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1945 - Notes On Nationalism
NOTES ON NATI ONALI SM (11945)

Sonewher e or other Byron nakes use of the French word LONGEUR, and
remarks in passing that though in Engl and we happen not to have the WORD
we have the THING i n consi derable profusion. In the same way, there is a
habit of mind which is now so wi despread that it affects our thinking on
nearly every subject, but which has not yet been given a nanme. As the
near est existing equivalent | have chosen the word 'nationalism, but it
will be seen in a nonment that | amnot using it in quite the ordinary
sense, if only because the enmotion | am speaki ng about does not al ways
attach itself to what is called a nation--that is, a single race or a
geographi cal area. It can attach itself to a church or a class, or it may
work in a merely negative sense, AGAINST somet hing or other and w thout
the need for any positive object of loyalty.

By 'nationalism | mean first of all the habit of assumi ng that human

bei ngs can be classified like insects and that whole blocks of mllions

or tens of millions of people can be confidently |abelled 'good or
"bad' .[ See note, below] But secondly--and this is nmuch nore inportant--1 nean
the habit of identifying oneself with a single nation or other unit, placing
it beyond good and evil and recognising no other duty than that of

advancing its interests. Nationalismis not to be confused with

patriotism Both words are normally used in so vague a way that any
definition is liable to be chall enged, but one must draw a distinction

bet ween them since two different and even opposing ideas are involved.

By 'patriotismi | nean devotion to a particular place and a particul ar

way of life, which one believes to be the best in the world but has no

wi sh to force on other people. Patriotismis of its nature defensive,

both mlitarily and culturally. Nationalism on the other hand, is

i nseparable fromthe desire for power. The abi di ng purpose of every
nationalist is to secure nmore power and nore prestige, NOT for hinself

but for the nation or other unit in which he has chosen to sink his own

i ndividuality.

[ Note: Nations, and even vaguer entities such as Catholic Church or the
prol eteriat, are commonly thought of as individuals and often referred to
as 'she'. Patently absurd remarks such as 'Germany is naturally
treacherous' are to be found in any newspaper one opens and reckl ess
general i zati on about national character (' The Spaniard is a natura
aristocrat' or 'Every Englishman is a hypocrite') are uttered by al npst
everyone. Internmittently these generalizations are seen to be unfounded
but the habit of making them persists, and people of professedly

i nternational outlook, e.g., Tolstoy or Bernard Shaw, are often guilty of
them (Author's footnote)]

So long as it is applied nerely to the nore notorious and identifiable
nati onal i st movenments in Gernmany, Japan, and other countries, all this is
obvi ous enough. Confronted with a phenonmenon |ike Nazism which we can
observe fromthe outside, nearly all of us would say nmuch the sane things
about it. But here | must repeat what | said above, that | amonly using
the word 'nationalism for |ack of a better. Nationalism in the extended
sense in which | amusing the word, includes such novenments and
tendenci es as Comuni sm political Catholicism Zionism Antisemtism
Trot skyi smand Pacifism It does not necessarily mean loyalty to a
government or a country, still less to ONE'S OM country, and it is not
even strictly necessary that the units in which it deals should actually
exist. To nane a few obvious exanples, Jewy, Islam Christendom the
Proletariat and the White Race are all of them objects of passionate

nati onalistic feeling: but their existence can be seriously questioned,
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1945 - Notes On Nationalism
and there is no definition of any one of themthat would be universally
accept ed.

It is also worth enphasi sing once again that nationalist feeling can be
purely negative. There are, for exanple, Trotskyists who have becone
simply enemies of the U S.S.R without devel oping a corresponding |loyalty
to any other unit. \Wen one grasps the inplications of this, the nature
of what | nean by nationali sm beconmes a good deal clearer. A nationalist
is one who thinks solely, or mainly, in terns of conpetitive prestige. He
may be a positive or a negative nationalist--that is, he may use his
nmental energy either in boosting or in denigrating--but at any rate his

t houghts always turn on victories, defeats, triunphs and huniliations. He
sees history, especially contenporary history, as the endless rise and
decline of great power units, and every event that happens seens to hima
denonstration that his own side is on the upgrade and sone hated rival is
on the downgrade. But finally, it is inportant not to confuse nationalism
with mere worship of success. The nationalist does not go on the
principle of sinply ganging up with the strongest side. On the contrary,
havi ng picked his side, he persuades hinself that it IS the strongest,
and is able to stick to his belief even when the facts are overwhel ningly
agai nst him Nationalismis power-hunger tenpered by self-deception.
Every nationalist is capable of the nost flagrant di shonesty, but he is
al so--since he is conscious of serving sonething bigger than hinself--
unshakeably certain of being in the right.

