious, ethnic or regional groups,
ome of which may also consider themselves to be ‘nations’ For example, in 1918
Ihe newly created nation-states of Czechoslovakia and Poland contained a signif-
\cant number of German speakers, and Czechoslovakia itself was a fusion of two
ajor ethnic groups: the Czechs and the Slovaks. The former Yugoslavia, also
wreated by Versailles, contained a bewildering variety of ethnic groups — Serbs,
Uroats, Slovenes, Bosnians, Albanians and so on — which have subsequently real-
ized their aspiration for nationhood. In fact, the ideal of a politically unified and
ulturaily homogeneous nation-state can only be achieved by forcibly deporting
‘ninority groups and imposing an outright ban on immigration.

Group behaviour
characterized by
insularity and
exclusivity, typically
fuelled by hostility
towards rival groups.

iConservative nationalism

In the early nineteenth century, conservatives regarded nationalism as a radical
“nd dangerous force, a threat to order and political stability. However, as the




186 | POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES NATIONALISM | 187

century progressed, conservative statesmen such as Disraeli, Bismarck and e . pranationatism immigration and supranationalism have therefore helped
. . . s g = . b . . N

Tsar Alexander IIT became increasingly sympathetic towards nationalism, see; = apility of bodies to keep this form of nationalism alive in many modern

it as a natural ally in maintaining social order and defending traditional instiyy. L transnationalor | gtates, Conservative reservations about immigration stem

Loal jurisdictions to
_nose theirwiil on
_sion-states.

from the belief that cultural diversity leads to instability
and conflict. As stable and successful societies must be
- based on shared values and a common culture, immigra-
\jion, particularly from societies with different religious and other traditions,
would either be firmly restricted or minority ethnic groups should be encour-
ued to assimilate into the culture of the ‘host’ society. This puts conservative
| stionalism clearly at odds with multiculturalism (as discussed in Chapter 11).
'\ onservative nationalists are also concerned about the threat that supranational
\odies, such as the EU, pose to national identity and so to the cultural bonds of
Luciety. This is expressed in the UK in the form of ‘Euroscepticism;, particularly
\yirong within the Conservative Party, with similar views being expressed in
ontinental Europe by a variety of far right groups such as the French National
tont. Eurosceptics not only defend sovereign national institutions and a
\listinctive national currency on the grounds that they are vital symbols of
‘pational identity, but also warn that the ‘European project’ is fatally miscon-
eived because a stable political union cannot be forged out of such national,
fanguage and cultural diversity.

Although conservative politicians and parties have derived considerable polit-
“cal benefit from their appeal to nationalism, opponents have sometimes pointed
out that their ideas are based on misguided assumptions. In the first place,
‘wonservative nationalism can be seen as a form of elite manipulation. The
“nation’ is invented and certainly defined by political leaders who may use it for
!_Itheir own purposes. This is most evident in times of war or international crisis
‘when the nation is mobilized to fight for the fatherland’ by emotional appeals to
i-patriotic duty. Furthermore, conservative nationalism may also serve to promote
\intolerance and bigotry. By insisting on the maintenance of cultural purity and
‘established traditions, conservatives may portray immigrants, or foreigners in
‘general, as a threat, and in the process promote, or at least legitimize, racialist
“and xenophobic fears.

tions. In the modern period, nationalism has become an article of faith for M)
conservatives in most parts of the world.

