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Introduction

A RETURN TO NATIONALISM

. PoLITICS IN BRITAIN AND AMERICA have taken a turn toward
' nationalism. This has been troubling to many, especially in ed-
ucated circles, where global integration has long been viewed
as a requirement of sound policy and moral decency. From
:_:__.t.his perspective, Britain’s vote to leave the European Union
a:nd the “America first” rhetoric coming out of Washington
seem to herald a reversion to a more primitive stage in history,

'when war-mongering and racism were voiced openly and perj
mitted to set the political agenda of nations. Fearing the worst,

pubh(: figures, journahsts and academics have deplored the

Ireturn of nationalism to American and British public life in

the harshest terms.

But nationalism was not always understood to be the evil

_at__gprrent public discourse suggests. Until only a few de-

o . . .
-4g0, a nationalist politics was commonly associated with

ad-mmdedness and a generous spirit. Progressives regarded
Otliz"ow Wilson’s Fourteen Points and the Atlantic Charter of
m Roosevelt and Winston Churchill as beacons of hope

a'ﬂk}nd—and this precisely because they were considered
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expressions of nationalism, promising national independence
and self-determination to enslaved peoples around the world.
Conservatives from Teddy Roosevelt to Dwight Eisenhower
likewise spoke of nationalism as a positive good, and in their
day Ronald Reagan and Margaret Thatcher were welcomed by
conservatives for the “new nationalism” they brought to polit-
ical life. In other lands, statesmen from Mahatma Gandhi to
David Ben-Gurion led nationalist political movements that won
widespread 2dmiration and esteem as they steered their peo-
ples to freedom.’

Surely, the many statesmen and intellectuals who embraced
nationalism a few generaions ago knew something about this
subject, and were not simply trying to drag us back to a more
primitive stage in our history, o war-mongering and racism.
What, then, did they se€ in nationalism? There have been sur-
prisingly few attempts, whether in the public sphere or in aca-
demia, to answer this guestion.

My own background allows me some insight into the sub-
ject. I have been a Jewish nationalist, a Zionist, all my life.* Like
most Israelis, I inherited this political outlook from my parents
and grandparents. My family came to Jewish Palestine in the
1920s and early 1930s with the aim of establishing an indepen-
dent Jewish state there. They succeeded, and I have lived most
of my life in a country that was established by nationalists, and
has been governed largely by nationalists to this day. Over the
years, I have known a great many nationalists, including pub-

lic figures and intellectuals both from Israel and from other
countries. And while not everyone among them has been to my
taste, on the whole these are people I deeply admire—for their
loyalty and courage, their good sense, and their moral decency.

Among therm, nationalism is not some unfathomable political

INTRODUCTION

illness that periodically takes over countries for no good rea-
son a-nd to no good end, as many in America and Britain seem
to think these days. It is instead a familiar political theory on
which they were raised, a theo
, ry of how the political

should be ordered. ol ertd

| What is this nationalist political theory about? The nation-
alism 1 grew up with is a principled standpoint that regards the
world as governed best when nations are able to chart their

own independent course, cultivating their own traditions and
pursuing their own interests without interference. This is op-
posed to imperialism, which seeks to bring peace and pros eriP
to the world by uniting mankind, as much as possible fndz
a single political regime. I do not suppose that the c,ase for
- nationalism is unequivocal. Considerations can be mustered in
: favor of each of these theories. But what cannot be done with-
out obfuscation is to avoid choosing between the two positions:
.Eglither you support, in principle, the ideal of an international.
.g.overr?ment or regime that imposes its will on subject nations
__wht?n its officials regard this as necessary; or you believe that
_gatmns should be free to set their own course in the absence of
'sgch an international government or regime.?
- This debate between nationalism and imperialism became
-a.c.:ute}y relevant again with the fall of the Berlin Wall in 1989
__:.t_.-_tl.lat time, the struggle against Communism ended, and the'
___:_}nds of Western leaders became preoccupied with two great
I_I}p?rialist projects: the European Union, which has proggres-
.. _e_ly....relieved member nations of many of the powers usuall
S'(;.'q}?.ted with political independence; and the project of ez
1.2_;2?);: iﬁil;lsfja;world orde.r,” in which nations that
L onal law will be coerced into doing
Fl.n.(:lpally by means of American military might. These
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4 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM
are imperialist projects, even though their proponents do not
like to call them that, for two reasons: First, their purpose is to
remove decision-making from the hands of independent na-
tional governments and place it in the hands of international
governments or bodies. And second, as you can immediately
see from the literature produced by the individuals and institu-
tions supporting these endeavors, they are consciously part of
an imperialist political tradition, drawing their historical inspi-
ration from the Roman Empire, the Austro-Hungarian Empire,
and the British Empire. For example, Charles Krauthammer’s
argument for American “IIpiversal Dominion,” written at the
dawn of the post-Cold War period, calls for America to cre-
ate a “super-sovereign,” which will preside over the permanent
“depreciation . . . of the notion of sovereignty” for all nations
on earth. Krauthammer adopts the Latin term pax Americand
io describe this vision, invoking the image of the United States
as the new Rome: Just as the Roman Empire supposedly estab-

lished a pax Romana (or “Roman peace”) that obtained security

and quiet for all of Europe, 0 America would now provide se-

curity and quiet for the entire world.*

This flowering of imperialist political ideals and projects in
the last generation should have sparked a rigorous debate be-
ween nationalists and imperialists over how the political world
should be organized. But until very recently, a discussion of this
Kkind was largely avoided. Since 1990, when Margaret Thatcher
was deposed by her own party for expressing doubts about the

European Union, virtually no one in a position of influence in

either America or Europe has showed much interest in picking

a fight with the broad vision at the heart of these twin empire-
building projects.” This uncanny unanimity allowed both the

" nation,” “hegemon,” “

INTRODUCTION

Ew'u.ropean Union and American “world order” to move forward
without triggering an explosive public debate. "
. At tht? same time, political and intellectual spokesmen for
f’:'SE: projects remained keenly aware that Europeans might not
relish the prospect of a renewed “German empire,” even ogr; :1:10
was nominally governed from Brussels. They Wer,e mindfule tozt
» 100,

t}.xat Americans have often balked at the idea of an “American em
pire.” As a result, almost all public discussion of these efforts was

conducted in a murky newspeak riddled with euphemisms such

113
as ne ”e i
w world order, ‘CVGI‘"CIOSCI' ul’llOI],” “openness ” “global
N -

global governance,” “pooled sovereignty,” “rules-based

1Y

ization,

Order,” “universal .llri d- 1 ” i t}'
2

eral i i ism,” ¢ i
nternationalism,” “transnationalism,” “American leader

ship,” “Ameri ” i
P can century,” “unipolar world,” “indispensable

subsidiarity,” “play by the rules,” “the right

. side of history,” “the end of history,” and so on.® All of this endured
- for a generation—until finally the meaning of these phrases be-

"gan to become clear to a broad . .
' public, with th
“see before us. e results that we

| Whethffr the outpouring of nationalist sentiment in Britain
apd America will, in the end, be for the best, remains to be
s¢en: But perhaps we can all agree on this: The time for vacuous
talk 1s past. The debate between nationalism and imperialism
..__u.pon us. Imperialism and nationalisin are formidable and
(frpp_osed ideals that have contended with one another in th

p_a:_s_t, and they have resumed their old conflict in our day. Eacz

.;hj:fhp;mts of view de:serves to be thought about carefully
_E_u_. o ue respect, which includes speaking about them in
aigwe orward,‘ unambiguous terms so we can all understand

e are talking about. Let us hope that this debate, so long
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overdue, 15 conducted in a manner that is at once frank, rea-
soned, and clear.

I bave written this book so that we have a statement of the
reasons for being a nationalist.” In the interest of contributing
to a discussion that is as clear and comprehensible as possible,
I will understand “globalism” for what it obviously is—a version
of the old imperialism. And in the same way, I will not waste
time trying to make nationalism prettier by calling it “patrio-
tism,” as many do today in circles where nationalism is consid-
ered something unscemly.” Normally, patriotism refers to the
love or loyalty of an individual for his or her own independent
nation. The term nationalism can be used in much this way as
well, as when we speak of Mazzini as an Italian nationalist or
of Gandhi as an Indian nationalist. But nationalism can also
be something more than this. There is, as 1 have said, a long
tradition of using this term to refer to a theory of the best po-
jitical order—that is, to an anti-imperialist theory that seeks to
establish a world of free and independent nations. That is how
1 will be using it in this book.

Once events are seen in light of this long-standing contron-
tation between two irreconcilably opposed ways of thinking
about political order, the entire subject becomes much easier to
understand, and a more intelligent conversation can emerge.

My argument will be as follows:

In Part One of the book, “Nationalism and Western Free-
dom,” 1 offer a basic historical framework for understanding
the confrontation between imperialism and nationalism as it
has developed among the Western nations. | introduce the dis-

tinction between a political order based on the national state,

which seeks to rule over one nation alone; and one whose

purpose is to bring peace and prosperity by uniting mankind

INTRODUCTION .

u.nd.er Ef single political regime, which is an imperial state® Thi
d%stmcuon is central to the political thought of the ﬁebr S
1?1b1e (or “Old Testament”), and in the wake of the Refornfw
tion it inspired the renunciation of the authority of the Hoil-
Roman Empire by national states such as England, the Nethe .
lan.ds, and France. Thus began a period of four cen;uﬂes duri )
which the peoples of Western Europe and America lived u ;ﬂg
a n.ew Protestant construction of the political world, in w];ll' e;
national independence and self-determination CaHl(; to be p

garded as foundational principles. Indeed, these things car;e—
to be viewed as among the most precious human possessio .
and the basis for all our freedoms. An order of independegi

nations would permit diverse forms of self-government, reli
, -

- gion, and culture in a “world of experiments” that would b
efit all mankind. o
; Asllate as the Second World War, many still believed that
: the principle of national freedom was the key to a just, divers
. .-.and relatively peaceful world. But Hitler changed all t,hat anz
.t.c.)day we live in the aftermath, in which a simplistic narr:;tive
. :a?gselessly repeated, asserts that “nationalism caused two woric{
Wars and the Holocaust.” And who, in fact, would want to be
"ng?onalist if nationalism means supporting racism and bl y
shed on an unimaginable scale? "
.. Wlth nationalism thus tarred as having caused the greatest
Vzlis;lof ou.r age,. it is not surprising that the old intuitions fa-
dﬁgn za;tlonai m.depen.dence have been gradually attenuated
o y even discredited. Today, many have come to regard
;géztlseeaiesfgln:i.loyalty to the national state and its inde-

. _.They - lOnee ing not onl?r unnecessary but morally sus-
wding ’ Soundgbla‘l r.egard natlon.al.loyalties and traditions as

; sis for determining the laws we live by, for
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ol THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

regulating the econonly and making decisions about defense

and security, for establishing public norms concerning religion
Jive in what part of

and education, or for deciding who gets to
¢ in which liberal

the world. The new world they envision 18 on
theories of the rule of law, the market economy, and individual
rights—-—all of which evolved in the domestic context of national
states such as Britain, the Netherlands, and America—are re-
garded as universal truths and considered the appropriate basis

for an international regime that will make the independence

of the national state unnecessary.'* What is being proposed, in
other words, is a new “liberal empire” that will replace the old
Protestant order based on independent national states. It is
empire thatis supposed to save us from the evils of nationalism.

But have supporters of the new impe
scribed what nationalism is and where it come
right in attributing to nationalism the greatest evils
century? And is a renewed imperialism really the solution?