Now that | have given this lengthy definition, |I think it will be
adnmitted that the habit of mind | amtal king about is w despread anong
the English intelligentsia, and nore wi despread there than anong the nass
of the people. For those who feel deeply about contenporary politics,
certain topics have beconme so infected by considerations of prestige that
a genuinely rational approach to themis alnost inpossible. Qut of the
hundreds of exanples that one mi ght choose, take this question: Which of
the three great allies, the U S.S.R, Britain and the USA, has
contributed nost to the defeat of Germany? In theory, it should be
possible to give a reasoned and perhaps even a concl usive answer to this
question. In practice, however, the necessary cal cul ati ons cannot be
made, because anyone likely to bother his head about such a question
woul d inevitably see it in ternms of conpetitive prestige. He would

t herefore START by deciding in favour of Russia, Britain or Anerica as
the case might be, and only AFTER this woul d begin searching for
argunents that seemed to support his case. And there are whole strings of
ki ndred questions to which you can only get an honest answer from soneone
who is indifferent to the whol e subject involved, and whose opinion on it
is probably worthless in any case. Hence, partly, the remarkable failure
in our time of political and mlitary prediction. It is curious to
reflect that out of al the 'experts' of all the schools, there was not a
singl e one who was able to foresee so likely an event as the Russo- Ger man
Pact of 1939.[Note 1, bel ow] And when news of the Pact broke, the nmost wildly
di vergent expl anations were of it were given, and predictions were nade
which were falsified al nost imredi ately, being based in nearly every case
not on a study of probabilities but on a desire to make the U . S.S.R seem
good or bad, strong or weak. Political or military cormentators, |ike
astrol ogers, can survive al nost any nistake, because their nore devoted
followers do not | ook to them for an appraisal of the facts but for the
stimulation of nationalistic loyalties.[Note 2, below] And aesthetic judgenents,
especially literary judgenents, are often corrupted in the same way as
political ones. It would be difficult for an Indian Nationalist to enjoy
reading Kipling or for a Conservative to see nerit in Mayakovsky, and
there is always a tenptation to claimthat any book whose tendency one

di sagrees with nust be a bad book from a LI TERARY point of view People
of strongly nationalistic outlook often performthis sleight of hand

wi t hout bei ng consci ous of dishonesty.
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[Note 1: A few witers of conservative tendency, such as Peter Drucker,
foretold an agreenent between Germany and Russia, but they expected an
actual alliance or anal gamation whi ch woul d be permanent. No Marxi st or
other left-wing witer, of whatever colour, cane anywhere near
foretelling the Pact.(Author's footnote)]

[Note 2: The nilitary comrentators of the popul ar press can nostly be

cl assified as pro-Russian or anti-Russianmpro-blinp or anti-blinp. Such
errors as believing the Mginot Line inpregnable, or predicting that
Russia woul d conquer Germany in three nonths, have failed to shake their
reputati on, because they were al ways saying what their own particul ar
audi ence wanted to hear. The two mlitary critics nost favoured by the
intelligentsia are Captain Liddell Hart and Mjor-General Fuller, the
first of whomteachs that the defence is stronger that the attack, and
the second that the attack is stronger that the defence. This
contradiction has not prevented both of them from being accepted as
authorities by the sne public. The secret reason for their vogue in
left-wing circles is that both of themare at odds with the War O fice.
(Aut hor's footnote)]

In England, if one sinply considers the nunber of people involved, it is
probabl e that the domi nant form of nationalismis old-fashioned British
jingoism It is certain that this is still w despread, and nuch nore so

t han nost observers woul d have believed a dozen years ago. However, in
this essay | am concerned chiefly with the reactions of the
intelligentsia, anong whom jingoi smand even patriotismof the old kind
are al nost dead, though they now seemto be reviving anong a mnority.
Among the intelligentsia, it hardly needs saying that the domi nant form
of nationalismis Conmmunism-using this word in a very | oose sense, to

i nclude not merely Conmuni st Party nmenmbers, but 'fellow travellers' and
russophil es generally. A Communist, for my purpose here, is one who | ooks
upon the U.S.S.R as his Fatherland and feels it his duty t justify
Russi an policy and advance Russian interests at all costs. Cbviously such
peopl e abound in England today, and their direct and indirect influence
is very great. But many other forms of nationalismalso flourish, and it
is by noticing the points of resenblance between different and even

seem ngly opposed currents of thought that one can best get the matter

i nto perspective.

Ten or twenty years ago, the form of nationalismnost closely
correspondi ng to Comuni smtoday was political Catholicism Its nost

out st andi ng exponent --though he was perhaps an extrenme case rather than
a typical one--was G K. Chesterton. Chesterton was a witer of

consi derabl e tal ent who whose to suppress both his sensibilities and his
intell ectual honesty in the cause of Roman Catholic propaganda. During
the last twenty years or so of his life, his entire output was in reality
an endl ess repetition of the same thing, under its | aboured cl everness as
sinmple and boring as 'Geat is Diana of the Ephesians.' Every book that
he wrote, every scrap of dialogue, had to denonstrate beyond the
possibility of mstake the superiority of the Catholic over the
Protestant or the pagan. But Chesterton was not content to think of this
superiority as merely intellectual or spiritual: it had to be transl ated
into terns of national prestige and military power, which entailed an

i gnorant idealisation of the Latin countries, especially France
Chesterton had not lived long in France, and his picture of it--as a