Conservative nationalism tends to develop in established nation-states, rathyy
than ones that are in the process of nation building. Conservatives care Jesg ﬁw.[r
the principled nationalism of universal self-determination and more about thi
promise of social cohesion and public order embodied in the sentiment il
national patriotism. For conservatives, society is organic: they believe that
nations emerge naturally from the desire of human beings to live with otheyy
who possess the same views, habits and appearance as themselves. Humgy,
beings are thought to be limited and imperfect creatures, who seek meaning ap;}
security within the national community. Therefore, the principal goal of conger.
vative nationalism is to maintain national unity by fostering patriotic loyalty ani;
‘pride in one’s country, especially in the face of the divisive idea of class soliday.
ity preached by socialists. Indeed, by incorporating the working class into thy
nation, conservatives have often seen nationalism as the antidote to social revo.
lution. Charles de Gaulle, French president, 1959-69, harnessed nationalism (o

the conservative cause in France with particular skill. Dy
e Gaulle appealed tf) natloflal pride by pursuing an mfie
e pendent, even anti-American defence and foreign policy,
associated with and by attempting to restore order and authority to social
Margaret Thatcher; the | life and build up a powerful state. In some respects,
::Kh‘,:er;'l‘i’t?cgf tf::‘:;w Thatcherism in the UK amounted to a British form of
L L= Gaullism, in that it fused an appeal based on nationalism.
or at least national independence within Europe, with the promise of strong
government and firm leadership.

The conservative character of nationalism is maintained by an appeal to tradi-
tion and history; nationalism becomes thereby a defence for traditional institu.
tions and a traditional way of life. Conservative nationalism is essentially
nostalgic and backward-looking, reflecting on a past age of national glory or
triumph. This is evident in the widespread tendency to use ritual and commem-
oration to present past military victories as defining moments in a nations
history. It is also apparent in the use of traditional institutions as symbols of
national identity. This occurs in the case of British, or, more accurately, English
nationalism, which is closely linked to the institution of monarchy. Britain (plus In many countries the dominant image of nationalism is
Northern Ireland) is the United Kingdom, its national anthem is ‘God Save the W rchisvernert of one of aggression and militarism, quite the opposite of a
Queen, and the royal family plays a prominent role in national celebrations such) endsby military means,  principled belief in national self-determination. The
as Armistice Day, and on state occasions such as the opening of Parliament. Ii;.::::ﬁ‘::;"\:ﬁfes aggressive face of nationalism became apparent in the late

Conservative nationalism is particularly prominent when the sense of \and practices to civitian  Tineteenth century as European powers indulged in a
national identity is felt to be threatened or in danger of being lost. The issues of saciety. ‘scramble for Africd in the name of national glory and

Expansionist nationalism
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. belief that the Russians are the natural leaders of the Slavic people, and that
& Slavs are culturally and spiritually superior to the peoples of central or
wstern Europe. Pan-Slavism is therefore both anti-western and anti-liberal.
wems of pan-Slavism have been re-awakened since 1991 and the collapse of
- mmunist rule in Russia.

" Traditional German nationalism also exhibited a marked chauvinism, which
_s born out of defeat in the Napoleonic Wars. Writers sach as Fichte and Jahn
.cted strongly against France and the ideals of its revolution, emphasizing
\stead the uniqueness of German culture and its language, and the racial purity
J its people. After unification in 1871, German nationalism developed a
sronounced chauvinistic character with the emergence of pressure groups such
as the Pan-German League and the Navy League, which

their ‘place in the sun. The imperialism of the late piye
The extenston of teenth century differed from earlier periods of colyu
control by one country | expansion in that it was supported by a climate of Populls
over another, whether EHElER T 1 ti ] inolehl Pulis
by overt political nationalism: national prestige was increasingly linked g
means or through the possession of an empire and each colonial Victory vy
economic domination | greeted by demonstrations of public approval. In the 13
e a new word, jingoism, was coined to describe this g
I mloo o of po.pulat: nationalism. In the early twent.le.th century, {j
enthusiasrm and public ~ growing rivalry of the European powers divided the conii
celebration provoked nent into two armed camps, the Triple Entente, comprip.
by military expansicn ing the UK, France and Russia, and the Triple Alliang
or imperial conquest. .. R s -

containing Germany, Austria and Italy. When world wyy

:I.I'l'I . 0
eventually broke out in August 1914, after a prolonged arms race and a succes Rat that racial campaigned for closer ties with German-speaking Austria
sion of international crises, it provoked public rejoicing in all the major cities _ﬁ U sions are politically  and for a German empire, Germany’s ‘place in the sun
Europe. Aggressive and expansionist nationalism reached its high point in the i ficant.either Pan-Germanism was an expansionist and aggressive form