In my view, all these things appear exceedingly doubtful.
“The Case for the National State,” 1 argue
sed on independent national states as

rialism correctly de-
s from? Are they
of the last

And in Part Two,

for regarding a world ba
the best political order, in the process showing why we should

reject the jmperialism. that is now so much in fashion. This

part of the book offers a philosophy of political order based
on a comparison of the three rival ways of organizing the polit-
ical world that are known to us from experience: the order of
tribes and clans that is found in virtually all pre-state societies;

an international order under an imperial state; and an order of

independent national states.
Most recent attempts to compare a “globalist” politic

der with a world of national states have been focused on the -
d security advantages of a unified legal .

proposed economic an

al or-

INTRODUCTION 9

regime for the entire world. But according to the view I defend
here, arguments based on economics and security are too nar
roui t.o provide an adequate answer to the question of the best
political order. In reality, much of what takes place in political

life is i isi
motivated by concerns arising from our membership in

collectives such as families, tribes, and nations. Human bein
are b.orn into such collectives or adopt them later in life ang;
are.tled to them by powerful bonds of murtual loyalty ar;on
the%r members. In fact, we come to regard these collectives ai
an integral part of ourselves. Many, if not most, political aims
are derived froin responsibilities or duties that we feel we have
not to ourselves as individuals, but to an extended “self” that in:
corpora.tes our family, tribe, or nation. These include a concern
for the lives and property of members of the collective to which
we are loyal. But we are also powerfully motivated by shared
| conf:erns that are not physical in this way: the need to maintain
the internal cohesiveness of the family, tribe, or nation, and the
- peed to strengthen its unique cultural inheritance an,d ass 1
on to the next generation. e
: We cannot accurately describe these dimensions of human
Pqilncal motivation in terms of the individual’s desire to
:t(?ct his life, personal freedom, and property. Each of us ini::);
-Wanm and needs something else in addition, which [ suggest wi
(::._al_.l collective self-determination: the freedom of the famiiyg tribee
-or:..nai-:lon. This is the freedom that we feel when the col’lective’
a'jvh;clllwe are loyal gains in strength, and develops those spe-
. 11. z ;:is and characteristics that give it unique significance
_I;n _t'he liberal political tradition, the desire and need for such
:__ECtlve self-determination tends to be regarded as primitive

dispensable. It is assumed that with the advent of modernity,
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10 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

individuals free themselves from motivations of this kind. Butl
will argue that nothing like this actually happens. British and
American concepts of individual liberty are not universals that
be immediately understood and desired by everyone, as is
claimed. They are themselves the cultural inheritance of
ibes and nations. Americans or British who seek the

can
often

certain tr
extension of these concepts around the world continue to give

voice to the age-old desire for collective selfdetermination,
which moves them to want to sce their own cultural inheritance
grow in strength and influence—even if it means destroying the
inheritance of others who may sce things differently.

My argument points 0 2 number of decisive advantages of

organizing the political world around independent national

states. Among others, I suggest that the order of national states
offers the greatest possibility of collective self-determination;

that it inculcates an aversion f0 the conquest of foreign na-

fions, and opens the door to a tolerance of diverse ways of life;
and that it establishes a life of astonishingly productive compe-
{ition among nations as each strives to attain the maximal de-
velopment of its abilities and those of its individual members.
In addition, [ find that the powerful mutual loyalties that are
at the heart of the national state give us the only known foun-
dation for the development of free ipstitutions and individual
liberties.

These and other considerations suggest that a world of in-
dependent national states is the best political order to which
we can aspire. This does not mean, however, that we should
endorse a universal right to self-determination, as Woodrow

Wilson proposed. Not all of the thousands of stateless peoples

in the world can or will have political independence, 0O what

place should the principle of national independence have in-

INTRODUCTION 11
the affai i
! airs of nations? I conclude Part Two by considering what
can
lde the relevance of the order of national states for a real
Wor . . " - ’
international arena in which political independence can
not be applied always and everywhere.
The argum
i o ;ghu fznt most commonly made against a nationalist
L politics 1s that it encourages hatred and bigotry. And there is

- - .
£

ﬁnds individuals who are haters and bigots. But what concl
.31011 should we draw from this fact? To my mind, its si niﬁcnC o
is wea:kened by the realization that universal pol’itical ?deal ancef
| the‘ kind that are so prominent, for example, in the Euros—;zl
. Union—seem invariably to generate hatred and bigotry Iso at
least the same degree as nationalist movements. In Part Thr
“Anti-Nationalism and Hate,” I investigate this phenomen .
comparing the hatred between rival national or tribal ros .
.: that feel threatened by one another, with the hatred thit >
_. ?onents of imperialist or universalist ideologies feel towardpron
ﬁ?nal or tribal groups that refuse to accept their claim to rtl)a—
bringing salvation and peace to the world. The most famoue
egamplfe of the hatred generated by imperialist or universaiisi
qgologies ‘is perhaps Christian anti-Semitism. But Islam, Marx-
sm, aI:ld llll)eralism have proved themselves quite cap;ble of
:r.lle.alinmg similarly vicious hatreds against groups that are de-
el_rr._n.lned to resist the universal doctrines they propose. In fa
_ngest that liberal-imperialist political ideals have ‘becox:;
tZI:i tt}l}l: ‘;16(:;?; rpcmrerful agents f(.)menting intolerance and
On e n world to.day. This is not itself a recommen-
on | nationalism. But it does suggest that hatred may be
mic to political movements in general, and that the dis-

‘between nationali '
e alistn and imperiali .
ther erounds. perialism should be decided
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In the Conclusion, “The Virtue of Nationalism,” 1 offer
some brief remarks on the relationship between nationalism
and personal character. All my life, I have heard it said that na-
tionalism corrupts the human personality. This is an opinion I
have heard from Christians and Muslims, liberals and Marxists,
all of whom consider nationalism to be a vice because it seeks to
raise barriers among people, when we should be tearing them
down. My own understanding is different. In my father’s house
I was taught that to be a nationalist is a virtue. 1 explain how
this can be so, showing that an orientation toward an order of
independent nations can pave the way for certain positive traits
of character that are more difficult, if not impossible, to atiain

so long as one remains committed to the dream of empire.

MUCH REMAINS UNCERTAIN ABOUT the exact course that the
revived nationalism in Britain, America, and other nations will
take. But whatever direction the political winds may yet turn, it
is certain that the fault line that has been uncovered at the heart
of Western public life is not going away. The politics of nations
are rearranging themselves along this fault, dividing those who
wish to retain the old nationalist foundations of our political
world from educated elites who have, to one degree or another,
become committed to a future under an imperial order. At this
time, then, there can hardly be a subject more worthy of care-

ful attention than that of nationalism and imperialism.

Tn addressing this subject, I will employ and develop polit-

ical concepts such as nation, empire, independence, national free-

dom, self—determination, loyalty, tribe, tradition, and toleration. Many

of these terms have a somewhat antiquated feel to them, but 1
ask the reader’s patience in this regard. Itis true that these and

INTRODUCTION 15
related concepts have been largely sidelined in recent years i
favor of a discourse that seeks to understand political proble N
a%most entirely in terms of the state, equality, personal freed o
w.,g‘hts, .consent, and race. But this constriction in our olit'omi
vision is itself one of the principal difficulties facing ui tocllCa
The political world cannot be reduced to these terms, and tzy.
attempt to do so induces blindness in crucial areas—b;ind .
followed by disorientation when we begin colliding with t}?essj
that are still quite real, even if we cannot see thenf any lo or
/} broader range of political concepts; updated for usye a?fhe'r.
time, can do much to restore the full range of our vision anlci

dispel the confusion that has overtaken us. Once we can see the

- roads clearly, deciding which way to go becomes easier as well
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VIIL Two Types of Political Philosophy

(REEK POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY IS especially attentive to the

question of the best regime or the best form of

and modern liberal political thought maintains th
should be structured. This kind of in-

government,

1§ concern

with how government
es that human beings will organize themselves as a

ommunity sufficiently cohesive that it can be,
a single standing government, indepen-
5. It then proceeds to ask what form
ould have: Should the state be
or a democracy? Should

quiry assum
state—that is, a ©
and in fact is, ruled by
dent of other government
the government of the state sh
a monarchy, an aristocratic republic,

the authority of the state be concentrate
ernment or dispersed among several? Should the state be con-

strained by a written constitution, and who should determine

d in one branch of gov-

when it has been violated? Should the state guarantee basic

rights and liberties to the individual, and if so, what are they?

These an
hesive and indepe
ask other, more funda
nize that human beings have
fied and independent states, and
of the state as a given. I have in mind
Jowing: What allows a community to be suffi

be ordered as a state? Is the state formed when 1

dividuals consent to living under government, or th

d similar questions assume the existence of a co-

ndent state. But political philosophy can also. .
mental questions—aquestions that recog-
not always lived in internally uni-
that do not take the existence
questions such as the fol
ciently cohesive tf)

T

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 50

unification of previously existing cohesive communities? Is th
state really the best institution for ordering human life | ora .
there other forms of political order, such as a clan or fel’idal -
der, that are better? And if the state is the best form of politi(cz):l_
ordejr, should authority be in the hands of one universal stat
or dispersed among many competing states? )
_ When these questions are taken into account, we see that
. political philosophy is naturally divided into two ;ubjects one
.more fundamental than the other. One subject is the philr;so h
‘of government, which seeks to determine the best forfn of }'())Vj-,
?rnment, given the existence of a state with a high deqref of
.1nternal unity and independence. Prior to this is the ph}loso h
'of political order, which seeks to understand the causes of pofi)tiy

cz;l order, and on the basis of this understanding, to determine
a : - .
what are the different forms of political order available to us

and which of them is best.
Individuals who are confident of the cohesion and mdepen-
ence of the state in which they live are naturally attracted to

ti}fs.philosophy of government. After all, if the state is assumed
_'be permanent, what student of politics would not want to get
work determining the kind of government it should have§

But philosophy of government can be misleading and evlen

é:r‘I)}Eious if not preceded by a careful study of the causes of
ollgcg? order. An iron law governing the operation of human
S.O_:Iilf is this: Whatever is assumed without argument comies
i._Fegarded_as self-evident, whether it is true or false. This
II?SS the c‘as,e in the philosophy of government. Since this
lne begins by assuming the existence of a cohesive and
ﬁ_‘fl_dent state, it trains the minds of those who study it
p(}i).gse that they see cohesive and independent states all
! .ﬂ:lem, not only in theory, but in reality. When they look
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60 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

abroad to other regions of the world, they see cohesive and
independent states where there are none, or believe that such
states can easily be brought into being where no such possibil-
ity exists. And when they consider the state in which they live,
they cannot recall that all states are perpetually on the verge of
losing their cohesion and independence, and so they take the
unity and independénce of their own state entirely for granted.
As a consequence, they tend to disdain the kinds of efforts that
are needed to maintain the cohesion and independence of the
state, happily advocating for policies that work directly to de-
stroy its cohesion and dilute its independence, all the while be-

Jieving that the state can custain all this and yet remain sound

as it was belore.

Philosophy of government is useful in its proper, limited

sphere. But to be competent, it must be built upon an under- -

standing of the underlying causes of the formation, cohesion,

and independence of the state, as well as of its destruction.

This is the kind of political inquiry that we find in the first
great works of the Western political tradition—namely, those
that have been collected in the Hebrew Bible. It is here that
we encounter a constant awareness of the possibility of human
beings living outside the state, in an order of households and:

clans and tribes, and a mindfulness of the threat that is posed :

to such an order by the state. It is in the Bible, too, that w
are exposed to the ambiguities that attend the founding of the
state, and are taught to recognize the fragility of all such states
which are at every moment cither rising or falling, moving £o
ward either consolidation or dissolution. It is here that we ax
taught to think of how just government contributes to the C_O_Ii
solidation of political order, whereas foolish policies le .

dissolution of political order, paving the way to anarchy art

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 61

conql.xest by others. It is here that we are first exposed to th
question of whether human freedom is aided or hinderzdtbe
the state, and whether the extension of the imperial state d .
not necessarily lead to mankind’s enslavement. -
What follows is a study in foundational political phil
sopfhy. Rather than assuming that reasonable men will reces
sarily form a cohesive and independent state, T will coxralseifizsl:

the underlying causes of political order and examine the ways

© in which

e these causes shape the alternatives that are open to

“us. On . . .

I the basis of this examination, I will suggest that the best
orm it i

_ of political order is an order of independent national

tates. i '
states. In particular, I will argue that such an order is superior

1o the other principal alternatives that are known to us: the
- or-

der of tribes and clans, which
drder_ ) preceded the state; and imperial

IX: The Foundations of Political Order

ME THII\‘TGS GAN BE attained by the individual acting alone
__t_-:rnost aims or ends require that we act in concert with oth;
2 ?Iowever, our neighbors have aims and motives of their
: ar‘ld they are often uninterested in the goal we have pro-
etc:; if not hostile to it. How, then, can we influence ol:heri S0
a ;11 :.(r:Ili lzo a'(:complish the goals that we see as necessary or
I - ¢ This is the fundamental problem of the individual
un ? corx?munity of others. The need to find answers to
q 1z:.stlo.n gives rise to politics, which is the discipline or craft
; ¢.I.1C1ng others so that they act to accomplish the goal

€5 as necessary or desirable. o
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b2 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

m is the estab-
duals—the

a religious

onse to this fundamental proble

One resp
nding bodies or collectives of indivi

lishment of sta
family, clan, trib
order or a business ent

e, or nation, 2 state or an arny,
erprise. These and other instituiions are
aintain their existence through time,
purposes and forms, such as a
re known and accepted pro-
ons and act as a body. Fach

ces its members (o act

human collectives that m
holding fast to certain fixed
particular name by which they a
cedures by which they make decisi

institution teaches, persuades, or coer
according to these fixed purposes and forms, abiding by ac-
neral rules and procedures, so that they can reliably

cepted ge
without each time having to be persuaded or

act as a body,

coerced anew.