| and of Catholic peasants incessantly singing the MARSEI LLAI SE over

gl asses of red wi ne--had about as much relation to reality as CHU CH N
CHOW has to everyday life in Baghdad. And with this went not only an
enornous overestimtion of French mlitary power (both before and after
1914- 18 he mmi ntai ned that France, by itself, was stronger than Gernmany),
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but a silly and vulgar glorification of the actual process of war.
Chesterton's battle poens, such as Lepanto or The Ball ad of Saint
Bar bara, make The Charge of the Light Brigade read like a pacifist tract:
they are perhaps the nost tawdry bits of bonbast to be found in our
| anguage. The interesting thing is that had the romantic rubbi sh which he
habi tual ly wote about France and the French arny been witten by
sonmebody el se about Britain and the British army, he would have been the
first to jeer. In home politics he was a Little Englander, a true hater
of jingoismand inperialism and according to his lights a true friend of
denocracy. Yet when he | ooked outwards into the international field, he
coul d forsake his principles without even noticing he was doi ng so. Thus,
his al nost mystical belief in the virtues of denocracy did not prevent
himfromadmring Missolini. Missolini had destroyed the representative
government and the freedom of the press for which Chesterton had
struggl ed so hard at home, but Missolini was an Italian and had nade
Italy strong, and that settled the matter. Nor did Chesterton ever find a
word to say about inperialismand the conquest of coloured races when
they were practised by Italians or Frenchmen. His hold on reality, his
literary taste, and even to sonme extent his noral sense, were dislocated
as soon as his nationalistic |loyalties were involved.

Qovi ously there are considerabl e resenbl ances between politica
Catholicism as exenplified by Chesterton, and Conmunism So there are
bet ween either of these and for instance Scottish nationalism Zionism
Antisenmitismor Trotskyism It would be an oversinplification to say that
all fornms of nationalismare the same, even in their nmental atnosphere,
but there are certain rules that hold good in all cases. The follow ng
are the principal characteristics of nationalist thought:

OBSESSI ON. As nearly as possible, no nationalist ever thinks, talks, or
writes about anything except the superiority of his own power unit. It is
difficult if not inpossible for any nationalist to conceal his

al  egi ance. The snallest slur upon his own unit, or any inplied praise of
a rival organization, fills himw th uneasi ness which he can relieve only
by maki ng some sharp retort. If the chosen unit is an actual country,

such as Ireland or India, he will generally claimsuperiority for it not
only in mlitary power and political virtue, but in art, literature
sport, structure of the |anguage, the physical beauty of the inhabitants,
and perhaps even in climte, scenery and cooking. He will show great

sensitiveness about such things as the correct display of flags, relative
size of headlines and the order in which different countries are
naned. [ Not e, bel ow] Nonmencl ature plays a very inportant part in nationalist
t hought. Countries which have won their independence or gone through a
nati onal i st revolution usually change their names, and any country or

ot her unit round which strong feelings revolve is likely to have severa
nanes, each of themcarrying a different inplication. The two sides of
the Spanish Cvil War had between them nine or ten nanes expressing

di fferent degrees of |ove and hatred. Some of these nanes (e.g.

"Patriots' for Franco-supporters, or 'Loyalists' for
CGovernment - supporters) were frankly question-beggi ng, and there was no
singl e one of the which the two rival factions could have agreed to use
Al nationalists consider it a duty to spread their own |anguage to the
detrinment of rival |anguages, and anmong Engli sh-speakers this struggle
reappears in subtler forms as a struggle between dialects.

Angl ophobe- Anericans will refuse to use a slang phrase if they knowit to
be of British origin, and the conflict between Latinizers and Gernanizers
often has nationalists notives behind it. Scottish nationalists insist on
the superiority of Low and Scots, and socialists whose nationalismtakes
the formof class hatred tirade against the B.B.C. accent and even the
often gives the inpression of being tinged by belief in synphatetic magic
--a belief which probably cones out in the w despread custom of burning
political enenmies in effigy, or using pictures of themas targets in
shooting galleries.
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[Note: Certain Americans have expressed di ssatisfaction because
"Angl o- Anerican' is the formof conbination for these two words. It has
been proposed to submite 'Americo-British'.(Author's footnote)]

I NSTABI LI TY. The intensity with which they are held does not prevent

nati onalist loyalties frombeing transferable. To begin with, as | have
poi nted out already, they can be and often are fastened up on sone
foreign country. One quite comonly finds that great national |eaders, or
the founders of nationalist nmovenents, do not even belong to the country
they have glorified. Sometines they are outright foreigners, or nore
often they come from peripheral areas where nationality is doubtful
Exanpl es are Stalin, Hitler, Napol eon, de Valera, Disraeli, Poincare,
Beaver brook. The Pan- Ger man novenment was in part the creation of an
Engl i shman, Houston Chanberl ain. For the past fifty or a hundred years,
transferred nationali smhas been a common phenormenon anong literary
intellectuals. Wth Lafcadi o Hearne the transference was to Japan, with
Carlyle and many others of his tine to Germany, and in our own age it is
usually to Russia. But the peculiarly interesting fact is that
re-transference is also possible. A country or other unit which has been
wor shi pped for years may suddenly becone detestable, and sonme ot her
object of affection nay take its place with alnbpst no interval. In the
first version of HH G Wells's OUTLINE OF H STORY, and others of his
witings about that time, one finds the United States praised al nost as
extravagantly as Russia is praised by Comunists today: yet within a few
years this uncritical admiration had turned into hostility. The bigoted
Conmuni st who changes in a space of weeks, or even days, into an equally
bi goted Trotskyist is a conmon spectacle. In continental Europe Fasci st
noverments were largely recruited fromanong Comuni sts, and the opposite
process may well happen within the next few years. \What remmins constant
in the nationalist is his state of mnd: the object of his feelings is
changeabl e, and may be i magi nary.