inter-war period when the authoritarian or fascist regimes of Japan, Italy ang
Germany embarked on policies of imperial expansion and world dominati " gy possess different dominated Europe. German chauvinism found its highest
eventually leading to war in 1939. 1 guskities and are thus expression in the racialist and anti-Semitic doctrines
What distinguished this form of nationalism from earlier liberal nationaliss gi=d to flifkcrent developed by the Nazis. The Nazis adopted the expansion-
was its chauvinism, a term derived from the name of Nicolas Chauvin, a French | 2 " ist goals of pan-Germanism with enthusiasm, but justified
soldier who had been fanatically devoted to Napoleon 1. Nations are not thoughy “iliem in the language of biology rather than politics. This is examined more fully
to be equal in their right to self-determination; rather, some nations are believi| 11 Chapter 7, in connection with racialism.
to possess characteristics or qualities that make them superior to others. Sucl National chauvinism breeds from a feeling of intense, even hysterical nation-
ideas were clearly evident in European imperialism, which was justified by au;: ulist enthusiasm. The individual as a separate, rational being is swept away on a
ideology of racial and cultural superiority. In nineteenth- century Europe it was

. of nationalism that envisaged the creation of a German-
 apart of because

widely believed that the ‘white’ peoples of Europe and America were intellectu \\ar. Charles Maurras (see p. 191) called such intense patriotism ‘integral nation-
ally and morally superior to the ‘black ‘brown’ and ‘yellow” peoples of Africa an! \ilism': individuals and independent groups lose their identity within an all-
Asia, Indeed, Europeans portrayed imperialism as a moral duty: colonial people:’ powerful ‘nation, which has an existence and meaning beyond the life of any
were the ‘white man’s burden. Imperialism supposedly brought the benefits i’ tingle individual. Such militant nationalism is often accompanied by militarism.

civilization, and in particular Christianity, to the less fortunate and less sophisti- Ailitary glory and conquest are the ultimate evidence of national greatness and
cated peoples of the world. ‘have been capable of generating intense feelings of nationalist commitment. The
ivilian population is, in effect, militarized: it is infected by the martial values of
“bsolute loyalty, complete dedication and willing self-sacrifice. When the
| onour or integrity of the nation is in question, the lives of ordinary citizens

More particular varieties of national chauvinism have developed in the forn:
of pan-nationalism. In Russia this took the form of pan-Slavism, sometime:
called Slavophile nationalism, which was particularly
A style of nationalism strong in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.:

t""f‘f Is dedicatedjto The Russians are Slavs, and enjoy linguistic and cultural hugust 1914, and perhaps also underlies the emotional power of jihad (crudely
uz:gl':i i:ht:?:ﬁ::f , | links with other Slavic peoples in eastern and south™ \Wefined as ‘holy war’) from the viewpoint of militant Islamist groups.

Expan;'lonism or . eastern Europe. Pan-Slavism was defined by the goal ol - National chauvinism has a particularly strong appeal for the isolated and
politicat solidarity (pan’ | Slavic unity, which many Russian nationalists believed i sowerless, for whom nationalism offers the prospect of security, self-respect and
means ali or every]. be their country’s historic mission. In the years beford f-‘ride. Militant or integral nationalism requires a heightened sense of belonging

“0 a distinct national group. Such intense nationalist feeling is often stimulated

1914, such ideas brought Russia into growing conflict with Austro-Hungary ff‘l:!' :
by ‘negative integration, the portrayal of another nation or race as a threat or an

control of the Balkans. The chauvinistic character of pan-Slavism derived fronl
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KEY FIGURES IN NATIONALISM

for all.