But what brings individuals,
es, to join together in an institution, re-

despite having their own

unique aims and motiv
liably acting as 2 body toge
cordance with the fixed purpo

Three possibilities are well
join if threatened with reprisal. Sec
offered payment Or other advantag

ses and forms of the institution?

are
if they see the interests and alms of the insti

Of these, the second alternative produces the
e who join up in some arduous strugg

tution as their own.
weakest institu-

tions, for thos
in exchange only fo
whether the risks ar
be able to defecttoa d
tailing fewer risks. Institutio
when individuals are recruite

loved ones, since they cannot be re
and are forever on the

r a sum of money are constantly cal

ifferent cause offering better pay and
ns are only somewhat more stabl

lied upon once the threat ¥

felt to recede,

as it does ntot.

ther with its other members, in ac-

known: First, individuals will -
ond, they will join if they -
e. Finally, they will joi

le or effort..

culating

e worth the pay, and hoping that they will'
en:.

]
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T thes 3 . =
Ild ’ .
uc ]
w ]] co . . ﬁ
. mp Ensated fOI‘ thelr SCrvices. The faCt that th(!y are ght""
g . .
g . ] . - = ¢ -

breas
: ts that moves them to acts of bravery and selfsacrifice that

: . . Mﬂ y i -
eriy. }'

naccurate. It i i
_ Itis true that one is sometimes motivated by a con

cern for hi i
ern for his own life or property. But human individuals are

o capable i i
0. cap of regarding the aims and interests of a collective

or '_if1§t1tuti0n of which they are members as their own, and of
tn_lg up01.f1 these aims and interests even where SU.Cl’,l acti .
. llbe detrimental to their lives and property. Indeed politi:;
vents are .frequentiy determined by the actions of in,dividu 1
ose motives are of just this kind.! h

A_ . P »

_ Ipzohtlcal theory designed to understand human beings
LI .

1€y are in reality, and not to tell us stories about the adven-

S: Of SOm i i V y =
bl

ms of . .
S the collective as his own. Astonishing and vet as
Lo as t i .

he air we breathe, this ability is with us every day
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64 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

and every hour. 1t is basic to our empirical nature, and there

can be no convincing account o
tions are built unless this capacity is a
fore, consider this matter more closely.

We know that the human individual is by nature fiercely
d to ensure the integrity of his or her own self. By the
n the first instance, the individual’s physical body,
d by a reflexive urge to fight or seek i
eatened or maligned. However, this urge
f the self is by no means limited to the
The very same ferocity that the indi-
physical body is also evident

f how strong human institu-

t its center. Let us, there-

concerne
self, 1 mean, i
which is protecte
ate escape when thr
to ensure the integrity o
protection of the body.

vidual displays in protecting his
in the actions he takes to defend his reputation when accused
or insulted. And it appears, as well, in the urge to protect his
e regards as his own.

Jand or other physical possessions that h
Indeed, the very love that he evidently feels for his wife and
and for brothers and sisters, and

danger, is

mmedi-

children, and for his parents,
m to protect them when they are in

another name for this same Urge to pro-

that moves hi
nothing other than
tect the integrity of hi
embraced, insofar has
within the rubric of his ow

his own €ONsCcioUusNEess is concerned,

they were a part of him.

This capacity to protect and de
a part of one’s own self is not limited t
same ferocity in the urge to defend a friend
member of one’s platoon or street gang, O
any other human being who is,
by the individual as a part of his self. And many other example

could be mentioned. What we see across the range 0

. two indivi
ividuals have each taken the other under the prote
C..

_...c)nedcf1 mutual loyalty, which allows these two individuals to re
gard t emselves as a single entity. The existence of such bonds

.: of mutual loyalty does not mean that they entirely cease to be

- petition, in j
p sult, jealousy, and quarrels that are always present

g self—for these loved ones have been
n self, and are experienced as if

fend others as if they were
o kinsmen. We se€ this
or a townsman, the
I, MOore generallj

for whatever reason, regarded

T
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ac

1d ) .
wo.u be outside of him and alien to him are in fact re d
as if they were a part of himself 2 e

- en ar.l individual includes a certain other within the
purview of his or her self, we call this attachment loyalty. Whe
b n

tion. of thei
eir extended selves, the bond that is established is

.l' 1depend € & C
: P ent persons. These bonds do not eliminate the com )
- !

-'.?:ve?; individuals who are loyal to one another. A husband
> .
.._.km e ?;ly quarrel frequently, and brothers or sisters may
vicker and fight, by these means i
, seeking to adj i
ek | ljust the hierar-
.:1 Y'.O rc;latlons between them. While these conflicts are taking
lace, they are experienced as
e a struggle between ind
o epen-
n persons. But as soon as either of them faces advellr)si
he:_other suffers this hardship as if it were his own. And Fy’
i : | ! in
f_O.?t.ce of this hardship, the disputes that had troubled them
d r ]
5§ e are temporarily suspended or entirely forgotten. More
°t; once the hardship befor . _
eh G ¢ them has been over
erience a sense of relief and o e
e pleasure, of walkin
. © , g together
Y, ach recognizing the happiness of the other as his own

€ experiences, i i
. . e
exXp s, in which another individual is recognized

part of ’ i i
g o one’s self in adversity and in triumph, establish a
g distineti i J
lon between an inside and an outside: an inside
¥

risit indivi
oy l.lf.lg the two individuals, each of whom regards th
e
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66 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

e identity; and an outside, from which

other as part of a singl
them, and in the face of which they

a challenge arises against

experience a joint suffering and a joint success.’

Human institugons can and often do contribute to their
pensation to their mem-
and resilient institu-

ally out of bonds

cohesion by providing financial com
bers or by coercing them. But enduring
tions are those that are constructed princip
of mutual loyalty. The familyis the strongest and
institutions known to human politics,
ence of such ties of mutual loyalty between
¢ family and all of the others. These ties are
adoptive. A mother forever feels

arried are a part of herself. But

most resilient

of all small precisely

due to the exist
each member of th
party biological and partly
that the children she has ¢
adoptive family relations, suc
and wife, or between either of the
tween parents and an adopted child,
werful than those between parents an

h as those between a husband
m and their in-laws, or be-
are frequently no less
d the children who

po
are born to them. Particular bonds of family loyalty can thus
be either birth ties or adoptive ties, but in either case their

solidity and resilience are unmatched as a result of

shared experien
and support, which
one another’s extended self.
The family is the most
there are many others. A small-sc
(or section) 1, for instance, the basic
armies are constructed. Modeled after
roughly ten men commanded by a junior o
o, the capacity of the unit to function u
ends on ties of mutual loyalty—ties tha
g in a unit that is small enough to €ns

the family, it consists

Here, to
duress dep
pecially stron

t become’

the daily

ce of relying on family members for assistance

establishes family members as a part of
familiar of small institutions, but
ale military unit called 2 squad

formation out of which all

fficer or a sergeant.

T [
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;izhe;r;iziiual kfnox;rs the others personally, and has exten
ce of relyin ] i _
s e it i nd o
indiwziilznszllzgons like the family or the squad, consisting of
e ;0§et3er .by mutual loyalties developed over
e | ardship and triumph, are the bedrock of
political g er. It is out of such small units that laroer-
political institutions of every kind are built. It is poss?l(jlr SC? .
| Z};ﬁfﬁ;z bajlng together heads of families in an associ:ti(;:
yalty to one another, in this way tying together th
:members of the various families in a ¢lan. And indeeg;l llr o
t the world, and in all ages, clans have been estabhshedi oro.
-_:de for collective defense, to establish procedures for Ziro_
ISAectzzzng;l:;n:l a:id Lo pursue common service to thexj goc.lcse
ihave o die ft l;nd(;islzf 1trlzese 1fau’mlles; will not necessarity
| a
o;t other individual memiirsgof t:: (:Iaoin;ﬁzar;gizmﬂsth
ai; rz}zzrtdre.ds or thous;:mds and may be scattered over a corelli
. Zntory. But his parents, who have direct bonds of
ﬁﬁéring()zn C‘icyt 1i(l)l thehother heads of families, experience the.
S anzllsh s of the clan as if these were happening
e e ¢ ey give expression to these things. And
e e periences the suffering and triumphs of
1 eﬁng S r}lfuv:;:;l le?;t);mrig to him, is able to feel the
: e clan as
g mvery young child will feel the harmzlrjc(i) ;V}?aj;(:v ;E;?:}:;S
i-d(::bljto}f his clan is harmed or shamed by members o;
iy - alllsdwall}lf, the child’s self is extended to embrace
i And becaa its members, even those whom he has
use of this extension, he will be W1111ng to

1
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TH
E CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 6
9

e outside 15 ex erienced as 2 challenge )
P g formation of the nation. There is such a th
. ' ch a thing, in othe
, r words

3 e

{ ! A% e C Q 1 Ve a S,

when a threat from th
to all.?

When we speak of the coh
this that we have in mind: the bo

firmly in place an alliance of many 1
s in the suffering and triumphs of the others, including

eston of human collectives, it is
nds of mutual loyalty that hold

But what brin
individuals, each of whom gs these families of nations together is, again
] B a

?:t;lt;alt}llzyalty that is revived and strengthened by jointt adve

e omes mi::S;rI:)tr.n".Fhe sc?hdari.ty of English-speaking Peoplers

T lfnemt in t'hen“ common struggle against the
s, or against the Communist nations; and

share
those they have never met.’®

Cohesion of this kind is not lmited to th
and clan. Heads of clans can unite to form a tribe
of members. And heads of tribes can come

ation whose members number in the mil-

e scale of family

that may have

: COMMmMOo
o E strllllggle to free themselves from English and Musli
. ination.” What we have ne ine
' ver seen, however, is
..:te;d;ncy toward a mutual loyalty among all humanabgmmIne
o eings—
vhieh ljlsomethmg that could only form under conditi .
-whi i it
w ;, ha mankind stood together before a joint adversity. 1? o
e mutual loyalty of individ
uals to one another i
isth
povlvirfui force operative in the political realm. Feelin efm "
ua on - |
oyalty puil individuals tightly together, forming tie e |
m into |

a‘milies clans, tri
J 3 lbes and nati i
’ ons, 1n much the
way that the

tens of thousands
together o forma n
lions.” Such a process of
ample, from the biblical Hi
the question of whether the Is
to form a unified nation. And it

of the English, the Dutch, the Americans, and many other na-
the bond of loyalty to

one’s parents: The -
of his tribe or:

consolidation is familiar to us, for ex-
story of Israel, which emphasizes
raelite tribes will come together
is familiar from the history -

tions.® Like ties of loyalty to the clan,
one’s tribe or nation grows out of loyalty to
child experiences the suffering and triumphs
nation as his own because he experiences the suff

umphs of his parents as his own, and the parents
ring and trinmphs of the tribe or nation:
e in-

g

odern writers, wh
o haVG been too
much 1nﬂuenced b
Y Dar-

ering and tri-*
feel and give:

expression to the suffe
as these unfold. And again, this attachment means that th
s with other members of his tnbe :

Solated hum
an 1nd1v1dual h
avmg survived a
war or dlsease

dividual will set aside dispute
or nation, coming together with them “as one mind™ in mo-
ments of danger or when great public projects are under way;. '
Are there limits to the process of consolidation, by means
of which clans unite as tribes, and tribes as nations, extendih
the loyalties of individuals outward? We know that nations €2
and that these can, wi
other int th

att

.git }zllctlcl) 1;1;:1;2 a ne-w‘ family or a new cIan, adding his

Omg’ oo receiving their protection in return. In

j .that N les new bonds of mutual loyalty to replace

gmal st Tzst and this without any necessary tie of

c_)f.. - 18 constant regeneration of shattered
yalty means that families can and do adopt

develop attachments to other nations,
time, resemble the attachments of tribes to onc an
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70 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

{ born ameng them, and that
t born among them. In
n individuals and
put are not

individual members that were no
s adopt entire families that were no
way, nations adopt not only foreig
ntire tribes that were once foreigners

clan
the same
families, but e
considered foreigners any longer."

