The Age of Nationalism

1850-1914

In the years that followed the revolutions of 1848, Western society progressively developed,
for better or worse, an effective organizing principle capable of coping with the many-
sided challenges of the unfinished industrial and political revolutions and the emerging
urban society. That principle was nationalism — mass identification with the nation-state.
Just as industrialization and urbanization had brought vast changes to class relations,
family lifestyles, and science and culture, the triumph of nationalism remade territorial
boundaries and forged new relations between the nation-state and its citizens.

The rise of nationalism and the nation-state, enormously significant historical devel-
opments, was by no means completely predictable. Nationalism had been a powerful force
since at least 1789, but the goal of creating independent nation-states, inhabited by people
sharing a common ethnicity, language, history, and territory, had repeatedly failed, most
spectacularly in the revolutions of 1848. By 1914, however, most Europeans lived in nation-
states and the ideology of nationalism had become an almost universal faith in the West-
ernworld. The governments of the new nation-states took various forms, from conservative
authoritarianism to parliamentary monarchy to liberal republicanism. Whatever the politi-
cal system, in most cases the nation-state became increasingly responsive to the needs of
its people, opening the political franchise and offering citizens at least rudimentary social
and economic benefits. At the same time, nationalism, which before 1848 appealed pri-
marily to liberals seeking political reform or national independence, had become a wide-
spread and ever more conservative ideology. At its worst, populists and fanatics eagerly
manipulated and sometimes abused the growing nationalist beliefs of ordinary people
to justify ekclusionary policies against Jews and other ethnic minorities, and to promote

expansionary projects in overseas colonies. ™
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Lifein the Age of Nationalism. Conscripts in an [talian village cheer a speech by a local dignitary as a soldier says
pod-byo to his family before joining the army in the field. This portrait pays homage to the [talian peasant, willing to
fight for his newborn country. This idealized scene depicts the changing relationship between state and citizen, as
nationaiism came to predominate at all levels of society. (De Agostini Picture Library/A. Dagli Orti/The Bridgeman Art Library)
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How did Napoleon 11l seek to reconcile popular and
conservative forces in an authoritarian nation-state?

How did conflict and war lead to the construction of
strong nation-states in Italy, Germany, and the United
States?
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toward modernization, and how successful were they?
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How did popular nationalism evolve in the last decades
of the nineteenth century?

Why did the socialist movement grow, and how
revolutionary was it?




Napoleon Ill in France

How did Napoleon |1l seek to reconcile popular
and conservative forces in an authoritarian
nation-state?

Early nationalism was generally liberal and idealistic and
often democratic and radical. Yet nationalism can also
flourish in authoritarian and dictatorial states, which
may be conservative, fascist, or communist, and which
may impose social and economic changes from above.
Napoleon Bonaparte’s France had already combined na-
tional feeling with authoritarian rule. Napoleon’s
nephew, Louis Napoleon, revived and extended this
merger.

France's Second Republic

Although Louis Napoleon Bonaparte had played no
part in French politics before 1848, universal male suf-
frage and widespread popular support gave him three
times as many votes as the four other presidential can-
didates combined in the French presidential election of
December 1848. This outcome occurred for several rea-
sons. First, he had the great name of his uncle, whom
romantics had transformed into a demigod after 1820.
Second, as Karl Marx stressed at the time, middle-class
and peasant property owners feared the socialist chal-

lenge of urban workers and the chaos of the re,
of 1848, and they wanted a tough ruler to prot
property and provide stability. Third, Louis N
enunciated a positive program for France in p
widely circulated before the election.

Above all, Louis Napoleon promoted 5 vision g
national unity and social progress. He believed (hy
government should represent the people and luzlp'
economically. But how could these tasks be gee
plished? Corrupt parliaments and political parties
not the answer, according to Louis Napoleon, Fie
politicians represented special-interest groups, pagy
larly middle-class ones. The answer was a strong,
authoritarian, national leader, like the first Nﬂpol‘_
whose efforts to provide jobs and stimulate the ¢
omy would serve all people, rich and poor. This Jey
would be linked to each citizen by direct demogpae
his sovereignty uncorrupted by politicians and legp
tive bodies. To the many common people who vop
for him, Louis Napoleon appeared to be a strong leadep:
and a forward-looking champion of popular interests,