Johann Gottfried Herder (1744-1803) a

German poet, critic and philosopher, Herder is often portrayed
as the ‘father’ of cultural nationalism. A leading intellectual
opponent of the Enlightenment, Herder's emphasis on the
nation as an organic group characterized by a distinctive
language, culture and 'spirit” helped both to found culturat
history and to give rise to a form of nationalism that emphasizes
the intrinsic value of the national culture. Herder's major work
was Reflections on the Philosophy of the History of Mankind
{1784-91),

peace.

Woodrow Wilson (1856—1924) A US historian and
political scientist and later poliitician, Wilson was the 28th
President of the USA (1913-21}. His ‘Fourteen Points’, laid down
in 1918 as the basis for peace after World War |, proposed to
reconstruct Europe according to the principle of national self-
determination, and also to ban secret diplomacy, expand trade
and achieve security through a 'general association of nations’.
Wilsonian liberalism is usually associated with the idea that
constructing a world of democratic nation-states (modelled on
| the USA) is the surest way of preventing war.

Jean-Jacques Rousseau (1712-78) A Geneys.
born French moral and political philosopher, Rousseqy is
commonly viewed as the architect of political nationalism, by |
also influenced liberal, socialist, anarchist and, some cla|m
fascist thought. in The Social Contract (1762), Rousseau argue]
that ‘natural man' could only throw off the corruption
exploitation and domination imposed by society and regain
the capacity for moral choice through a radical form of demge. | |
racy, based on the ‘general will’. This subordinates the individ-
ual to the coliective and promises political liberty and equality |

Guiseppe Mazzini (1805-72) An italian national-
ist, often portrayed as the 'prophet’ of Italian unification. |
Mazzini practised a form of liberal nationalism that fused 3 |
belief in the nation as a distinctive language and cultural |
community with the principles of Uberal republicanism. In th|§
view, nations are effectively sublimated individuals endowed
with the right to seif-government, a right to which all nations
are equally entitled. Mazzini was also one of the earliest
thinkers to link nationalism to the prospect of perpetual|
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|I (Charles Maurras (1868—1952) A French political
' thinker and leading figure within the political movement Action
rrancaise, Maurras was a key exponent of right-wing nationatism
and an influence on fascism. His idea of ‘integral nationalism’
emphasized the organic unity of the nation, fusing a clearly itlib-
aral rejection of individualism with a stress on hierarchy and
raditional institutions (in his case, the French monarchy and the
poman Catholic Church). His insular and exclusionary national-
| ism articulated hostility towards, amongst others, Protestants,
|ews, Freemasons and foreigners in general.

Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi (1869-1948)
An Indian spiritual and political leader (called Mahatma, ‘Creat
Soul’}, Gandhi campaigned tirelessly for Indian independence,
which was finally achieved in 1947. His ethic of non-violent
resistance, satyagraha, reinforced by his ascetic lifestyle, gave the
movement for Indian independence enormous moral authority.
Derived from Hinduism, Gandhi's political philosophy was based
on the assumption that the universe is regulated by the primacy
of truth, or satya, and that humankind is ‘ultimately one’. Gandhi
was a trenchant opponent of both Hindu and Muslim sectarian-
ism.

| Marcus Garvey (1887-1940) A jamaican political
thinker and activist, and founder of the Universal Negro
Improvement Associafion, Garvey was an early advocate of
black naticnalism. Placing a particular emphasis on establish-
ing black pride, Garvey's vision of Africa as a 'homeland’
provided the basis for a pan-African philosophy and an associ-
ated political movement. Although his call for a return to
Afrlca to ‘redeem’ it from European colonialism was largely
'xgnored his views provided the basis for the later Black Power
movement and also helped to inspire Rastafarianism.