But for an intellectual, transference has an inmportant function which
have already nentioned shortly in connection with Chesterton. It nakes it
possible for himto be nuch MORE nationalistic--nore vulgar, nore silly,
nore malignant, nore dishonest--that he could ever be on behalf of his
native country, or any unit of which he had real know edge. Wen one sees
the slavish or boastful rubbish that is witten about Stalin, the Red
Army, etc. by fairly intelligent and sensitive people, one realises that
this is only possible because sone kind of dislocation has taken place.
In societies such as ours, it is unusual for anyone describable as an
intellectual to feel a very deep attachnent to his own country. Public
opi nion--that is, the section of public opinion of which he as an

intellectual is aware--will not allow himto do so. Mst of the people
surroundi ng himare sceptical and disaffected, and he may adopt the sane
attitude fromimtativeness or sheer cowardice: in that case he will have

abandoned the form of nationalismthat |ies nearest to hand w thout
getting any closer to a genuinely internationalist outlook. He stil

feels the need for a Fatherland, and it is natural to | ook for one
somewher e abroad. Having found it, he can wallow unrestrainedly in
exactly those enotions fromwhich he believes that he has enanci pated

hi nsel f. God, the King, the Enpire, the Union Jack--all the overthrown

i dol s can reappear under different names, and because they are not

recogni sed for what they are they can be worshi pped with a good

consci ence. Transferred nationalism |like the use of scapegoats, is a way
of attaining salvation without altering one's conduct.

| NDI FFERENCE TO REALITY. All nationalists have the power of not seeing
resenbl ances between simlar sets of facts. A British Tory will defend
self-determination in Europe and oppose it in India with no feeling of
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i nconsi stency. Actions are held to be good or bad, not on their own
nerits, but according to who does them and there is alnost no kind of
outrage--torture, the use of hostages, forced | abour, nmass deportati ons,
i mprisonnment without trial, forgery, assassination, the bomnbing of
civilians--which does not change its noral colour when it is committed
by 'our' side. The Liberal NEWS CHRON CLE published, as an exanple of
shocki ng barbarity, photographs of Russians hanged by the Gernans, and
then a year or two | ater published with warm approval al nbst exactly
sim | ar phot ographs of Germans hanged by the Russians.[Note, below] It is
the sane with historical events. History is thought of largely in nationalist
terms, and such things as the Inquisition, the tortures of the Star
Chanber, the exploits of the English buccaneers (Sir Francis Drake, for
i nstance, who was given to sinking Spanish prisoners alive), the Reign of
Terror, the heroes of the Miutiny bl ow ng hundreds of Indians fromthe
guns, or Crommell's soldiers slashing Irishwonen's faces with razors,
become morally neutral or even neritorious when it is felt that they were
done in the 'right' cause. |f one | ooks back over the past quarter of a
century, one finds that there was hardly a single year when atrocity
stories were not being reported fromsone part of the world; and yet in
not one single case were these atrocities--in Spain, Russia, China,
Hungary, Mexico, Anritsar, Snyrna--believed in and disapproved of by the
English intelligentsia as a whole. Whether such deeds were reprehensible,
or even whet her they happened, was al ways deci ded according to political
predil ection.

[ Not e: The NEWS CHRONI CLE advised its readers to visit the news film at
which the entire execution could be witnessed, with close-ups. The STAR
published with seem ng approval photographs of nearly naked fenale

col | aborationi sts being baited by the Paris nmob. These photographs had a
mar ked resenbl ance to the Nazi photographs of Jews being baited by the
Berlin mob. (Author's footnote)]

The nationalist not only does not disapprove of atrocities comrtted by
his own side, but he has a remarkable capacity for not even hearing about
them For quite six years the English admrers of Hitler contrived not to
| earn of the existence of Dachau and Buchenwal d. And those who are

| oudest in denouncing the German concentration canps are often quite
unaware, or only very dimy aware, that there are al so concentration
canps in Russia. Huge events |like the Ukraine fam ne of 1933, involving
the deaths of mllions of people, have actually escaped the attention of
the majority of English russophiles. Many English people have heard

al nost not hi ng about the exterm nation of German and Polish Jews during
the present war. Their own antisemtismhas caused this vast crime to
bounce off their consciousness. In nationalist thought there are facts
whi ch are both true and untrue, known and unknown. A known fact may be so
unbearable that it is habitually pushed aside and not allowed to enter
into | ogi cal processes, or on the other hand it may enter into every

cal cul ati on and yet never be adnitted as a fact, even in one's own m nd

Every nationalist is haunted by the belief that the past can be altered.
He spends part of his time in a fantasy world in which things happen as
they shoul d--in which, for exanple, the Spanish Arnada was a success or
the Russian Revolution was crushed in 1918--and he will transfer

fragnents of this world to the history books whenever possible. Mich of

t he propagandi st witing of our time anpbunts to plain forgery. Materia
facts are suppressed, dates altered, quotations renmoved fromtheir

context and doctored so as to change their meaning. Events which it is
felt ought not to have happened are |left unnentioned and ultimately
deni ed[ Note, below]. In 1927 Chiang Kai Shek boil ed hundreds of Comunists
alive, and yet within ten years he had become one of the heroes of the Left.
The re-alignnment of world politics had brought himinto the anti-Fasci st
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canp, and so it was felt that the boiling of the Comrunists 'didn't
count', or perhaps had not happened. The primary aim of propaganda is, of
course, to influence contenporary opinion, but those who rewite history
do probably believe with part of their mnds that they are actually
thrusting facts into the past. Wen one considers the el aborate forgeries
that have been conmitted in order to show that Trotsky did not play a
val uable part in the Russian civil war, it is difficult to feel that the
peopl e responsible are nerely lying. More probably they feel that their
own versi on was what happened in the sight of God, and that one is
justified in rearranging the records accordingly.