Elected to a four-year term by an overwhelming:
majority, Louis Napoleon was required by the consgis:
tution to share power with the National Assembly,
which was overwhelmingly conservative. With some:
misgivings, he signed conservative-sponsored bills th:
increased greatly the role of the Catholic Church in’
primary and secondary education and deprived many:
poor people of the right to vote. He took these stepsiin;
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Paris in the Second Empire
The flash and glitter of
unprecedented prosperity
in the Second Empire come
alive in this vibrant
contemporary painting.
Writers and intellectuals
chat with elegant women
and trade witticisms with
financiers and government
officials at the Café Tortoni,
a favorite rendezvous for
fashionable society.
Horse-drawn omnibuses
with open top decks minglé
with cabs and private
carriages on the broad new

boulevard. (Musée de la Ville dé
Paris, Musée Carnavalet, Paris/
Giraudon/The Bridgeman Art
Library)



that the Assembly would vote
to pay his personal debts and
. the constitution so he could run
econd term.

851, after the Assembly failed
'.OP';mte with that last aim, Louis 1861
Jleon began to conspire with key
officers. On December 2, 1851, he
y dismissed the legislature and 1866
“ower in a coup d’état. There was
armed resistance in  Paris and
spread insurrection in the country-
southern France, but the army
ed these popular protests. Restor-
versal male suffrage and claiming
and above political bickering, Louis
oleon called on the French people,
e first Napoleon had done, to legal-
his actions. They did: 92 percent
1o make him president for ten
s A year later, 97 percent in a plebi-
made him hereditary emperor.
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Louis Napoleon—now
Emperor Napoleon T11— experienced 1905
both success and failure between 1852
and 1870, when he fell from power. [n
the 18505 his policies led to economic 1908
arowth. His government promoted the

proclaimed

new investment banks and massive rail-
tad consiruction that were at the heart
of the Industrial Revolution on the continent (see
Chapter 20). lc also fostered general economic expan-
sion through an ambitious program of public works,
which included rebuilding Paris to improve the urban
environment (sce Chapter 22). The profits of business
owners soared, rising wages of workers outpaced infla-
tion, and unemployment declined greatly.

Initially, Louis Napoleon’s hope that economic prog-
iess would reduce social and political tensions was at
least pariially realized. Until the mid-1860s he enjoyed
Support from France’s most dissatisfied group, the ur-
ban workers. Government regulation of pawnshops
‘1d support for credit unions and better working-class
h(‘USing were evidence of helpful reform in the 1850s.
¥-“ the 1860s Louis Napoleon granted workers the right
© form unions and the right to strike—important
ECongy
~ Acfir
Mperor, He alone chose his ministers, who had great
['l"t‘ctdmtx. of action. At the same time, Louis Napoleon

ic rights denied by carlier governments.
st, political power remained in the hands of the

Giricied bur did not abolish the newly reformed

A senibly, Members were

lected by universal male su [

1839-1876

1852-1870
1859-1870

1861-1865

1870-1871
1870-1878

Chronology

18805-1890s

1890-1900

1906-1914

frage every six years, a nd Louis Napoleon and his gov-
ernment took these elections very seriously. They tried
to entice notable people, even those who had opposed
the regime, to stand as government candidates in order
to expand the base of support. Morcover, the govern-
ment used its officials and appointed mayors to spread
the word that clection of the government’s candi-
cat of the opposition —would provide

dates——and def
roads, tax rebates, and a thousand other focal benefits.

In 1857 and again in 1863, Louis Napoleon’s sys-
tem worked brilliantly and produced overwhelming

electoral victories for government-backed candidaces.
In the 1860s, however, this electoral system gradually
disintegrated. A sincere nationalist, Napoleon  had
wanted to reorganize Europe on the principle of na-
tionality and gain influence and territory for France
and himself in the process. Instead, problems in Traly
and the rising power of Prussia led to increasing criti-
cism at home from his Catholic and nationalist sup-

porters. Wich increasing effectiveness, the middle-class
liberals who had always wanted a less au thoritarian re-

g?)il]'l (< (.1 (f)ll()l.].l'l(.T(Ti('I. |]|S I'l.lll'",'.
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756 Chapter 23 The Age of Nationalism

Napoleon was always sensitive to the public mood.
Public opinion, he once said, always wins the last vic-
tory, and he responded to critics with progressive liber-
alization. He gave the Assembly greater powers and
opposition candidates greater freedom, which they
used to good advantage. In 1869 the opposition, con-
sisting of republicans, monarchists, and liberals, polled
almost 45 percent of the vote.