Frantz Fanon (1925-61} A Martinique-born French
revolutionary theorist, Fanon is best known for his views on the
anti-colonial struggle. In his classic work on decolonization, The
Wretched of the Earth (1965), he drew on psychiatry, politics,
sociology and the existentialism of Jean-Paul Sartre in arguing
that only total revolution and absolute violence can help black or
colonized people to liberate themselves from the social and
psychological scars of imperialism. Fanon's other works include
Black Skin, White Masks (1952) and Towards the African
Revolution (1964).

|
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enemy. In the face of the enemy, the nation draws together and experienceg 4
intensified sense of its own identity and importance. National chauvinism th;‘.k .
fore breeds from a clear distinction between ‘them’ and ‘us. There has to b_.ﬁ
‘them’ to deride or hate in order to forge a sense of ‘us’ In politics, nationa] ch'::.-r
vinism has commonly been reflected in racialist ideologies, which divide ;[;
world into an ‘in group’ and an ‘out group, in which the ‘out group’ bECOme: .
scapegoat for all the misfortunes and frustrations suffered by the ‘in group. Ilﬂ ;
therefore no coincidence that chauvinistic political creeds are a breeding groyy, :
for racialist ideas. Both pan-Slavism and pan-Germanism, for example, hau, ] jritual condition, and not merely a political one, a stance underpinned by
been characterized by virulent anti-Semitism {(see p. 217). e

fi-colonialism thus came to express the desire for national liberation in both

1 practised in the developing world. Some forms of anti-colonial nationalism
Luvertheless distanced themselves more clearly from western political traditions
'L constructing non-European models of national liberation. This had a range of
; '.plications, however. For example, Gandhi (see p. 191) advanced a political
hilosophy that fused Indian nationalism with an ethic of non-violence and self-

' othes. In contrast, Franz Fanon (see p. 191) emphasized links between the anti-
_.lonial struggle and violence. His theory of imperialism stressed the psycholog-
|2l dimension of colonial subjugation. For Fanon (1965), colonization was not
imply a political process, but also one through which a new ‘species’ of man is
reated. He argued that only the cathartic experience of violence is powerful
¢nough to bring about this psycho-political regeneration.

However, most of the leaders of Asian and African anti-colonial movements
yere attracted to some form of socialism, ranging from the moderate and peace-
‘il ideas represented by Gandhi and Nehru in India, to the revolutionary
‘Marxism espoused by Mao Zedong in China, Ho Chi Minh in Vietnam and
‘tidel Castro in Cuba. On the surface, socialism is more clearly related to inter-
nationalism than to nationalism. This reflects the stress within socialism, first,
‘on social class, class loyalties having an intrinsically transnational character, and,
ata deeper level, on the idea of a commen humanity. Marx (see p. 126) thus
declared in the Communist Manifesto that “working men have no country,
‘nationalism being nothing more than bourgeois ideology. Nevertheless, socialist
ideas appealed powerfully to nationalists in the developing world. This was
partly because socialism embodies values such as community and cooperation
that were already well-established in traditional, preindustrial socicties. More
importantly, socialism, and in particular Marxism, provided an analysis of
inequality and exploitation through which the colonial experience could be
understood and colonial rule challenged. During the 1960s and 1970s, in partic-
ular, developing-world nationalists were drawn to revolutionary Marxism, influ-
enced by the belief that colonialism is in practice an extended form of class
oppression. Lenin (see p. 126) had earlier provided the basis for such a view by
portraying imperialism as essentially an economic phenomenon, a quest for
profit by capitalist countries seeking investment opportunities, cheap labour and
raw materials, and secure markets (Lenin, [1916] 1970). The class struggle thus
became a struggle against colonial exploitation and oppression. As a result, the
overthrow of colonial rule implied not only political independence, but also a
social revolution which would bring about economic as well as political emanci-
pation.