Thus while all nations use the metaphor o
invoke a family-like relationship of mutual loyalty among their

mermbers, actual biological kinship i
al upon which a pation is builg, if it 1

isive factor is the ties of mutual loy
of a nation in the face of

f brotherhood to

s never more than a raw
s even that.!* In the

materi
alty that have

end, the dec
been established among members

hip and success.
on of bonds of mutual loyalty,

an being, means that there

long years of joint hards
This constant regenerati
which we find in nearly every hum
can be no society whose member indivi
one other than themselves. This is

alty to any
ern society, in which the traditional order of tribes

has been weakened b

phy has taught the indivi

his own life and property.'” Even here, collectives built from
bonds of mutual loyalty are visible everywhere, and not only
the family: Local political chapters,
ols, and other community organiza
¢ of the old clans. On a national scale, pow

within
agogues, scho
strongly reminiscen
erful religious, ethnic, S
play a role in the life of the n
of the tribe with its fierce mutual 1
with other tribes in shifting coalitions in
the nation in their favor. These do n
gth and resilience of the clans and
e variety of such associations perm

ation that is stll very much tha

ot, to be Surt
tribes th
its th

course of
possess the stren
preceded the state. Th

duals are without loy- -
true even in mod- -
and clans

y the national state, and liberal philoso- .
dual to think constantly in terms of

churches and syn-
tions are still"

ectoral, and professional associations:

oyalties, each one strivi'n_
the effort to turn th'e'

RS

TH
E CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 7
1

;-]j;‘::?jlthmeﬁh great‘er freedom in choosing or declining alle
 itics at war “:jlili ISII;ﬂce they are not politically independent
heit members con 1 another, the mutual obligations among
their presence poj e much less demanding. Nevertheless
e tidor the};(:z;tz to an undying tendency of individuals’
mn state, to ally themselves t . '
not onl o collecti L
nationa}; ?;::161:6;:11. o.f the family, but also at the clan, tribaiv(z [
o pronougced 15 1s a tendency that becomes dramatic;tlly |
reatencd and 1 rWhen mf‘:mbers of our “clan” or “tribe” are |
b come to see tZaessert? itself with all its old force when our
it s before nattonal state as no longer able to pro-
- The bonds
and nations Sti}f}?iﬁ?ﬁiﬁiﬂj tha.t make families, clans, tribes,
ilﬁman bein I?g institutions also ensure tha
ives to W}igisc}ioéllsetanﬂy expertence what happens to the c:olf
ismselves. As o Consy are loyal as things that are happening to
e are thel o Life ;i];ence, far from being motivated only to
3 Iy concerned to ad property, human individuals are cease-
il clan, tribe. or Va.ﬂCe the l’llealr_h and prosperity of the
_Z'E:['ZI'Hanner o , utslz:ltlion to W.hlch they are loyal, frequently
- What do 1 m}:_,an N eir own life and property at risk.
clan, tribe, o . ’ the. health and prosperity of the fam-
.. » or nation? Like nearly all the terms we use to

though El'l. W ¥ e 4

: 15 usage iS ili

) g S01IE ha[ unfamllla Wit}l ref Terce to so .e [le
ifl

ni'state, I will conn
L ninue to use th

ations, and # e term dlan to refer to local instituti

for nrational inf;lieeto refer to largerscale collectives that Eu_emstltutlo:)ns and

i nce. I have chosen to use these terms rath

strong enough

‘one .
such ag community” because it lacks th er than a more
€ connotation i
of a hier-

rde[‘ing Of COH . .

AKE of Simplic; ectives that is essential to empiri ;
i icity, mpirical polid

But the ﬁhoitge Ic)lflfwfe‘ adoPted a four-tier hierarchy: ffmz_;lmz;l the(?ry. For

i a four-tier system is somewhat arbitraf)?,lila; , ﬂ;i)e’ o

- ctual polit-

eties one ¢
e an often find
O 8 o many mo. .
f the political structure. ¥ more layers of hierarchy before reaching




g2 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

describe human collectives, these are metaphors drawn from
the life of the individual. Yet the characteristics of human col-

lectives to which these teTms draw our attention are no less real

for being described using metaphors.
Consider first the family. The health and prosperity of the

family, we can say, consists in three things: First, it requires

physical and material flourishing. This means that children are
born and grow strong, that the family gains in terms of the
disposal, and that its physical capabilities and
as the ability to produce or obtain food,
year. Second, the health of the family is
es a strong internal integrity—when

another, celebrate on¢ another’s

property at its
productivity, such
advance from year to
recognized when it possess
its members are Joyal to one
achievements, and defend one another in adversity, even at risk
to themselves; when its members rea

in age or status among them, so that the
tive, unified action without coercion; and whe

and tensions that inevitably arise among them

n the competition

in relative peace, so that they avoid doing long-term damage to
hole. Third, the health of the family is recog-
and quality of the cultural inheritance that

the family asa w

nized in the extent
s transmitted by the parents and grandparents to the children.

This factor is often overlooked, but itis no less important 10 the

health and prosperity of the family than either of the others_

Both the physical capabilities and the internal integrity of the

human family depend to a very great degree on the cultural it

heritance that the older generations bequeath to the younge_

ones,
fully handed down. 1
These are the measures of the health and prosperity of the

family, and every member of a given family has an mmlth

dily honor the differences
family can take effec-

are conducted

and on the degree to which this inheritance is succes

T
HE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 7
3

un i
L ‘itigs}izd;;li (r)i" ﬁwhat t.hese things are, whether more or less
v Comrib::d, Just. as he has an intuitive understand-
At cor es to his personal life and property. More-
Z:e:;’e:lli 11.1d1v1(1u}z:1 at all times experiences the strengthen(;:g |
! ning of his family as something that is happenin
?;T:Eif.af:ilfnbgzuse this is the case, he is constaigy moic:z
. m 'efend and build up the family in its -
rial pr(.)spenty, in its internal integrity, and in its l'rnate
.. transmlt. a.n appropriate cultural inheritance to thzaplf?‘lnty .
| Indeed, itis .out of such motives that parents act for macn 1 iren‘
.. most, -of ‘thelr waking hours: They take employment th y"i o
to their liking-so as to be able to feed their family, Th s
:.::bie themselves to mend relations with an unha . h b
: I_mfe so that there will be peace in the home. T}Il)f yd e
hours to the tutelage of the recalcitrant young wl}lro ewge o
_ecogmze the value of what they are taught 1s,ofterjeqilil tljir:f

ted. An
- dbthey do so not out of an altruistic impulse to help a
ger, but because stren
. gthening the f;
s s_trengthenmg themselves. e By experienced |
The h
- de.alth and prosperity of every human collective js
I
- mee in much the same way as that of the family. We
i measure the health of the tribe or nation, for exampl
H e’

taki
id th:gs :;:;Ef E:ItlsdmaI:emal prosperity, its internal integrity,
s onh e quality of the cultural inheritance that
o aiet g(:ieratlon to the next. Similarly, the
hat . gromny t0 is tribe or nation cannot avoid sens-
ngthemng ” Wei ls; ronger or weaker, and feeling that this
}ust BT ek ening is something that is happening to l
e 1s with respect to his family. And for this
. € or nation is felt to be weakened, we will

leldU.al
o s rise up to take this matter into their own hands
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ir heart and all their soul to strengthen the
they act to strengthen their family. They
but because strengthening the tribe

acting with all the
tribe or nation, justas

do so not out of altruism,
trengthening themselves.

or nation is experienced as s
sire and actively pursue the

Human beings constantly de
health and prosperity of the family,
which they are tied by bonds of mutu
tense need to seek the material success of the
to strengthen its internal integrity by ensuring th
one another in adversity, honor their elders and
nduct the inevitable competitions among them
il to hand down the cultural inheritance of
its laws and traditions,

clan, tribe, or nation to
al loyalty: We have an in-
collective. We work

at its members

are loyal to
leaders, and co
peaceably. And we to

the collective, its language and religion,
and the unique manner in which it

its historical perspective,
generation. Remarkably, this

understands the world, to a new
Jast concern—for the transmissio
of the collective to future generation
a need no less powerful than the desire t
children. Even in a family ravaged by poverty and near starva

tion, the efforts of the parents
their children does not cease. One need only interfer

language people s
with the customary ri
or with the way they r
them and drive them to th
things impinge on the intern
tance of the family, clan, tribe, or n
with such bitterness, and give rise to su
No universal ideology—not Christiani

Marxism—has succeeded in eliminating this 1

al integrity and cultural inhe
ation, they are experience
ch consuming anger

ty or Islam, not 11

eralism or

ire to protect and strengthen the collective, Or €9¢

tense des

n of the cultural inheritance
s—is often experienced as -
o feed and clothe our '

to transmit this inheritance to:
e with the.
peak, with the religion of their COIMIILUNILY, .
ghts by which they conduct their affairs;
aise their children, to quickly inflame
e brink of violence. Because these

I
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in diminishing i
eliminateilhlng dx.t Innch. Nor should we wish to see this desire
o 01‘" iminished, any more than we want to s '
11"e. of tne individual to defend his own life and im e th'e
2?:;21 t(:}ircumstances diminished. To be sure, this ﬁi:)::j i::
' : € material prosperity, inte i ; h
mhentence of the collective ?nakesr:isfaglzg , anld cu}u'lral
. and nation into a kind of fortress surrounded by 151@1 (;1&?’ Fr'lbe:
Zlv‘alls. But these walls are a necessary condition fOf ail r;lwmble
l‘1ver51ty, mnovation, and advancement, enabling each fuman |
ittle fortresses to shelter its own special inherita C" . |
;:?:;lrfd e(plture, in a garden in which it can ﬁozfillltfn:n
.. - Inside, what is original and different is gi "
its o‘wn Where it can be tried and tested ovelIi ltshilzzzrz; pice "
rations. Inside, the things that are said and done only?ngtilils_

family, clan, or tri
’ ’ ribe, and nowhe
re else, are given ti
’ time to g[‘()w

and matur i i
tﬁe characferbzgi?mg SOhc% and strong as they strike roots in
z.ir'e._' ready to mak ehcellectwe $ various members—until they
Gléh, o Claz their wa}f outward from the family to the
alIIZ"the families of to the tribe and the nation, and thence to
o s of the eerth. Every innovation that has brought
Orﬂs o i}z;)viie;t in understanding or industry, in law or
nd, beginnmg,r N th:.er; the result.of a development of this
an_':coileetive and th N ependent inheritance of a small hu-
. en radiating outward. At the same time

In

g u
1
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X: How Are States Really Born?

THERE 15 A STORY that mothers tell their children about how

babies are born. They tell them that when the time is right, a

stork flies the newborn paby to the doorstep of its new home.
there is any truth to this story. So why

No parent believes
suppose it is because the truth is, in

speak as if it were true? i
the eyes of some parents, ugly and unpleasant. In telling their

children this white lie, they hope to make the world scem more
beautiful than it is, and in so doing protect their young ones
from thoughts that may cause them distress and fear.
Similarly, there is a story that ins
philosophy tell their students about ho
tell them that while living in 2 state of pe

equality, each individual consents, together wi
government and to submit to its
tor or civics teacher believes this is true. So

tructors in. politics, law, and
w states are born. They
rfect freedom and

ers, to form a dictates.”® No

unijversity instruc
why speak as if it were?
Here, a piausible an
story of the stork, it can be
ing students 1o the theory of g
tastic story protects the minds
and unpleasant truths. But there th
story of the stork is only intended to k

childhood innocence a little while longer, T
nt their parents will tell them the truth, Whereas thi

certain poi
g men ant

story of how the state is born is impressed upon youn

women time and again at every stage of their educa

in high school, then

th countless oth-

swer becomes more difficult. Like the
said that the tradition of introduc-
overnment by means of this fan-
of the students from some ugly
e similarity ends. For the
eep children in their

ecognizing that at z

tion—irs

in college, and then again in law school @

D

TH
E CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE i

raduate sc

jnd scholaio(()); _ri;i:zaz};;hey btif.lOme legislators and jurists

thoughts about political life, tZEitng ipfzfz :;I;: gli\t;gs to their
;Z;“}?::I:z (:I}rll ;he subje:ct should have been. And W:::;f‘:f;

both in d OmCStin;ii;sai(;n? ;I; ‘manyfémportant endeavors,

ign affairs, bec ;

.: ?;et }fel;;‘s;l:zsz:tatzmen who continue to rely oa; Sti]izcrtrll(;:;

. been made VigOrI(:ji nf 01:1 behalf of the state. This point has

has attempted o & sty by virtually every political theorist who

Selden. Hime Smi}t)}}l)r;)ach the subject empirically, including

e to think 11 o » 'erguson, Burke, and Mill.™® It is impos-

ivithom p— gently about the principles of government

e rmed by the c ng onese}f from the fiction that states are
—— olnsent‘ of individuals, a view that only hides