The next year, a sick and weary Louis Napoleon
again granted France a new constitution, which com-
bined a basically patliamentary regime with a heredi-
tary emperor as chief of state. In a final plebiscite on the
eve of the disastrous war with Prussia (sce page 761),
7.5 million Frenchmen approved the new constitu-
tion—only 1.5 million opposed it. Napoleon III’s
attempt to reconcile a strong national state with uni-
versal male suffrage moved in an increasingly demo-
cratic direction.

Nation Building in Italy, Germany,
and the United States

How did conflict and war lead to the construction of

strong nation-states in Italy, Germany, and the United
States?

Louis Napoleon's triumph in 1848 and his authoritar-
ian rule in the 1850s provided the old ruling classes of
Europe with a new model in politics. Would the ex-
panding urban middle classes and even portions of the
working classes rally to a strong, conservative national
state that promised economic growth, social benefits,
and national unity, as in France? This was one of the
great political questions in the 1850s and 1860s. In
Europe, the national unification of Italy and Germany
offered a resounding answer. In the United States, na-
tion building marked by sectional differences over slav-
ery offered another.

Italy to 1850

Before 1850 Italy had never been united, The ltalian
peninsula was divided in the Middle Ages into compet-
ing city-states. A battleground for the Great Powers af.
ter 1494, Traly was reorganized in 1815 at the Congress
of Vienna into a hodgepodge of different seates. Aus-
trian foreign minister Prince Klemens von Metternich
captured the essence of the situation when he dis-
missed Italy as only “a geographical expression” (Map
23:1),

Between 1815 and 1848 the goal of a unified Italian
nation captured the imaginations of many Italians.

1850709
i,

There were three basic approaches. First, the p, dica], |
idealistic patriot Giuseppe Mazzini called fo o :
ized democratic republic based on univergg| male
frage and the will of the people. (See “Prisn.a;—y Sas
23.1: 'The Struggle for the Italian Nation,” page ?u .
. . : : '58))
Second, Vincenzo Gioberti, a Catholic priest, ol
for a federation of existing states under the presj
of a progressive pope. Many ltalians, thougl, log
to the autocratic kingdom of Sardinia-l’iednmm
leadershi p, much as many Germans looked ¢ Pr

This third alternative was strengthened by the |
ures of 1848, when Austria smashed Mazzini’s pery
canism. Sardinia’s king, Victor Emmanuel 1, crow,
in 1849, retained the liberal constitution granged
his father under duress the previous year. Thig cop,
tution combined a strong monarchy with a fajy degrep:
of civil liberties and parliamentary government, tho:g[i
deputies were elected by a limited franchise based op
income. To some of the Italian middle classes, Sarc[mj'i
appeared to be a liberal, progressive state ideally sujred
to drive Austria out of northern Italy and lead 1 united
Italy. By contrast, Mazzini's brand of democratic fe
publicanism seemed quixotic and too radical,

As for the papacy, the initial cautious support for
unification by Pius IX (pontificate 1846-1878) had
given way to hostility after he was temporarily driven
from Rome during the upheavals of 1848, For a long
generation, the papacy opposed not only national unjc
fication but also most modern trends. In 1864 in the:
Syllabus of Errors, Pius IX denounced rationalism, so-
cialism, separation of church and state, and religious:
liberty, denying that “the Roman pontiff can and ought
to reconcile and align himself with progress, liberal-
ism, and modern civilization,”

Cavour and Garibaldi in Italy

Sardinia had the good fortune of being led by a bril-
liant statesman, Count Camillo Benso di Cavour
(kuh-VOOR), from 1850 until his death in 1861. A
nobleman who made a substantial fortune in business
before entering politics, Cavour had limited and realis-
tic national goals. Until 1859 he sought unity only for
the states of northern and perhaps central Iraly in a
greatly expanded kingdom of Sardinia.