Anti-colonial and postcolonial nationalism

Nationalism may have been born in Europe, but it became a worldwide phenons,
enon thanks to imperialism. The experience of colonial rule helped to forge gl
sense of nationhood and a desire for ‘national liberation’ amongst the peoples ¢f
Asia and Africa, and gave rise to a specifically anti-colonial form of nationalism,
During the twentieth century, the political geography of much of the world Wil
transformed by anti-colonialism. Although Versailles applied the principle oi'
self-determination to Europe, it was conveniently ignored in other parts of the
world, where German colonies were simply transferred to UK and French
control. However, during the inter-war period independence movements
increasingly threatened the overstretched empires of the UK and France. The
final collapse of the European empires came after World War IL. In some cases.
a combination of mounting nationalist pressure and declining domestic
economic performance persuaded colonial powers to depart relatively peace-
fully, as occurred in India in 1947 and in Malaysia in 1957. However, decolo-
nization in the post-1945 period was often characterized by revolution, and
sometimes periods of armed struggle. This occurred, for instance, in the case of
China, 1937-45 (against Japan), Algeria, 1954-62 (against France), and
Vietnam, 1946--54 (against France) and 1964-75 (against USA).
In a sense, the colonizing Furopeans had taken with them the seed of their own
destruction: the doctrine of nationalism. For example, it is notable that many of
the leaders of independence or liberation movements were western educated. Tt is
therefore not surprising that anti-colonial movements sometimes articulated their
goals in the language of liberal nationalism, reminiscent of Mazzini or Woodrow
Wilson. However, emergent African and Asian nations were in a very different
position from the newly created European states of the nineteenth and early twen-
tieth centuries. For these African and Asian nations, the quest for political inde-
pendence was closely related to their awareness of economic under-development
and their subordination to the industrialized states of Europe and North America.
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In some cases, developing-world regimes have openly embraced Marxig
Leninist principles. On achieving independence, China, North Korea, Vietnay;,
and Cambodia moved swiftly to seize foreign assets and nationalize econom;,
resources. They founded one-party states and centrally planned €Conomie,,
closely following the Soviet model. In other cases, states in Africa and the Middj,
East have developed a less ideological form of nationalistic socialism, as has bea,:
evident in Algeria, Libya, Zambia, Iraq and South Yemen. The ‘socialjsn,"
proclaimed in such countries usually took the form of an appeal to a unifyin,
national cause or interest, in most cases economic or social development, a5 iy
the case of so-called ‘African socialism, embraced, for instance, by Tanzaniy,
Zimbabwe and Angola.

The postcolonial period has thrown up quite different forms of nationalisn,
however. With the authority of socialism and especially the attraction g
Marxism-Leninism, declining significantly since the 1970s, nation building i
the postcolonial period has increasingly been shaped more by the rejection o
western ideas and culture than by the attempt to reapply them. If the West i
regarded as the source of oppression and exploitation, postcolonial nationalisn
must seek an anti-western voice. In part, this has been a reaction against the
dominance of western, and particularly US, culture and economic power in
much of the developing world. The principal vehicle for expressing such views
has been religious fundamentalism, notably political Islam, which is discussed in
Chapter 10.

NATIONALISM [ 195

| iterconnectedness and interdependence. Transborder information and commu-
| ication flows, particularly the impact of television, means that the ‘strangeness’
1 ‘remoteness’ of people and societies on the other side of the globe has substan-
ially diminished. This is the sense in which the world has shrunk’ Although

political cosmopolitanism is widely viewed as an unfeasible
and (because it is linked to the possibly tyrannical notion
of world government} undesirable, a form of moral
cosmopolitanism may be developing through which
people view themselves as global citizens, rather than as
merely national citizens. Ethical nationalism has thus
been eroded as we recognize that, increasingly, we live in a
world of global cause and effect. For example, purchasing
decisions in one part of the world affect job opportunities,
working conditions and poverty levels in other parts of the

world. For cosmopolitans, this reflects a recognition that that national divisions
Jave always been arbitrary and are sustained largely by ignorance, suggesting that
humankind has the capacity to evolve beyond nationalism.,