- Confoui’l;n which states are born, and goes on from |
' our understanding of how they continue to I

exist through time, of wh
e > at hold
destroys themn. s them together, and of what

o How does the state come into being? i
L ) g? On the basis of v
ﬁéﬁuizfnozatl:;i;c;r.l see ‘that there never has been a “statih:)i;
.&Mduals e 1Imag1ned by Hobbes or Locke, in which
beings have lived oral only to themselves. As long as human
_-(')é-der i on this iaarth, they have been loyal to the
o ;/,n a;;ll, and tribe th:'slt provided for their defense,
.. h rcoondin %0 .frn, and fo‘r rites of thanks before the gods,
e e t1 st 1(l)wn 1.11%1que customs. This order of tribes
-Jére ! think, be or1ginal political order of mankind.
n o - a ;ut this form of political order?
it- o t}; e, the order of tribes and clans is not the
at the clan and the tribe are concerned with

. .
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ates. But the original form of human political
hed from the state in that it is, in the strict
ping that it functions without a perma-
- There is no standing army or po-
able of raising taxes sufficient
efore no one with the ability
osed by means of armed
r chief. But without
will, such a clan

ce his fellows

;l;:r Cf)n.lmc.m customs and to one another, warfare among th
es, mj.ustme, and defeat at the hands of foreigners in 'g i |
follow, with no one having the ability to set matters ari (:zibly

dThe stz?te 1s born out of the relative weakness ofgthf.: Id
(?r. er of tribes and clans. Itis a permanent revision of th i
litical orde.r, which introduces a standing central gove nen
. over th-e tribes and clans. This includes the establisghm it of a
professional armed force that is not disbanded in peaczg , Of .
bureaucracy capable of raising taxes sufficient to majntainn:z::s

a force; and
a ruler or government with the authority to is
sue

concern Lo st
order is distinguis
sense, anarchical, mea
nent central governmen
lice force, no bureaucracy cap
to maintain such a force, and ther
to issue decrees that can then be imp
force. Each clan or tribe has its head o
an armed force dedicated to carrying out his
or tribal head rarely possesses the power to coer
y do not wish to follow him. What moves th
a unified body? First, the agreement of the clan
ders have decided a given matter correctly.
f the clan or tribe to its leaders where
the pressure that those

e clan or d th h d h b f
.
:Iecrees at are then mmposcd, where necessary, by means o
2

-
| » g g ?
aﬂd

where the
tribe to act as
or tribe that its lea
Second, the loyalty o
such agreement is lacking. And finally,
who agree with the decision and those who accept it out of loy-
alty together bring to bear on anyone who remains uncertain. .
Where these are insufficient, the clan or tribe does not act as

a unified body.*
As is readily evident, the advantages of suc

political order flow from the same source as its disa
r that is little concerned with taxation or wi
scale construction projects or for

Cléﬂf::{tﬂ za:b::n;li;: afstate, which necessarily deprives the
Lo ne b . ir reédom and imposes such heavy bur-
s , cox.ne into being? We know of two ways:
_:..Flrs.t, ther.e exists the possibility of establishing a free stat,
__1;1; 1s one in which the cooperation of the ruled is givenatce;
alil Zir:;n;n};ﬁ:oluntarﬂ.y.lThis can happen if the heads of a
o e Comn,l :zczi:fmg a common bond among them
we ‘ » come together to establish -
_ﬂ?l..standlng government. In such a case the tri IS' . I'la
¢IT§:6§ I-Jarti-cipate in the selection of the rt;};jl;? itif;a;zs
- Ths;tl;r;a};i; (C)(;l;:l(:i.ls w.fh.en inTportant decisions are to be
e e 1f1dn.fldual is thus given to the state out
e parents, his tribe, and his nation, and he will en-

ufferi i ;
- :I_.enng and sacrifice if the government calls upon hi
| im

h an anarchical

dvantage

It is an orde th the

impressment of men for large-
t each family or clan possesses a freedom

e establishment of the state, with each.
pating in larger-scale collectiv
er band, defense is based on

tia, justice is attained only

war, This means tha
that is unknown after th
family, clan, and tribe partici
purposes as it sees fit. On the oth
fractious and irregularly trained mili
with great difficulty, and the customs of reli
only voluntarily. When tribes and clans fall

gion are maintained

away from loyalty.
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8o THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

eover, this loyalty of the individual

to the state may be forthcoming even if the particular persons
serving in governmentata given time, or the particular policies
they determine to pursue, are not to his liking. His loyalty to
the nation and the fierce desire 10 maintain its integrity moves
the individual to continue to fight in the wars decided upon
ational government, and to obey its laws and to pay it
while hoping that better leaders and policies will

to do so for this reason. Mor

by the n
taxes, all the
be forthcoming sooner or later. i

We have seen many such states established in history. The
most famous case of such a unification of tribes is that of
which has served as the model of a national

ancient Israel,
gh it is usually referred to

state.?? The Athenian state, althou,
as a “city-state,” was in fact created thr
a number of clans in just this way. We shou

nize it as a tribal state—the state of a particula

This is because, although Athens was cohesive enough to be

ruled by a standing government, it also retained its inde

dence from o
existence of a bro
into independent tribes.
states were thus able to fun
their existence made possible due to the loyalty of their pec
ple to nation and tribe,
necessary cohesion to the state. And th
the founding of the kingdom of the Englis
under Alfred, or of the coming together of th
ish tribes as a national state under the Dutch Repub

hment of a unified state by the English colonies
e stat

e Netherlari'
lic, or:

the establis
America, the United States. All of these and other fre

can be seen to have been born through the unificatio?

. the cont i
fhe =0 rary, been subjugated by a conqueror against their will
" .bcase, the ruler of the state is not chosen by leaders f
- . O
the tribe or natton to which the individual is tied in bonds of
50

ough the unification of
1d therefore recog-

needed is a force ca
: pable of ¢
r Greek tribe. ompelling the mdmdual to act as

though he is loyal when in fact he is not. And the only f

government that can impose this semblance of cohemz o
pen-. A genume cohesion does not exist is a tyranny—a state ;Where
suppress widespread dissent by force and terror, 1mpressalta(;zz

ther Greek tribes, and this despite the evident:
ortions
P of the population into military service or for oth
er

ader Greek nation that remained divided
21 Both the Israelite and the Athenian

ction on the whole as free states;

ance from those who will take such bribes.

respectively, which contributed the__
e same may be said of
ish nation unified

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 8
1

i i
3 t

2 2

.mutual loyalty. Rather, they are foreigners or usurpers to wh

the Io-ya.lty of the tribes is not given at all. And becrfuse ti N ?m

Fo which the individual is loyal gives him no reason to be ;nbe

to the state, he will not voluntarily go to war or obey the (:av(:}:; }

a"
IS

bhc work
s, and extract taxes that are used to bribe compli
1_.

 have d
me lj:scrzbed two different ways in which the state can
into be
Ing, one by means of the free establishment of

overnmen
t by a coalition of clans or tribes within a give
n

on,
. Oa;jl the other by means of conquest. In practice, the
: o established through a combination of these, with
éoerc :;dN (;Italrsz jizmng together voluntarily, and others
P owever, how distant these accounts, as
:._state o ombines them, are from the founding
escribed in the theories of Hobbes or Locke.
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8a THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

t that the agency for establishing the
ndividual, and that the motive
at the establishment of the
erty. In reality, however,

These philosophers asser
state is the consent of each i
for this consentis a calculation th

state will best protect his life and prop
such consent and no such calculation. In the case
dual is utterly

through the

there is no
of conquest, the consent of the common indivi
ant, And even when a free state is formed

irrelev
this takes place because bonds

unification of a nation’s tribes,
alty have been established among the heads of

the aim of establishing peace among them
nt independence and way of life in the

of mutual loy
these tribes with
and securing their joi

face of foreign menace. The common individual is not asked

on and independence, which

to consent to national unificati
ch he has little access, and

is decided upon in counsels to whi
as a rule he will adopt a posture of loyal
out of loyalty to his

its leaders to have been questionable. It is thu
pirations of the tribe and the nation, as these are un

s the interests

and as

derstood by the tribal leadership, that are decisive in the birth.

of a free state.

XI: Business and Family

THE ENDURING WEAKNESS OF political phil
from Hobbes and Locke is due to this one gre
pretends that political life is governed largely or
on the basis of the calculations of consenting individu
what will enhance their safety and protect and increas

property. This is another way of saying that liberal philosop!

at falsehood:-:_
exclusive
als ast

ty to the national state -

tribe, even if he regards the decisions of

TH
E CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 8
3

ignore
gf : $ mutual loyalty as a motive, suppressing the
erful cause operative in political affairs mostpow:
The co . '
— 1;.Sf:'quenc‘es of adopting this falsehood as the found
political philosophy can be appreciated by compari a-
rlng

- on the basis of the indivi
e individual’s as
sessments as to wh .
at will en-

:j;c:nf;sb pl}ll}fsical welfare and protect and increase his pro
::.._With, Othersyﬁ;: :)hneg.o@g conéent to the terms of an agreemezi
._: Vo o joint a'ttamrnent of these purposes, A

; Prise 1s such an institution. When a facto

Ezei;mtent house is established, its purpose is to ;)soirti(zire’for
t 1.e and pro.perty of the individuals who consent t X 'Or
- 1Pate m the business. For those who are closer to pov:rt};al;:lf}

, this

means earning wages that will i
rovid J .
of food, shelter, and clothing provide them with a minimum

busi-

et OFF 1t meon ‘For those who are financially
i 1 accumulating property that can b
or enlarging one’s busi © wed
_ usiness enterprises
and establishin
g new

entures, as well as for education u
€ni . r 1 1
i » luxury, and charitabl
€ works.

| It 1s true, of course, that business enter ri

I_l_sp:lre loyalty in their employees, and that Il)l Ses'
.e...beneﬁts of such loyalty by : + the b
er of the business.

can at times
>es, al li often seek
msisting on the family-like char

But this d -
: oes nothing to alt
nental character of a business as ° 7 the fun-

Pt)se is to enhance the welfare an
ung in it. And in general, ail
.p_r'ig as
fitable j

a consensual pact whose
d property of those partic-
e o ben who participate in it do so only
e € t(.) regard the business as personally
o ense.. This means that the bonds that tie the
1p in the business to one another are by

o their nature
TAn em
_ ployee, or even a partner in the firm

, may

nored as
: a great asset t
B : o the corporati
: ation for yea
: rs, and
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oved without so much as a letter of thanks
f the business come to feel they might
m. In the same way, both partners
thdraw from a firm the mo-

yet find himself rem
when the management O
be more successful without hi
and employees will frequently wi
ment a more lucrative opportunity pre

Nor is the weakness of the bonds holding together a busi-
members with-

ted by the
whose

sents itself.

ness expressed only in the ease with which its

draw or are expelled. Those who remain are affec
le and temporary character of any human tie
oing consent, and they limit how much of them-
willing to invest in the business accordingly.
nusual individual who would be willing
e of the factory or store or invest-

and this is true of the owners

changeab
basis is in ong
selves they are
Thus it would be an u
to give up his life for the sak
ment house that employs him,
of the business as well. Indeed, on
to find a businessman, much less an em

willing even to incur persistent financial loss
business if he calculates

later on.
Compa
founded in an agreement—a2 marriage agreemen
too, begins in an a
the family also operates as
provide for the physical wel
But the family is built to attain ve
of this it is able to establish bonds be
are of an entirely different kind.
What are the purposes for which the fam
It may be true that married individuals e

an economic enterprise, seeking ¢

fare and property of its member
ry different ends, and becaus

ily has been 1

stituted?
health and greater prosperity than persons remainin
ried. But men and women do not marry, bring childr

& unma
en it

e would have to look hard
ployee, who would be -

es for the sake of a

that he is unlikely to recoup the losses

re this to the family. Like a business, the family is:
t—so that it

ct of mutual consent. And like a business,

tween human beings tha

njoy beite

—ﬁ
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the world, and
o inmlv,e o endlffre. the many vears of hardship and sacri-
ee imvol 1 remaining married and bringing their child
aturi i
ty merely because of an assessment thar doing so will

. pllI'

1388

aren sl .