[Note: En exanple is the Russo-German Pact, which is being effaced as
qui ckly as possible frompublic menory. A Russian correspondent inforns
me that mention of the Pact is already being omtted from Russian
year - books which table recent political events.(Author's note)]

Indifference to objective truth is encouraged by the sealing-off of one
part of the world from another, which makes it harder and harder to

di scover what is actually happening. There can often be a genuine doubt
about the npbst enornous events. For exanple, it is inpossible to
calculate within mllions, perhaps even tens of mllions, the nunber of
deat hs caused by the present war. The calanities that are constantly
bei ng reported--battles, massacres, famines, revolutions--tend to
inspire in the average person a feeling of unreality. One has no way of
verifying the facts, one is not even fully certain that they have
happened, and one is always presented with totally different
interpretations fromdifferent sources. What were the rights and wongs
of the Warsaw rising of August 19442 |s it true about the German gas
ovens in Poland? Wwo was really to blane for the Bengal fanine? Probably
the truth is discoverable, but the facts will be so dishonestly set forth
in al nost any newspaper that the ordinary reader can be forgiven either
for swallowing lies or failing to forman opinion. The genera
uncertainty as to what is really happening nmakes it easier to cling to
lunatic beliefs. Since nothing is ever quite proved or disproved, the
nost unm stakabl e fact can be inpudently denied. Mreover, although

endl essly broodi ng on power, victory, defeat, revenge, the nationalist is
of ten somewhat uninterested in what happens in the real world. What he
wants is to FEEL that his own unit is getting the better of sonme other
unit, and he can nore easily do this by scoring off an adversary than by
exami ning the facts to see whether they support him All nationalist

controversy is at the debating-society level. It is always entirely
i nconcl usi ve, since each contestant invariably believes hinself to have
won the victory. Sone nationalists are not far from schi zophrenia, living

quite happily am d dreans of power and conquest which have no connection
wi th the physical world.

| have exami ned as best as | can the nental habits which are comon to
all fornms of nationalism The next thing is to classify those forms, but
obvi ously this cannot be done conprehensively. Nationalismis an enornmous
subject. The world is tornented by innunerabl e del usions and hatreds

whi ch cut across one another in an extrenely conpl ex way, and some of the
nost sinister of them have not yet inpinged on the European

consci ousness. In this essay | amconcerned with nationalismas it occurs
among the English intelligentsia. In them much nmore than in ordinary
English people, it is unm xed with patriotismand therefore can be
studied pure. Below are listed the varieties of nationalismnow
flourishing anong English intellectuals, with such coments as seemto be
needed. It is convenient to use three headings, Positive, Transferred

and Negative, though sone varieties will fit into nore than one category:
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PCSI TI VE NATI ONALI SM

(i) NEO TORYISM Exenplified by such people as Lord Elton, A P. Herbert,
G M Young, Professor Pickthorn, by the literature of the Tory Reform
Conmittee, and by such nagazines as the NEW ENG.I SH REVI EW and THE

NI NETEENTH CENTURY AND AFTER. The real notive force of neo-Toryism
giving it its nationalistic character and differentiating it from

ordi nary Conservatism is the desire not to recognise that British power
and influence have declined. Even those who are realistic enough to see
that Britain's mlitary position is not what it was, tend to claimthat
"English ideas' (usually left undefined) nust domi nate the world. Al

neo- Tories are anti-Russian, but sonetines the main enphasis is
anti-American. The significant thing is that this school of thought seens
to be gai ning ground anpbng youngi sh intell ectuals, sonetines

ex- Communi sts, who have passed through the usual process of

di sillusionment and becone disillusioned with that. The angl ophobe who
suddenly becones violently pro-British is a fairly comon figure. Witers
who illustrate this tendency are F. A Voigt, Ml col m Miggeridge, Evelyn
Waugh, Hugh Kingsmill, and a psychol ogically simlar devel opnent can be
observed in T. S. Eliot, Wndham Lewis, and various of their followers.

(ii) CELTIC NATI ONALI SM Wl sh, Irish and Scottish nationalism have
points of difference but are alike in their anti-English orientation.
Menbers of all three novenents have opposed the war while continuing to
descri be thensel ves as pro-Russian, and the lunatic fringe has even
contrived to be simultaneously pro-Russian and pro-Nazi. But Celtic

nati onalismis not the same thing as angl ophobia. Its notive force is a
belief in the past and future greatness of the Celtic peoples, and it has
a strong tinge of racialism The Celt is supposed to be spiritually
superior to the Saxon--sinpler, nore creative, |less vulgar, |ess
snobbi sh, etc.--but the usual power hunger is there under the surface

One symptomof it is the delusion that Eire, Scotland or even Wales coul d
preserve its independence unai ded and owes nothing to British protection.
Among writers, good exanples of this school of thought are Hugh McDi armd
and Sean O Casey. No modern Irish witer, even of the stature of Yeats or
Joyce, is conpletely free fromtraces of nationalism

(iii) ZIONISM This the unusual characteristics of a nationalist

novenent, but the American variant of it seens to be nore violent and
mal i gnant than the British. | classify it under Direct and not
Transferred nationali smbecause it flourishes al nbst exclusively anong
the Jews thensel ves. |In England, for several rather incongruous reasons,
the intelligentsia are nmostly pro-Jew on the Pal estine issue, but they do
not feel strongly about it. Al English people of goodwill are also
pro-Jew in the sense of disapproving of Nazi persecution. But any actual
nationalistic loyalty, or belief in the innate superiority of Jews, is
hardly to be found anmong Gentil es.

