Making of the Modern World

Module Tutor: Roberta Bivins

Week 8
SEMINAR QUESTIONS (from your online handbook) and conversation starters
· Why were liberalism and nationalism so closely bound up together for much of the nineteenth century? 

· Why does empire matter to the history of liberalism?  Think about this question in terms of specific national (or colonial) examples. 

· Why does empire matter to the history of nationalism?  Consider this question in light of specific national (or colonial) examples.

Exploring the readings
Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities Ch. 3 “The Origins of National Consciousness”
What was the role of print culture in creating ‘national consciousness’? The role of capitalism?

The role of the vernacular (and especially the ‘administrative vernacular’?
What ‘imagined community’ does Anderson argue was displaced by the equally imagined communities of ‘nations’? [Hint: think about decline of Latin as lingua franca]
“What, in a positive sense, made the new communities imaginable was a half-fortuitous, but explosive, interaction between a system of production and productive relations (capitalism), a technology of communications (print), and the fatality of human linguistic diversity.” pp.41-2
Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalism: “The Transition to an Age of Nationalism”
Does nationalism create homogeneity (within its borders), or is it just the reflection of a homogeneity caused by other factors?
What kinds of cultures CAN become nations? Alternatively, what causes potential ‘nations’ to fail to emerge? Why don’t we have a global nation?

Compare and contrast Protestant Europe and the Muslim Middle East. What does Gellner (and what do you) see?

 “Nations as a natural, God-given way of classifying men, as an inherent though long-delayed political destiny, are a myth; nationalism, which sometimes takes pre-existing cultures and turns them into nations, sometimes invents them , and often obliterates pre-existing cultures: that is a reality, for better or worse, and in general an inescapable one. Those who are its historic agents know not what they do, but that is another matter.” p.300
Uday Singh Mehta, Liberalism and Empire: A Study in Nineteenth-Century British Liberal Thought: "Strategies: Liberal Conventions and Imperial Exclusions"
How did Britain and British thinkers and politicians square their commitments to individuality and democracy with the vast expansion of Britain’s empire?
Was British imperialism a product of the Enlightenment?
Partha Chatterjee, Nationalist Thought and the Colonial World: A Derivative Discourse? : Ch. 1, "Nationalism as a Problem in the History of Political Ideas"
Is nationalism an ‘ideology’? Is ‘nationalism’ the same everywhere? Is it inherently western/westernizing?
PRIMARY SOURCE LED DEBATE PREPARATION QUESTIONS
:

Liberalism, Nationalism and the roots of Empire:

Think about how your chosen documents reflect British perceptions of empire:
· What ideologies contribute to or critique imperialism? How?
· Do the documents seem to speak of a ‘civilising mission’ or the benefits brought by empire to its subjects? Or are they focused on the abuses of empire, or its risks and costs to Britain? 

· Who is considered ‘British’ in your documents, and what does that reveal about the nature of imperialism? 

· Is imperialism inclusive or exclusive? Static or progressive? ‘Extractive’ or ‘developmental’?
Additional Resources:
A few words on Imperialism:

‘Imperialism’ is most commonly understood in relation to the expansion of a nation's authority by territorial conquest, and the establishment of economic and political powers in other territories or nations. When such expansion encompasses non-contiguous "colonies" or "protectorates" then the term also implies colonialism. ‘Imperialism’ is also used to denote an attitude of superiority to, and an assumption of (rightful and legitimate) dominion over other peoples and cultures — an ethnocentric chauvinism which relegates non-nationals to a lesser sociopolitical status. (paraphrased from Wikipedia – if this were an essay, I would use a footnote citing Wikipedia by link, and date accessed – note that by paraphrasing instead of quoting, I’ve been able to save two paragraphs, and remove some rather questionable Wikipedia assumptions, ones that I would certainly not want associated with my ideas!)

‘Amid the welter of vague political abstractions to lay one’s finger accurately upon any “ism” so as to pin it down and mark it out by definition seems impossible. Where meanings shift so quickly and so subtly, not only following changes of thought, but often manipulated artificially by political practitioners so as to obscure, expand, or distort, it is idle to demand the same rigour as is expected in the exact sciences. A certain broad consistency in its relations to other kindred terms is the nearest approach to definition which such a term as Imperialism admits. Nationalism, internationalism, colonialism, its three closest congeners, are equally elusive, equally shifty, and the changeful overlapping of all four demands the closest vigilance of students of modern politics. … It is a debasement of ... genuine nationalism, by attempts to overflow its natural banks and absorb the near or distant territory of reluctant and unassimilable peoples, that marks the passage from nationalism to a spurious colonialism on the one hand, Imperialism on the other.’  J. A. Hobson, Imperialism, A Study (New York: James Pott and Co, 1902) accessed 26/11/08 at http://www.econlib.org/library/YPDBooks/Hobson/hbsnImp1.html#firstpage-bar
“Take up the White Man's burden-- 

Send forth the best ye breed-- 

Go, bind your sons to exile

To serve your captives' need; 

To wait, in heavy harness,

On fluttered folk and wild-- 

Your new-caught sullen peoples, 

Half devil and half child.”

Rudyard Kipling, ‘The White Man’s Burden’  McClure's Magazine 12 (Feb. 1899).
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	Caption: ‘The White Man’s Burden’

The "white” colonial powers  -- Uncle Sam, John Bull, the Kaiser, and a French general being carried as the burden of their "colored” subjects. First printed in the US popular weekly magazine Life, March 16, 1899.




Exploring the documents

Readings and concepts to draw upon in evaluating and deploying your primary sources:

Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities 

C.A. Bayly, The Birth of the Modern World
Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalism
Uday Singh Mehta, Liberalism and Empire: A Study in Nineteenth-Century British Liberal Thought

Raymond Williams, Keywords
Concepts:

Hegemony

Nationalism
Ideology

‘Imagined communities’
Readings for next week: 
	Readings
	Students

	Roy Medvedev, 
'Soviets as a Form of Revolutionary Power
', in Leninism and Western Socialism (1981), pp. 97-105, 114-133
	

	Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels, ‘
Bourgeois and Proletarians
,’ The Communist Manifesto, K. Marx, 1998 (1848), pp. 79-94


	

	Eduard Bernstein, ‘Preface,’ Evolutionary Socialism (1961), pp. xxiii – xxxii


	

	Rosa Luxemburg, ‘The Problem of Dictatorship,’ The Russian Revolution and Leninism or Marxism? (1961), pp. 68-72


	

	Jean-Paul Sartre, ‘Preface,’ in: Frantz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth (1967), pp. 7-26


	


See also: Ideologies and States: The Socialist Challenge

Primary source documents at the link below:

http://www2.warwick.ac.uk/services/library/mrc/modules/docs/ideologies
Which side are you on?
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