_un;que to eac}.x -‘zfamily, and that others do not possess, A
.:i_tzd 1: :sti:: Join together to combine what each ha's inr;lea:
te Ir parents and grand itti _
;uzl_lheritance for their chﬂdregn thalzat:r;?;j:sltttillr;gbtogmher an
acg has received—and therefore, if possible, to im:sct)vzfuwil)at
Stabﬁ(:hvzzyt{t)o understand this effort is to say that a famiif 112
al . repay a debt to one’s parents and forefathers f
Z.I;lrlzergance t.hat has been received from them, a delftr Sth(a)li
:i‘.}e " zn dc: f;};))(z(:i;y rfusmg up new generations that will re-
_These o . €, Improve upon it in turn.

v notaims that can be attained in a few years, or j

ty. We tend to focus on the way in which parents inﬂ;eniz

evelopm I i
. pment of their children in their earlier
good reason. Less T

noti . Nt
i s ‘;]tlced is that a significant part of what
eir children cannot
on even be und

B erstood b
o y are twenty-five or thirty-five years of age; angl/
- ou i i ’

r children have children of their own, their need

3 e *

.;-()ften their d .

] esire, to gain the inheri

eritance that is avail:
lem from their parents available

..] . I . W . 3
l s T O ar 5
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children come of age and ar¢ unable or unwilling to find what
they need in the exam

frequently happens that they
swers. The truth is that the enterprise of cultivating the garden
until death or infirmity stays

ple and conversation of their parents, it

turn to their grandparents for an-

that is one’s family never ceases
our hands.
Consider, now, the implications of thi

ities undertaken in a business enterprise arc,
ing consent, and can be periodically re-evaluated to

determine whether the benefits gained still outweigh the costs.
Every individual participating in the venture can, at any time,

tion to end the relationship, quickly con-
esponsibilities, and be done with the

the responsibilities undertaken in

s fact. The responsibil-
as 've said, based

on ongo

announce his inten
clude any outstanding T
entire affair. By contrast,
bringing children into the worl
force for the rest of our lives whe
not. True, a husband and wife did vsually agree, at one point,

d are permanent, remaining in

ther we consent to them or

to bring a child into the world. But not

ong after this origi-

——

THE : l
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|

3
i
3
I

1 1 [ ; ] 1 ] I

So i s

husbaieizli:;m;jr can be said of the relationship between a
at a given momen-t Blz tr;e tha.tt they did consent to be married
together, includin - n z e things they experience in their life
and hardship thatgnei(zh:rnzilzasure and joy, but also sorrow |
. ) reamed of, are .

that were imagined when they fir » not the things |
Privresmis el
few months or years in which their original consent is rzl;;:;y

Seniti

ofr:;l ion of each that the other is a part of themselves

. - —a part

. ;I.HSEIVES not only until their children reach adulth: ;

‘whi i

‘which is, after all, only the first part of the burden of a par t,
ent,

but for the rest of their lives, forever.

S ;

a:n d I
ind a family is overdrawn. There is, after all, such a thing as di
, as di-

¢ of consent, the difficulties involved in raising a child
vorce and e s
: strangement within the family, just as there is such
’ suc

young lovers
me. And

nal ac
already bear little resemblance to anything the

may have thought they were consenting to at the t
ing children only continues to throw up ever

e decades, including hardship and pain

that were scarcely imagined when they first entered into it. Yet
this original decision cannot be revisited, giving the parents a
ed on an updated assessment

d brings against the suffer

a:thing as 1 ; .
" ' J ._u.. I g oyalty to one’s business partners. Such caveat.
e project o1 1l urely important when one is not speaking in th e
iderin : .. . €ory, but con-
g particular conditions in which realdife human bei
emgs

new surprises over th
find thems i

N ::I‘:si.f;l;lzz;t .Slald, we cannot hope to understand the

me:_ ity e o mal ;co see th?t the business enterprise and

ﬁ__ons refloting an f;re y v-el'“y different institutions, but insti-

Si_ness S pposm-f)n between two ideal types: The

s prise operates in that sphere of human life in

h].r‘. I < i .‘?i
3 are

chance to renew their consent bas
that weighs the benefits each chil
ing endured. Just the opposite: The p
thereof is irrelevant to their continuing resp

is nothing like consent that motivates them as
s to rajse their children to health and inheritan

arents’ consent or lack
onsibilities, and’1
they persist St beneficial. Th .
o - The family operates i
s in that sphere in -
which

their effor alty, devoti
tY: otion, and constraint are most beneficial. B
o . because
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business enterprises are able to bestow great material benefits

on those who participate in them, as well as on the broader

community, we tolerate an entrepreneurial ethic in which the
individual is encouraged to act as if he is free from all con-
straint other than that to which he has consented. But the Ii-
cense and promiscuity that reign in the sphere of business are
worse than worthless in the relations between parents and chil-
dren, husbands and wives, brothers and sisters, grandparents
and grandchildren. Within the domain of the family, to be reli-
able, to stand true in the face of adversity, i0 refuse the urge to
start everything anew, is the main thing that is needed and the
root of all other virtues. One would be a fool to conduct one’s
family life by the principles that benefit his business, subject-
ing his parents, wife, and children to periodic assessments and
abandoning them when he calculates that they have ceased to
profit him as much as others might. The very same attitudes
and behaviors that bring the greatest prosperity in business are

those that bring utter ruin to the family.

What, then, are we (O say about clan, tribe, and nation?

—1

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 89
enjoyi 1 i
, ‘;]rs ying tllie allegiance of the individual who willingly obeys its L
- » pays 1ts taxes, and serves-in its armed forces, all this onl E“
” é)-pilns thanks to the bonds of mutual loyalty that bind th'y
indi i i i .
y fw 1;31 to his family, tribe, and nation. For it is only from
; . :
bs zfrm Y, tribe, and nation that he has inherited the custo i
! m o
° eying the laws of the state, paying taxes to it, and serving i
- . n
1h.a1;(m§d forces—all of which would otherwise be alien andg
t oree ‘ un-
thu: a lehto him. It is thus the strong bonds of mutual loyalty
atare characteristic of the famil |
of consent that are of the esse e )T, mﬁl;er o o S |
nce in a business ent i
serve as the foundation for a free state e e
Wh i '
—_ en a philosopher seeks to found the state on the individ
ual’s freedom, calculations of _
_ . personal benefit, and
. , consent, he
.;.;15 -sdus lto see the state as a large business enterprise. He tak
g : es
n ideal type that has been developed o describe behavior
111

ior. But a fi i i
ree state is not a business enterprise. It is constituted

These collectives are of the same kind as the family, albeit on
a greater scale—and indeed, in Hebrew, these larger collec-
fives are referred to as “the families of the earth.”® Like the
family, their purpose is to pass on to another generation an
inheritance that has been bequeathed to us by our parents
and by their ancestors, an inheritance that includes life itself
and property, but also a way of life, a religion and a 1anguagé
<kills and habits, and ideals and ways of understanding that are
unique, and that others do not possess. And like the family

é:jd c01j1t1nues to exist in time, not because of business-lik
;:ts (I:Illliau;ns of personal benefit and ongoing consent aniolne
lbyaltyntlh ;rzel;;;tonly due to the f.amﬂy-like bonds of mutuj
T o perist :mo;lg them. -It 1s true that the financial af-
_S_,..and o un' ersfood m terms drawn from econom-
o :t Vf.JlTuntary Immigration and emigration reflect the
But thesz ';SNSKZ;&]S as to whether to participate in the state.
.:ﬁ.to ) busmgess not 11:1ake the free state into an institution -
In | enterprise. A family, too, has financial affairs '

"r.l"lllSt be i i Y
understood n economic terms. A famﬂy 100, ma
* 2

they arise and are maintained due to the strong bonds of mu
tual loyalty that have been established among their membe}?

pt new memb

S - €rs who were n '

. . . 0 :

Moreover, when a tribe ora nation is constituted as a free state : t born into it, or have mem-

ho have
. been estranged and no longer retain relations
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However, these things do not affect the basic character

COIlStltllth and continues to exist in

with it.
of the family, which 1s
the bonds of mutual loyalty that persist among
ee state, which is likewise constituted and
to the bonds of mutual loyalty among
t a collective of the same kind as

time, only due to
its members. The fr
able to endure only due
its members, is in this respec

the family, albeit on a greater scale.

X1I: Empire and Anarchy

Es AND places, human beings have lived under

an anarchical political order, by which is meant that they have
chy of families, clans, and tribes without

lived in a loose hierar
uler. With the rise of large-scale ag-

a standing government or r
riculture, however, the great accumulation of wealth made it

possible, for the first time,
capable of imposing its will by means
forces. It became possible, in other words,
of tribes and clans with a new kind of political or:

In MOST TIM

state. The transition was
“city-states,” in which a number of clans united under
government €
states, the strength
things. But once these ¢
in command of a standing
dream of strengthening thems
bors. Beginning with only a few thous

Sargon the Great was able, in the twenty-fourth century BC
to conquer the city-states of Sumer and Akkad one by one un

and professional soldiélf

to establish a standing government
of professional armed
to replace the order .
der, that of the :
not immediate. The first states were .
a tribal
stablished around an urban center. In these citjf-:'
of the competing clans was still felt in all.

ities had the means to supporta ruler.

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE g1

he ru1<3-d all of Mesopotamia and could declare himself “ki

the universe.”" In this universal aspiration, he was follo mdg o

countless other builders of imperial states, who sought twli i "

pea-ce and prosperity to the entire earth by brin 'g '0 =~

their unified rule.? gt e

Should every state, then, seek to rule the universe? Or i

there a reasonable boundary that can be set for the stat- or
than that which is dictated by defeat on the batﬂeﬁe?dozer
; m i )
! nev; (;I;ciiii ;()gn:;j: Zrlrll;rzig co?ttlanding empires? |
| h on, 1t 18 useful to think of the - |
_Slble forms of political order as appearing along a conti -
. geﬁned by the extent of the collective to which the irildfn':lum I
15 prest-lmed to be loyal. At one extreme, we can say, is tlrlw-{c'lual
of empire, a state that is in principle boundless, so t}lr,lat the =
v1duaI under such a state is expected to be loyal to a c 11e e
that may include, if not today then tomorrow, an toh .
man being on earth. At the other extreme is anaml}z] Om erhhuu
t{1§re 1s no centralized state and the loyalty of the IIly(,ZhW;v aI}Ch
given to a small bounded collective—a family or clan, a Vill;ag:

Manor, or gang— isti indivi
e » Or gang—consisting of individuals who are familiar to
i from personal experience.

th ?Cnl(ifrzzfs c;i; sczle. It is also substantive: Imperial and an-
ec.wd oo o e aset.:l on a presumption of loyalty that is
ward very different things. An anarchic or feudal
::I;?)l:tiih:n}t)ieadbof my clan or the lord of my manor is
o ty, but an actual person to whom my alle-
..am gren }gl,rratltude for personal acts of generosity or
1s needs, hardships, and triumphs, and can

.ome real
part, whether small or large, in assisting him. He
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92 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

is aware of my needs and hardships, and the moments in which
he interferes to assist me in some matter are of great signifi-
to me. And if the difficult day comes when the head of
my clan or the lord of my manor withdraws his allegiance from
his own tribal chieftain or lord, my loyalty to this individual,
h for me and for the others in my commu-
n. Under empire, on the other hand,

to the empire itself, and to all

cance

who has done so muc
nity, will remain unshake

my allegiance is, above all else,
mankind, which it is supposed to represent. The empire, 100,

is ruled by an individual human being—an emperor, king, or
president—to whom I have sworn my allegiance. But this ruler
s o familiar individual, as under anarchy. The emperor knows
nothing of me asan individual, nor can I make myself known to

him, or of concern to him. I do not receive personal assistance

from him, n

be known to him. The emperor is so remote as o be, for me,
abstraction. Just as I am, to him, nothing
which he

nothing more than an
more than an abstraction. And just as mankind, over

has extended his rule, is for me only an abstraction.