TRANSFERRED NATI ONAL| SM
(i) COVMUNI SM
(ii) POLITICAL ATHOLIClI SM

(iii) COLOUR FEELI NG. The ol d-styl e contenptuous attitude towards
"natives' has been nmuch weakened in Engl and, and vari ous

pseudo-scientific theories enphasising the superiority of the white race
have been abandoned.[Note, below] Anong the intelligentsia, colour feeling
only occurs in the transposed form that is, as a belief in the innate
superiority of the coloured races. This is now increasingly comon anong
English intellectuals, probably resulting nmore often from masochi sm and
sexual frustration than fromcontact with the Oriental and Negro

nati onal i st nmovenents. Even anong those who do not feel strongly on the
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col our question, snobbery and inmtation have a powerful influence. Al nost
any English intellectual would be scandalised by the claimthat the white
races are superior to the col oured, whereas the opposite claimwuld seem
to hi munexcepti onabl e even if he disagreed with it. Nationalistic
attachment to the coloured races is usually mxed up with the belief that
their sex lives are superior, and there is a | arge underground nythol ogy
about the sexual prowess of Negroes.

[ Note: A good exanple is the sunstroke superstition. Until recently it was
believed that the white races were nuch nore |iable to sunstroke that the
coloured, and that a white man could not safely wal k about in tropica
sunshine without a pith helnet. There was no evidence whatever for this
theory, but it served the purpose of accentuating the difference between
"natives' and Europeans. During the war the theory was quietly dropped

and whol e arm es manoeuvred in the tropics without pith helmets. So |ong
as the sunstroke superstition survived, English doctors in India appear

to have believed in it as firmy as |aynmen.(Author's footnote)]

(iv) CLASS FEELI NG Anpbng upper-class and niddle-class intellectuals,
only in the transposed form-i.e. as a belief in the superiority of the
proletariat. Here again, inside the intelligentsia, the pressure of
public opinion is overwhel m ng. Nationalistic loyalty towards the

prol etariat, and nost vicious theoretical hatred of the bourgeoisie, can
and often do co-exist with ordinary snobbi shness in everyday life.

(v) PACIFISM The majority of pacifists either belong to obscure
religious sects or are sinply humanitarians who object to the taking of
life and prefer not to follow their thoughts beyond that point. But there
is amnority of intellectual pacifists whose real though unadnmitted
notive appears to be hatred of western denocracy and adniration of
totalitarianism Pacifist propaganda usually boils down to saying that
one side is as bad as the other, but if one |ooks closely at the witings
of younger intellectual pacifists, one finds that they do not by any
nmeans express inpartial di sapproval but are directed al nost entirely
against Britain and the United States. Moreover they do not as a rule
condemm vi ol ence as such, but only violence used in defence of western
countries. The Russians, unlike the British, are not blaned for defending
t hemsel ves by warlike neans, and indeed all pacifist propaganda of this
type avoids nmention of Russia or China. It is not clainmed, again, that
the I ndi ans should abjure violence in their struggle against the British.
Pacifist literature abounds with equivocal remarks which, if they nean
anyt hi ng, appear to nean that statesnen of the type of Htler are
preferable to those of the type of Churchill, and that violence is

per haps excusable if it is violent enough. After the fall of France, the
French pacifists, faced by a real choice which their English colleagues
have not had to make, nostly went over to the Nazis, and in England there
appears to have been sone small overlap of menbership between the Peace
Pl edge Union and the Blackshirts. Pacifist witers have witten in praise
of Carlyle, one of the intellectual fathers of Fascism Al in all it is
difficult not to feel that pacifism as it appears anbng a section of the
intelligentsia, is secretly inspired by an admration for power and
successful cruelty. The m stake was made of pinning this enotion to
Hitler, but it could easily be retransfered

NEGATI VE NATI ONALI SM

(i) ANGLOPHOBIA. Wthin the intelligentsia, a derisive and mldly hostile
attitude towards Britain is nore or |less conpulsory, but it is an unfaked
emotion in many cases. During the war it was manifested in the defeatism
of the intelligentsia, which persisted |long after it had becone cl ear
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that the Axis powers could not win. Many peopl e were undisguisedly
pl eased when Singapore fell ore when the British were driven out of
Greece, and there was a remarkable unwillingness to believe in good news,
e.g. el Alanein, or the number of German planes shot down in the Battle
of Britain. English left-wing intellectuals did not, of course, actually
want the Germans or Japanese to win the war, but many of them coul d not
hel p getting a certain kick out of seeing their own country humliated,
and wanted to feel that the final victory would be due to Russia, or
perhaps Anerica, and not to Britain. In foreign politics many
intellectuals follow the principle that any faction backed by Britain
must be in the wong. As a result, '"enlightened" opinion is quite largely
a mrror-imge of Conservative policy. Anglophobia is always liable to
reversal, hence that fairly comon spectacle, the pacifist of one war who
is a bellicist in the next.