Second, the advent of a global age has affected nationalism because it has been
Liccompanied by an upsurge in international migration, greatly increasing levels
uf cultural and ethnic diversity in most, if not all, modern societies. The cultur-
lly cohesive nation-state may therefore have become a thing of the past,
meaning that national identity is in the process of being displaced by rival forms
uf identity, linked, for instance, to ethnicity, culture or religion. The increase in

mternational migration in recent decades has been fuelled by war, ethnic conflict
ind political upheaval, particularly in parts of Africa, the Middle East and
“entral Asia, and by the tendency of economic globalization to ‘pull’ people from

Nationalism in a global age

One of the ironies of nationalism is that just as it was completing its greatesi
accomplishment - bringing about the collapse of the world’s major empires (the
last of which, the Soviet empire, was destroyed by revolutions of 1989-91) - the
nation-state was being undermined, some would say fatally, by the advance of
globalization (see p. 21). The challenges that globalization has posed to nation e
alism have been many and various. They include the tendency of economic glob- | cmmunity
alization to diminish the nation-state’s capacity to function as an autonomous % ommunity whose
economic unit, and the trend for cultural globalization to weaken the cultural
distinctiveness of the nation-state.
However, two developments deserve particular attention. First, the growth o
global interconnectedness, the process that lies at the heart of globalization, has
arguably reconfigured our sense of political community and, in the process:

\their countries of origin through the prospect of better job opportunities and
bigher living standards elsewhere. The general consequence of this has some-
limes been portrayed as a shift from nationalism to multiculturalism, although
“his may also be viewed as the emergence of multicultural nationalism. In some

respects, nevertheless, political identities have been
reshaped in ways that are difficult to accommodate within
the traditional bounds of nationalism. This applies, for
instance, in the case of the growth of transnational
communities, which challenge the nation-state ideal by
weakening the link between politico-cultural identity and
a specific territory or ‘homeland. Transnational commu-
nities can therefore be thought of as ‘deterritorialized

expanded our moral sensibilities. This has led some to suggest that nationalism s
in the process of being superseded by cosmopolitanism. In this view, the narrm\:*'{
ing of political allegiances and moral responsibilities only to people within ouf
own society has become increasingly unsustainable in a world characterized b
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E
COSMOPOLITANISM

Cosmopolitanism literally means a belief moral worth, most commonly linked to

Lamples of ethnic assertiveness include secessionist uprisings in Chechnya and
jsewhere in the Caucasus, and the genocidal bloodshed that broke out in
piwanda in 1994, when between 800,000 and one million Tutsis and moderate

' Finally, nationalism may have revived as a reaction against globalization and

in a cosrnopolis or 'world state’, Moral the doctrine of human rights (see p. 61} \he deep economic, cultural and political changes it brings about. Nationalism
cosmopolitanism is the belief that the Political cosmopolitanism {sometimes 1as often prospered in conditions of fear, insecurity and social dislocation, its
world constitutes a single moral commu-  called 'legal’ or 'institutional’ cosmopoli- frength being its capacity to stand for unity and certainty. The forms of nation-
nity, in that people have obligations tanism) is the belief that there should i Llism that develop in such circumstances provide ideological opportunities for
{potertially) towards alt other people in globat political institutions, and possibly: - ally right-wing parties or movements t t ; inst »
the world, regardless of nationality, reli- world government, However, most ] -cner Y . g i £ g nEloun campalgn‘s agams. -

gion, ethnicity and so forth. Al forms of modern political cosmopolitans favour = tional pOI_It_lCS' Thls .has been. mosiipaen Bt 19'.705 . .the e
moral cosmopolitanism are based on a systemn in which authority is divided 1 3 .ight anti-immigration parties, such as the Fromt National in France, the

‘Freedom Party in Austria, the Northern League in Italy and the Danish Peaples
Party. Where nationalism draws from anxieties about immigration, national
|dentity tends to be defined in terms of a backward-looking and culturally - and
perhaps ethnically - ‘pure’ model. In these cases, nationalism is defined by its

\ejection of diversity and cultural mixing,

belief that every individual is of equal between global, national and locaf levels,

However, there is little empirical evidence to suggest that predictions of the
death of nationalism are close to being realized. For example, although interng.
tional organizations - ranging from the UN and the EU to the WTO and the
IMF - have undoubtedly become more important in terms of global policy
making, none of them, including the EU (the only one to have some form |
democratic framework), has come anywhere close to rivalling the nation-state i
terms of its ability to attract political affiliation or emotional allegiance, still less
love. Indeed, there are reasons to believe that advent of a global age may by
leading to a revival, rather than a decline, of nationalism. The resurgence of
nationalism since the final decades of the twentieth century can be explained i
at least three ways.