In anarchy, then, my loyalty is given to an individual who
great abstractior:

is familiar to me; whereas in empire it is to a

that I owe allegiance.® It is this distinction that allows us to
understand why, in an imperial order, anarchy is regarded as
the greatest imaginable evil. For it is the premise of the impe-
rial state that the great masses of humanity depend for their
perity on the universal mind of an emperok

peace and pros
who brings great
the universal peace and p
to provide. By placing loyalty t
one’s chief or lord above loyalty to the empire as a whole, 0
niversal order, am_i

o the familiar individual who

in effect renounces his obligation to the u

or do I assist him in his troubles in a way that can

abstractions to bear on the world, and on
rosperity that he is able, in this way;

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE
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Il ili
all the masses of unfamiliar humanity who are said to benefit

;):};V (;lf ﬂt;e emp}ire, but of humanity as well. Similarly, we can
¥ those who are committed to an anarchi ’
the encroachment of agents of the imperizh;:a(t); cia\ff:irtl:ef arl(j
horror. In demanding that allegiance to the empire be pl uCd
above lf)yalty to the familiar individual who has affordedptice
protection and cared for their needs, these agents of e (?m
demand nothing less than the sundering and betrayal zp;e
| c-oncrete personal attachments that have stood as thz f .
- tion of society. o
.. From these observations we understand that empire and
?narchy are not merely competing methods of orderin O?t
: 1f:a1- Power. Fach is a normative ordering principle dra‘fip '1 -
-.%egmmac}‘f from the manner in which it is rooted i,n the ig lti
.:q.rder. This conforms with our experience as well, in whichot;a
Flefenders of empire and anarchy present their \:iews not 1e
1n terms of the practical advantages that each kind of o d(m'y
-éiﬁpp(.)sed to provide, but in terms of the moral le 1tim o and
sa.ncuon that should be attributed to each. We fan ti?yljni
_.c.'sIe normative ordering principles in the following way'n ’
. r1; ztr:3 zniir;l:;ci c())rr(:er, .ont.a’s loyalties and political life itself
d’uals o e a' principle of gratitude to familiar indi-
o asmsta.nce has been received. The individ-
-_afli:z ugder the protection of the tamily or clan—protection
udes material sustenance, recourse in cases of injustice
.. :lllz l;zgisa(f dottllr:;i.defense ageslinst outsiders, an edujcation
ﬁﬁg e Cl) ions of Ofle $ people and rituals for ap-
..:have o Vigded.h. ut o-f gratitude to, and respect for, those
Im with these things, the individual con-

Htes i
S€rvice, as assessed by the heads of the family or clan
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94 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

e individual has everything he needs, and his obli-

In this way, th
o have established him in life and provided

ga.tions to those wh

for him are fully met.
Although the moral basis for such a politics is compelling

and evident, the difficulties involved in maintaining an anar-

chical or feudal order are well known. In the first place, the

clans and tribes living in an anarchical socie
m—so that war, which we

ty are constantly

on the verge of warfare between the
tend to imagine as taking place on the periphery of society,
ght into the very center of life for people everywhere.
while anarchical societies can and do develop elabo-
r settling the competing claims of individuals
stice is often difficult to enforce without

is brou
Similarly,
rate traditions fo

and collectives, such ju;
resorting to the threat of war, so that justice itself is hostage to
and tribes. Moreover, the role

the power relations among clans
clan is not an unalloyed

of the familiar individual in ruling the

good: The personal nature of localized rule means that the

quality of one’s personal relations with a chietf or lord affect ev-

ery aspect of one’s life. As a consequence, even the most

matters may be decided on the basis of prejudice, based on an -

sult or some other irrelevant matter, without the possibil-

old in
eal. Finally, the freedom afforded to each clan and

ity of an app
tribe in an anarchi

action is difficult, and cannot be sustained over time in the face :

of the disciplined military action of an encroaching state pos:

sessing a professional armed force under a unified command.

In an imperial order, on the other
is rooted in the moral principle of the unity o
manity, which is the principle that each individual h
tions to the common welfare of mankind. The congues
anarchical realm of clans and tribes, which the imperial

as obliga
tof th
stat

fateful

cal order means that coordinated defensive .

hand, all political life:
f unfamiliar hu-

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 05

always regards as a realm of savagery, a “realm of war,” creates
realm of peace and prosperity. Through conquest o£ lands go Ei
erfled under the order of clans and tribes, the imperial % )
drives warfare out of these territories and exiles it to a dissl;zlte
border, establishing in its place a universal law that is im ar?inI
among ITlel'l. And by means of this peace and this unlijvers:l
.law, the imperial state opens up a vast sphere to agriculture
mfiustry, and trade, bringing economic prosperity to all. Tt s
this peace and prosperity that gives moral sanction to the. Ia .
~ and wars of the imperial state, which are said to ben "
mankind.? el
_; As in zjm anax_jchical order, we find that the moral basis fo
the imperial state is, at least initially, compelling. Yet, here, t r
there zllre .difﬁculries. First among these is the fact tha,t whe;‘e:::r,
| .the principle of the unity of unfamiliar humanity is imbedded
in the heaft of the state, it necessarily gives birth to conquest
.:to the. subjugation of distant peoples, and to the destruct ’
_gf their way of life so that the “realm of peace,” as the 'On
_Pnder'stands it, can be extended. This is true ,even wh:;n ptge
?mpenall state appears, at a given moment, to be benevole{;t 'e
1ts reIat-lons with outsiders, because the principle of the unity (I)I;
:umlamty does not permit any consistent comity toward outsid-
5 Irs n the- normal course of political affairs, every neighborin
;: ijln.or tribe must sooner or later come into conflict with thi
Ijalplr.e c:iver s-ome bit of land, resource, or policy. But the impe-
3 all;nlz;r; kv:ﬁ;c};;zga;c.is every reso‘urce as rightfully belonging
i , w 1-ch sees the imperial state as responsible
! g are of mankind, cannot accept any outcome to such
L acn Z cz:;e;"nt:an t%le “paciﬁca.tion” of the dissenting clan or
be exation of the disputed land or resource. Fach

ch con ' ivi
quest involves depriving another clan or tribe of its
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96 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

freedom, which it tends to give up only at a horrific cost in hu-
And since the empire possesses no internal principle
this monstrous habit of conquest and devasta-
g itself each dme it is provoked, the recur-

ited only by the measure of force that

man life.
that can prevent
tion from reassertin
rence of this paitern is lim
the imperial state can bring to
No less troubling, moreover,
the imperial state for the maintenanc
tifications, its palaces, temples, and bureauc

tion of taxation and impressment, both for pub
a heavy load for the individual to carry,

bear on its surroundings.

are the burdens imposed by
e of its armies and for-
racy. The imposi-

lic works and

for military service, is
where they are not in facta calamity. Indeed, from the perspec-
tive of tribes and clans accustomed to a life of freedom and

selt-determination, the entire imperial order has the character

of enslavement.

In addition, the regime of peace and prosperity imposed -

by the empire has a very particular quality to it. The empire,

which claims to give law to all manki
{iself with abstract categories of human need and obligation,

categories that are, in its eyes, “universal.” But these categories

- piration to uni i
p nify humanity can be reconciled with empirical

- human nat i
ure. Empire, as has been said, requires that the indi

nd, necessarily concerns

terests, tra-

T

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE Q7

1;1::1 ktvjvri)dcair;q;i: tth:;lse who are regarded as favoring the good of
, at they adopt the empire’ i

mining V\That is beneficial arI:d right;ngigilisoza;tjvic;r;iz izr o
‘as oPp031ng the good of mankind, in that they insist ong?}:fiele
ing 1-n te:rms of the customary categories of the tribe whichH; "
emplrej- Invariably condemns as primitive and barbar’ic e
. This clash between imperial law and the traditilo

ideals of the tribe draws our attention to what is perh:;s at?lj

central dile i i i
mma facing the imperial state, which is how the as

m%ua.i establish and express a loyalty to a collective that i

principle, include every other human\'being on earth Bmay, o
.should the individual develop bonds of mutual loval B
:mg 1o} frier We have seen that loyalty finds its most C};lalt‘};:j tén?{_
?xpre551on in the effort to defend the members. of a en'suc
IIEILI’ collective against threats from outside: A husband pitl?u—
quarrel until they are faced with adversity, but then th . i v
m-eet the challenge before them as a unity. In the sameejvrlselio
t_gbes that make up a nation compete against each othei);:lti(;

tl 3

are always detached from the circumstances and in
ditions and aspirations of the particular clan or tribe to
to be applied. This means that from the perspec

ticular clan or tribe, imperial law will often appear

. er
0]

rovide a i i i
re genuine basis for unified action, the call to unite all

they are now

tive of the par
to be ill-conceived, unjust, and perverse. Yet the very premise .

of the empire, which is its concern for the needs of humanity,

leaves the unique clan or tribe with no standing to protest, for
its assertion of its own interests and aspirations must inevitab
strike the imperial order as narrow-minded and contrary to the
evident good of mankind as a whole. Thus the principle of th
unity of humanity, so noble in theory, rapidly divides mankin

fac‘e at the hands of others in the name of a comm
a;i I its eyes, no more than a pious fiction.* T
:.:dneziz‘:;;lff do of cou-rse engage in acts of sympathy and
[ rangers, without reference to nation or tribe.
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shortlived and cannot compete with the ties of mutual loyalty
that are the foundation for political order.* And the reality is
that we are rarely moved to action by a bond of loyalty to all
other human beings. Nevertheless, the imperial state has to be
built on some bond of mutual loyalty, or its soldiers will not
be willing to fight and die for it. We have seen that neither the
prospect of compensation nor threats of violence, which every

aruling nation, its language and customs, and its unique way of
understanding the world, which the other nations are invited
or coerced into joining. Thus while empires like to identify
their cause with the ultimate good of all humanity, this cause
is a.hnost always closely associated with the domination of one
nation at the expense of all others.? |
Anarchy and empire are each based on normative rinci- |
ples of immense plausibility and power: the loyalty to faljn'l'
| individuals that characterizes the anarchic order: and the ulnl'ar
- of mankind that is the aspiration of imperial orc;er. We cannl(:);
-~ say tha't either of these principles is mistaken. Fach has a certain |
place in a balanced moral system. Nevertheless, when either
. one is permitted to exceed its proper place and embraced as
. .the primary ordering principle of the political world, it quickl
‘engenders not the freedom of peoples, but their enslavementy
:]ust as empire tends toward the enslavement of peoples to the
~customs and ideals of a ruling nation, so too does anarchy

tend toward their enslavement to an endless strife among local
{rongmer.

empire uses it one degree or another, can be relied upon to
hold fast in the long term. What, then, is the bond of loyalty
that holds together the empire?

The truth is that, since the dawn of recorded history, the
government and armed forces of the imperial state have been
built upon the ties of mutual loyalty that bind together the

members of a single nation—that of the ruling nation around

which the imperial state is constructed.® This was true of the
Persians, Greeks, and Romans, not less than the Spanish,
French, and English, each of whom established a vast empire
in which a given nation ruled over many others. In each case,
the ruling nation forms a tightly bound core of individuals who
will defend one another at all cost against the peoples whom
they have conquered, and whom they consider to pose a per-
manent threat.? Around this core, the empire may then add -
other allied nationaliies—as the Persians added the Medes
to their core forces, and as the English added the Scots, Irish
and Welsh—as well as smaller numbers of individuals drawn
from many other pationalities. All of these are valuable in ex
panding the supply of trustworthy manpower, while at the same¢
time imparting to the imperial effort an air of universality tha

XIII: National Freedom as an
Ordering Principle

MPIRE
[ AND ANARCHY ARE the horns of a dilemma that has

?lges of the Bible—the story of the tower of Babylon, for

helps bolster its claims to represent the unity of all mankmd mple, in which
the leadership of that ci
ty sought to unite

Yet this expansion does not change the fact that the empire I

.-_amt}’ under one language in
ultimately held together by the mutual loyalties of members o Buag a single community of pur-

€ and
:_. that of Noah’s ark, a tiny, familiar community cast
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100 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

out of a violent and anarchic mankind—give a sense of how

these two evils impressed themselves on the thought of
fathers.® And indeed, the problem of empire and an-
tral to the political teaching of Hebrew Scripture.

deeply
our fore

archy is cen
What the prophets of Israel proposed in response o this di-
of political order: the distinctive Isra-

nal state, which seeks to transcend

lernma was a third type
elite institution of the natio

the dilemma of empire and anarchy
vital in each, while discarding what makes each of them most

by retaining what is most

dangerous.”
Let us consider this alternative political order. I have said

that under empire the loyalty of the individual is supposed to
be directed toward humanity as a whole; whereas in an anar-
der, it is devoted to the politically independent family
what is proposed is an order in which loyalty is

chical or
or clan., Here,

turned toward an institution that sits precisely at the concep-

tual midpoint between these others: the national state.

By a nation, I mean a number of tribes with a shared heri

tage, usually including a common lang

tions, and a past history of joining together against common .
nited to un-.

enemies—characteristics that permit tribes so u
derstand themselves as a community distinct from othe
communities that are their neighbors.
mean
der a single s

governiments.