(ii) ANTI-SEM TISM There is little evidence about this at present,
because the Nazi persecutions have made it necessary for any thinking
person to side with the Jews against their oppressors. Anyone educated
enough to have heard the word "antisenmitism clains as a matter of course
to be free of it, and anti-Jewish remarks are carefully elinmnated from
all classes of literature. Actually antisenitismappears to be

wi despread, even anong intellectuals, and the general conspiracy of

sil ence probably hel ps exacerbate it. People of Left opinions are not
imune to it, and their attitude is sonmetinmes affected by the fact that
Trot skyi sts and Anarchists tend to be Jews. But antisemtismcomes nore
naturally to people of Conservative tendency, who suspect Jews of
weakeni ng national norale and diluting the national culture. Neo-Tories
and political Catholics are always liable to succunb to antisenmitism at
least intermttently.

(iii) TROTSKYI SM This word is used so | oosely as to include Anarchists,
denocratic Socialists and even Liberals. | use it here to nmean a
doctrinaire Marxi st whose main notive is hostility to the Stalin régine.
Trot skyi sm can be better studied in obscure panmphlets or in papers |ike
the SOCI ALI ST APPEAL than in the works of Trotsky hinmsel f, who was by no
nmeans a man of one idea. Although in sone places, for instance in the
United States, Trotskyismis able to attract a fairly |arge nunber of
adherents and devel op into an organi sed novement with a petty fuerher of
its own, its inspiration is essentially negative. The Trotskyist is

AGAI NST Stalin just as the Communist is FOR him and, like the majority
of Conmmuni sts, he wants not so nuch to alter the external world as to
feel that the battle for prestige is going in his own favour. In each
case there is the sane obsessive fixation on a single subject, the same
inability to forma genuinely rational opinion based on probabilities.
The fact that Trotskyists are everywhere a persecuted nminority, and that
t he accusation usually made agai nst them i.e. of collaborating with the
Fascists, is obviously false, creates an inpression that Trotskyismis
intellectually and norally superior to Comuni smi but it is doubtful

whet her there is much di fference. The nost typical Trotskyists, in any
case, are ex-Conmunists, and no one arrives at Trotskyism except via one
of the left-wi ng novements. No Conmuni st, unless tethered to his party by
years of habit, is secure against a sudden | apse into Trotskyism The
opposi te process does not seemto happen equally often, though there is
no clear reason why it shoul d not.

In the classification | have attenpted above, it will seemthat | have

of ten exaggerated, oversinplified, made unwarranted assunptions and have
| eft out of account the existence of ordinarily decent notives. This was
i nevitable, because in this essay | amtrying to isolate and identify
tendenci es which exist in all our mnds and pervert our thinking, wthout
necessarily occurring in a pure state or operating continuously. It is

i mportant at this point to correct the over-sinplified picture which
have been obliged to nake. To begin with, one has no right to assune that
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EVERYONE, or even every intellectual, is infected by nationalism
Secondly, nationalismcan be intermttent and limted. An intelligent man
may hal f-succunb to a belief which he knows to be absurd, and he nmay keep
it out of his mind for long periods, only reverting to it in noments of
anger or sentinmentality, or when he is certain that no inportant issues
are involved. Thirdly, a nationalistic creed may be adopted in good faith
from non-nationalistic motives. Fourthly, several kinds of nationalism
even kinds that cancel out, can co-exist in the same person.

Al the way through | have said, 'the nationalist does this' or 'the
nati onal i st does that', using for purposes of illustration the extrene,
barely sane type of nationalist who has no neutral areas in his mnd and
no interest in anything except the struggle for power. Actually such
people are fairly comon, but they are not worth the powder and shot. In
real life Lord Elton, D. N. Pritt, Lady Houston, Ezra Pound, Lord

Vani sttart, Father Coughlin and all the rest of their dreary tribe have
to be fought against, but their intellectual deficiencies hardly need
pointing out. Mononmania is not interesting, and the fact that no

nati onalist of the nmore bigoted kind can wite a book which still seens
worth reading after a | apse of years has a certain deodorising effect.
But when one has admitted that nationalismhas not triunphed everywhere
that there are still peoples whose judgenents are not at the nercy of
their desires, the fact does remmin that the pressing probl ens--1ndia,
Pol and, Pal estine, the Spanish civil war, the Mscow trials, the American
Negr oes, the Russo-German Pact or what have you--cannot be, or at |east
never are, discussed upon a reasonable level. The Eltons and Pritts and
Coughl ins, each of them sinmply an enornous mouth bellowi ng the sane lie
over and over again, are obviously extreme cases, but we deceive
ourselves if we do not realise that we can all resenble themin unguarded
nmoments. Let a certain note be struck, let this or that corn be trodden
on--and it may be corn whose very existence has been unsuspected
hitherto--and the nost fair-m nded and sweet-tenpered person may
suddenly be transformed into a vicious partisan, anxious only to 'score'
over his adversary and indifferent as to how many lies he tells or how
many | ogical errors he commits in doing so. Wien LI oyd George, who was an
opponent of the Boer War, announced in the House of Conmons that the
British communi ques, if one added themtogether, claimed the killing of
nore Boers than the whol e Boer nation contained, it is recorded that
Arthur Bal four rose to his feet and shouted 'Cad!' Very few people are
proof against |apses of this type. The Negro snubbed by a white woman,

t he Englishman who hears Engl and ignorantly criticised by an Anmerican,
the Catholic apol ogi st renmi nded of the Spanish Armada, will all react in
much the same way. One prod to the nerve of nationalism and the

intell ectual decencies can vanish, the past can be altered, and the

pl ai nest facts can be deni ed.