First, increased national self-assertion has become a strategy of growing:
significance for powerful states, especially in the light of the fluid nature of wortd
order in the post-Cold War world. Nationalism has thus, once again, proved its
capacity for investing the drive for economic and political development with an
ideological impetus rooted in a vision of strength, unity and pride. For instanee,
China’s remarkable economic revival has been accompanied by clear evidence (u
rising nationalism - apparent, amongst other things, in increased pressure being
brought to bear on Taiwan, and in a firm and sometimes forceful response ta
independence movements in Tibet and Xinjiang. Similar tendencies have been
found in India, particularly associated with Hindu nations
A euphemism that alism, as well as in Russia,
refers to the forcible Second, from the 1990s onwards, forms of cultural and
;fﬁﬁ"g?;:;sihfﬂi particularly ethnic nationalism have flourished. This w:s
cause of racial purity, evident in a series of wars in the former-Yugoslavia, whicl
often involving also featured programmes of ‘ethnic cleansing’ and tii
st it worst massacres in Europe since World War II. Otha
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QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION

199

® Do nations develop 'naturally’, or are they, in some sense, invented?

® Why have nations and states often been confused?

® How does nationalism differ from racialism?

® In what sense is liberal nationalism principled?

® Why have liberals viewed nationalism as the antidote to war?

pyiew

§ m ‘fascism’ derives from the ltalian waord fasczes,

a bundle of rods with an axe-blade protrudn?g
T,mfied the authority of magistrates in Impen.al
u By the 1890s, the word fascia was being used in
‘o refer to a political group or banq, usually -of.
jonary socialists. it was not untl! Mussolini
"yed the term to describe the paramilitary armed

o he formed during and after the First Wurld War

% iscismo acquired a clearly ideological meaning.

. defining theme of fascism is the idea of an
srically unified national community, embo‘dled in a
il in 'strength through unity’. The individual, in a literal
& is nothing; individual identity must be entirely
bed into the community or social group. The fascist
\ is that of the 'new man’, a hero, motivated by duty,
snour and self-sacrifice, prepared to dedicate his life‘to
.;I; .lory of his nation or race, and to give unquestmn.mg
wdience to a supreme leader. In many ways, fascism
'titutes a revolt against the ideas and values that
Wrinated western political thought from the French
. olution onwards; in the words of the talian fascists’
1 bpan:'1789 is dead’. Values such as rationalism, progress,
Wedom and equality were thus overturned in the name of
{iggle, teadership, power, heroism and war. Fasci.snj thus
& 5 strong 'anti-character’: it is anti-rational, antl-llberall,
Wii-conservative, anti-capitalist, anti-bourgeois, anti-
Srmunist and so on. Fascism has nevertheless been a
mplex historical phenomenon, encompassing, many
ipue, two distinct traditions. ltalian fascism was
entially an extreme form of statism that was based on
itiolute loyalty towards a ‘totalitarian’ state. In contrast,
£arman fascism, or Nazism, was founded on racial theories,
+ ich portrayed the Aryan people as a ‘master race’ and
sdvanced a virulent form of anti-Semitism.

® Are all conservatives nationalists? If so, why?

® Why has nationalism so often been associated with expansionism, conqy
and war? N

® To what extent is nationatism a backward-looking ideology?

® Why and how has developing-world nationalism differed from nationalism i
the developed world?

® Has globalization made nationalism irrelevant?
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