These definitions mean, in the first place, thata nation is

form of community, 2 human collective recognizing itself as dis-

tinct from other human collectives. Such a community can eXi_ :

independently of the state, and does not have to include eve

individual living within the state.” Second, these definitiot

uage or religious tradi-.

r such'ﬁ'_:
% By a national stale, 1

a nation whose disparate tribes have come together un-
tanding governiment, independent of all other.

—“

T
HE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE 101 |

means that i
the unity thus created is always a composit
e__

because i - .
. ‘ the tribes united in this way continue to exist af;
tional independence. € 1st after na-

What does i
1t mean to say that the national state sits at the

is midway between th .
e family or clan a : .
terms of scale. nd the imperial state in

h
3 S)

' > ItS iel

S much like a pers , '
Wl.-len the tribes of a nati person, family, or clan.

on unite to establish a national state

g
1

oty ofs %anguage,. laws, and religious traditions, its past
- nguish and triumph. And the individual, who shoul-

s the bur i
 burdens imposed by the national state, does so out of

| .
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102 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

state is distinct from the imperial state, to
such ties of loyalty (unless,
nation, or allied to the

i this, the national
which the individual usually has no
of course, he is a member of the ruling

ruling nation, that sees the empire as its own}.
I would like now to consider what type of ordering principle
arises once we have conceived of 2 political allegiance that rises
iliar individua! of the anarchic order, but stops

above the fam
only half as high as the celestial dome of unfamiliar humanity.

Here, at the inflection point between anarchy and empire, we

find a new ordering principle rooted in the moral order: the

principle of national freedo
the cohesiveness and strength ¢
self-government, and to withstand th
and anarchy, an opportunity to live acco
ests and aspirations. More generally, this principle supports the
establishment of a world in which there are many such national
states, each pursuing its own unique purposes and developing
n of human life, every one “under its own vine or

m. This principle offers a nation with
o maintain independence and
e siren songs of empire

rding to its own inter-

its own visio
its own fig ree.”®
The principle of na

taking what is vital and con

the idea of an allegiance that is dire
of the state rather than to familiar men,
which is the creation of a large space of d
the possibility of an impartial judicial
tied to the politics

of anarchy, it retains
needs and interests, traditions and asplranons of a partl
ifferent from all others. This finds expre

ernment over a single nation—an

the ideal of a ruler devoted to the uniqu
cula

community that is d
sion in the aim of gov

tional freedom can thus be regarded as
structive in each of the two principles

with which it competes: From the principle of empire, it takes.
cted toward the abstraction:’

the practical effect of
omestic peace; and.
systern that is no longer

of familiar collectives. From the pr1nc1p16'

TH
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that dera.qu?S foreign conquest, and for the first time i
conception of the freedom of nations other than on l?ermlts .
a potential good in itself, oo
Is it really possible to speak of the freedom of a nation}
be sure, Israel is said to have rejoiced in its escape 2f1 -
’ZZ;dgfttzh of Egypt at the Red Sea, and it is this lgndr;)il;n frtehee
€ nation from empir i H
| independence days in Czecr;i::, t(};jzzrsc:lle:;?;eiz:ergyear o
| Poland, Serbia, South Korea, Switzerland, thc; Un?treld7 ;Srael,
. ancff @any other countries.* Today, however, because -
polm.cal thought focuses on the freedom of sthe indi 'rcliearly .
very idea of national freedom has come to seem (::Vl l::;l, o
not freedc')m something that belongs only to an inzi):id e
- human being who experiences both choice and constrain?a:r’lz

rejoices when he is “free to choose”?%

f C

_ .1Cs1 posslllble if one insists, to imagine the mother, her husband,

ind each of her children as distinct individuals, each ex
n:;lnghlii ?;jer own personal pain as a result of this traurrlz:ti:
S_UCh o ;:anot what the members of a family expenence
i s Couectxllces They are accustomed to thinking of the
Ao fa:;elas a unity, each one regarding the other
they e i t;fl as a part of his own self. And this is the
. only b ce the family’s pain now: Each feels the pain
¢ mother, but of the father, brothers, and sisters

e gy T e g D .

i

e
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our nation i
are cut down in our streets or held hostage in a

as well, and each knows that the others are suffering for him
in this way too. All this is experienced as a single pain, a single
grief and burden. And we, their friends and neighbors, when
we visit them, experience the suffering of the entire family in
this way, as a single pain, a single grief and burden. A family is
only a collection of individuals. Itis also an
ong to it as a collec-

.for:gn land, or when our soldiers or policemen are defeated

in battle. An individual who is bound to his nation by ties of

loyalty experiences these things as if they were happening t
o}

not, in other words,
hi : i
is own self. And as in the family, it is hardly relevant to say

entity possessing certain properties that bel
tive, as a whole. One of these is that a family, because each of
its members experiences what happens to the others as some-
thing happening to himself, can be recognized by any observer
g certain experiences. It is this experience of a single,

th%t each of these millions of individuals experiences his

g pain as an individual. On the contrary, each one experienc::V .
: c..nce the pain of the others. A heavy sense of hurt and hu ']'at
ton fills the public spaces and clings to everything takin mll o
© throughout the land, so that even very young children i}? o
- not understand what has happened, feel pained and a,sharze(ilo

Itis th i
€ nation that has been harmed. It is the nation that h
been shamed.# :

as sharin
shared pain that is meant when we say that the family is in pain,

that the family has been convulsed, that the family has suffered

a terrible blow and will need time to recover.®
Just as a family can feel pain, so too can it experience tri-
umph and tragedy, desire and fear, interests and aspirations.

A family that plows with oxen can have a shared interest in
a daughter who

d . . .
| Anf zlls a nation can be in pain, it can also suffer the experi
ence o -

slavery. When a people finds that its property is confis-

feared that she could not have children gives birth. It can share
an aspiration to one day make the trip to the Holy Land, and.
share a recognition that the time has come {0 undertake

sake of ends they do not desire; when they are prevented from

can
the journey. None of this takes anything away from the indi-
e to resist the inclination to feel as his family they are murdered, imprisoned, and tortured fi
i i » ured for resisting—
when the : . ng
o se things happen, a nation experiences enslavement
ndee : . . .
Ndeed, even if there is one who is for some reason spared the

d:i}f'eCt et € i
fects of the b rsecution that the natton is suffering he
5

vidual, who is fre
does in particular instances. Indeed, a person may choose to

cut himself off from his family entirely. But in times of great_'_:

duress, even these exiled souls have a way of returning to their.

share feelings with them 00 will share the feeling of enslavement, as if these thi
: ’ INgs were

brothers, discovering that they still
and a wish to share actions. :

All of these things can be said of larger human collecti\f
such as the clan, the tribe, and the nation. We are familiar, fo

instance, with the way in which a nation can suffer pain, for ¥

E . }
r .

ce of bei
being released from oppression, the joy of liberation
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106 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

And they can go on to share an experience of power, of build-
ing themselves up and determining their course according

to their own aspirations, without being forced to bow to any

other nation or empire. Recall that the purpose of the disci-

pline of politics is to bring about circumstances in which the

many act to accomplish goals seen as NECcessary or desirable.

When the individual feels the collective is able to move toward
the aims he sees as necessary or desirable, he feels a great lib-
eration from constraint. He feels, in other words, the freedom
of the collective: the freedom of the family, clan, tribe, or na-
tion to which he is bound by ties of mutual loyalty.*

In taking part in the freedom of the collective, I experience
something that is quite distinct from the strictly individual free-
dom of saying whatever I please or going wherever 1 want. Itis
tempting, for this reason, to say that individual freedom is one
thing and collective freedom another, and that political free-
dom consists in having some of both. But the reality is not so

simple. Because the individual is always bound by ties of mutual

loyalty to his family, tribe, or pation, it is a mistake to suppose

that he can have political freedom when the family, tribe, or

nation is not free.

Consider, for example, the problem of the released slave. .
We tend to believe that to have the joy of release from bondage
and a life of self-determination, a slave needs only to purchase -
his freedom from his master, or 10 escape in secret. However,_':
this is not necessarily true. If one’s wife and children are en--

slaved, then attaining one’s personal freedom brings no such:

release. As has been said, the individual constantly seeks th

health and prosperity of the collective to which he is tied by

bonds of mutual loyalty. Attached to his family in this way, th

ﬁ
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released s%ave contintues to experience their anguish every da
as S(?methmg that is happening to his own self. He feels njiithey L
the jOY.Of liberation nor the power to determine his own cours; |
aclcordmg to his own will. And is it not insulting and foolish to
tehl such a person that he can now “determine his own course.” |
when a.tt every moment he remains helpless to assist his wifie ‘L
and children who remain enslaved? It is true that he ma freel
choose'among the alternatives that are left to him. Yet};n; eweil);
~ recogmze, as we too must recognize, that the courses of action
- he truly desires are unavailable to him. They have been stol

: from him by the constraints imposed by others, and he Willo ot
taste freedom uniil his family is free as well. | "
.The san?e is true of the individual who flees his count
_Whﬂe the tribe or nation in which he was raised continues ?”
suffer persecution at the hands of a despotic regime. Such az

_ _thf':se conditions than can a man whose wife and children ar
--_b:emg held hostage. Knowing that his people are tormente§
--a_1.1d in danger, living out his life in exile, he is like the freed
slgve, with all the courses of action that he might truly désire
_tf)len from him. He looks forward to tasting real freedom onl
hen they are freed and he can return home. v
| An example from the recent history of my own nation ma
é-_lnstmctive. During the Second World War, most of the ]ewz
r}__jﬁlurope were murdered by the German government\and
SZ .._Copaborators. At the time, there were millions of Jews in
Alﬁérlca and Britain, and in British protectorates such as Pales-
e wh-ere my grandparents lived. These Jews were well aware
L their brothers in Europe were being massacred, and a cry

08¢ 3 i
%€ among Jews who wished to rescue them. One of them

RPN
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108 THE VIRTUE OF NATIONALISM

was my grandfather Meir, who wrote a letter to the authorities
demanding to be armed and sent to Europe, and he was surely
not alone. But his letter received no reply. The Americans and
British were concerned with their own interests, which did not
align with rescue efforts. The British worked diligently to pre-
vent Jews from reaching safety in Palestine, intercepting refu-
gees and deporting them to internment camps overseas. The
United States, too, declined to bomb the railway tracks carrying
Jews to the extermination camps. The machinery of extermi-
nation thus operated throughout the war without significant
American or British resistance to it. The millions of Jews living
dispersed among these great nations enjoyed generous per-
sonal freedoms, yet as their fellow Jews were slaughtered with

none to save them, they understood, as we too must under-

stand, that all the courses of action that they truly desired were

in fact unavailable to them. Despite the formal individual liber-

ties that had been granted to them, they did not have national

freedom, and so they were not free. National freedom came

only with the establishment of a Jewish national state in Israel,

which my grandfather lived to see.
In this case, as in others, the freedom of the individual is

seen to depend on the freedom of his family, clan, tribe, and
nation—that is, on the freedom and self-determination of thé:._
collective to which he is loyal, and whose pain and degradation.
he experiences 4s his own. If the collective is so partitioned:-'
persecuted, threatened, and abused that there is no hope of it_S_:.

attaining its aims and aspirations, then the collective is not free,.

and the individual is not free either.

THE CASE FOR THE NATIONAL STATE
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XIV: The Virtues of the National State

THE. ]::‘,CONOMIC SYSTEM OF free enterprise is based on the rec-
ognition that the individual desires to improve his own life and
materiall circumstances, and it is ordered so as to give the most
?eneﬁaal and least damaging expression to this urge. It seeks

~ in other words, to be realistic about the true characteristics 0£
: lr.mman nature and to achieve the best that can be attaine(‘i in

__:..hght of these characteristics. In the same way, the political

.- “der of national states is based on the recogn;tion that the f)r-

. '.dividual constantly desires and actively pursues the health a;rzl—

prosperity of the family, clan, tribe, or nation to which he is tied

by bonds of mutual loyalty, and it is ordered to give the most

- beneficial and least damaging expression to this urge N

In this chapter, I describe five ways in which the order of

i : .
~independent national states is recognized as being superior to

aken i
en mto account and allowed to find its fullest and most sal-
utary expression. |

Violence Is Banished to the Periphery. Under an anarchical polit
Cai ord.er, the desire for collective self-determination is piven—
_%pressmn through the independence of every clan andgtrib

rom all others. In such circumstances, the loyalty of the indie—
- _.}.1..&1 to the clan or tribe requires that he go to war for the sake
tbese collectives, whether in pursuit of their interests or in
€r to obtain justice when nonviolent mediation has failed.

deed, nej ir i
cd, neither their interests nor justice tends to be attainable
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