I f one harbours anywhere in one's mnd a nationalistic |loyalty or hatred,
certain facts, although in a sense known to be true, are inadm ssible.
Here are just a few exanples. | list below five types of nationalist, and
agai nst each | append a fact which it is inmpossible for that type of

nati onalist to accept, even in his secret thoughts:

BRI TISH TORY: Britain will cone out of this war with reduced power and
prestige.

COVMUNI ST: | f she had not been aided by Britain and America, Russia would
have been defeated by Germany.

| R SH NATI ONALI ST: Eire can only remain i ndependent because of British
protection.

TROTSKYI ST: The Stalin régine is accepted by the Russian masses.
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PACI FI ST: Those who 'abjure' violence can only do so because others are
conmitting violence on their behalf.

Al of these facts are grossly obvious if one's enotions do not happen to
be invol ved: but to the kind of person named in each case they are al so

| NTOLERABLE, and so they have to be denied, and false theories
constructed upon their denial. | come back to the astonishing failure of
mlitary prediction in the present war. It is, | think, true to say that
the intelligentsia have been nore wong about the progress of the war
than the comon people, and that they were nore swayed by partisan
feelings. The average intellectual of the Left believed, for instance
that the war was lost in 1940, that the Germans were bound to overrun
Egypt in 1942, that the Japanese woul d never be driven out of the |ands

t hey had conquered, and that the Angl o-Anerican bonbi ng of fensive was
maki ng no inpression on Germany. He coul d believe these things because
his hatred for the British ruling class forbade himto adnmt that British
pl ans coul d succeed. There is no limt to the follies that can be

swal lowed if one is under the influence of feelings of this kind. |I have
heard it confidently stated, for instance, that the American troops had
been brought to Europe not to fight the Germans but to crush an English
revol ution. One has to belong to the intelligentsia to believe things
like that: no ordinary man could be such a fool. Wen Hitler invaded
Russia, the officials of the MJ issued 'as background' a warning that
Russia m ght be expected to collapse in six weeks. On the other hand the
Conmuni sts regarded every phase of the war as a Russian victory, even
when the Russians were driven back alnpst to the Caspian Sea and had | ost
several mllion prisoners. There is no need to nmultiply instances. The
point is that as soon as fear, hatred, jeal ousy and power worship are

i nvol ved, the sense of reality becones unhinged. And, as | have pointed
out already, the sense of right and wrong becones unhi nged al so. There is
no crime, absolutely none, that cannot be condoned when 'our' side
conmits it. Even if one does not deny that the crinme has happened, even
if one knows that it is exactly the same crine as one has condenmmed in
sone other case, even if one adnmits in an intellectual sense that it is
unjustified--still one cannot FEEL that it is wong. Loyalty is

i nvol ved, and so pity ceases to function.

The reason for the rise and spread of nationalismis far too big a
guestion to be raised here. It is enough to say that, in the forns in
which it appears anong English intellectuals, it is a distorted
reflection of the frightful battles actually happening in the external
world, and that its worst follies have been nmade possi ble by the

br eakdown of patriotismand religious belief. If one follows up this
train of thought, one is in danger of being led into a species of
Conservatism or into political quietism It can be plausibly argued, for
instance--it is even possibly true--that patriotismis an inocul ation
agai nst nationalism that monarchy is a guard agai nst dictatorship, and
that organised religion is a guard against superstition. Or again, it can
be argued that NO unbi ased outl ook is possible, that ALL creeds and
causes involve the sane lies, follies, and barbarities; and this is often
advanced as a reason for keeping out of politics altogether. | do not
accept this argunment, if only because in the nodern world no one

descri bable as an intellectual CAN keep out of politics in the sense of
not caring about them | think one nust engage in politics--using the
word in a wide sense--and that one nust have preferences: that is, one
nmust recogni se that some causes are objectively better than others, even
if they are advanced by equally bad neans. As for the nationalistic |oves
and hatreds that | have spoken of, they are part of the make-up of nost
of us, whether we like it or not. Whether it is possible to get rid of
them | do not know, but | do believe that it is possible to struggle
against them and that this is essentially a MORAL effort. It is a
question first of all of discovering what one really is, what one's own
feelings really are, and then of nmaking allowance for the inevitable
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bias. If you hate and fear Russia, if you are jeal ous of the wealth and
power of Anerica, if you despise Jews, if you have a sentinment of
inferiority towards the British ruling class, you cannot get rid of those
feelings sinply by taking thought. But you can at |east recognise that
you have them and prevent them from contam nating your mental processes.
The enotional urges which are inescapable, and are perhaps even necessary
to political action, should be able to exist side by side with an
acceptance of reality. But this, | repeat, needs a MORAL effort, and
contenporary English literature, so far as it is alive at all to the
maj or 1 ssues of our time, shows how few of us are prepared to make it.
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