In the 1850s Cavour worked to consolidate Sat-
dinia as a liberal constitutional state capable of leading
northern ltaly. His program of building highways and
railroads, expanding civil liberties, and opposing cleri-
cal privilege increased support for Sardinia throughout
northern Italy. Yet Cavour realized that Sardinia could
not drive Austria out of the north without the help of
a powerful ally. Accordingly, he established a secret al-
liance with Napoleon 111 against Austria in July 1858,

Cavour then goaded Austria into attacking Sardinid
in 1859, and Louis Napoleon came to Sardinia’s de-



’u - 1914

After the Franco-Sardinian victory, Napoleon
" udden about-face. Worried by criticism from
. Catholics for supporting the pope’s declared
" he abandoned Cavour and made a compromise
e“vith the Austrians in July 1859. Sardinia would
e only Lombardy, the area around Milan, from
. The rest of Italy remained essentially un-
_ ed, Cavour resigned in a rage.
; et the skillful maneuvers of Cavour’s allies in the
Jerate nationalist movement salvaged his plans for
1 unification. While the war against Austria raged
the north, pro-Sardinian nationalists in Tuscany
sewhere in central ltaly encouraged popular re-
i that easily toppled their ruling princes. Using and
Lrolling this popular enthusiasm, middle-class na-
ist leaders in central Italy called for fusion with
Jinia. This was not at all what the Great Powers
sted, but the nationalists held firm. Returning to
er in eatly 1860, Cavour gained Napoleon 1ITs
port by ceding Savoy and Nice to France. The
ple of central Italy then voted overwhelmingly

L,

Map 23.1 The Unification of
Jtaly, 1859-1870

_ e leadership of Sardinia-
Piedmont, nationalist fervor,
and Garibaldi’s attack on the
fingdom of the Two Sicilies
iWere decisive factors in the
Aunification of Italy.

after unification
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to join a greatly enlarged kingdom of Sardinia under
Victor Emmanuel. Cavour had achieved his original
goal, a northern Italian state (see Map 23.1 ).

For superpatriots such as Giuseppe Garibaldi
(1807-1882), however, the job of unification was still
only half done. The son of a poor sailor, Garibaldi per-
sonified the romantic, revolutionary nationalism and
republicanism of Mazzini and
1848. Leading a corps of volun-
teers against Austria in 1859,
Garibaldi emerged in 1860 as an
independent force in Tralian poli-
tics.

Partly to use him and partly to
get rid of him, Cavour secretly supported Garibaldi’s
bold plan to “liberate” the Kingdom of the Two Si-
cilies. Landing in Sicily in May 1860, Garibaldi’s guer-
rilla band of a thousand Red Shirts captured the
imagination of the peasantry, which rose in bloody re-
bellion against their landlords. Outwitting the twenty-
thousand-man royal army, the guerrilla leader won

| Red Shirts The guerrilla

| army of Giuseppe Garibaldi,
who invaded Sicily in 1860
in an attempt to liberate it,
winning the hearts of the

| Sicilian peasantry.
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PRIMARY SOURCE 23.1

The Struggle for the Italian Nation

The leading prophet of Italian nationalism and unification be-
fore 1848, Giuseppe Mazzini founded a secret society called
Young Italy to fight for the unification of the ltalian states in a
democratic republic. This selection, from the chapter “Duties
Towards Your Country” in Mazzini’s best-known work, The
Duties of Man (1858), was addressed to Italian workingmen.

[ vour first Duties . . . are to Humanity. . . . But what can
each of you, with his isolated powers, do for the moral
improvement, for the progress of Humanity? . ..

God gave you the means of multiplying your forces
and your powers of action indefinitely when he gave you
a Country, when, like a wise overseer of labor, who distrib-
utes the different parts of the work according to the ca-
pacity of the workmen, he divided Humanity into distinct
groups upon the face of our globe, and thus ptanted the
seeds of nations. Evil governments have disfigured the
design of God, which you may see clearly marked out, as
far, at least, as regards Europe, by the courses of the great
rivers, by the lines of the lofty mountains, and by other
geographical conditions; they have disfigured it by con-
quest, by greed, by jealousy of the just sovereignty of oth-
ers; disfigured it so much that today there is perhaps no
nation except England and France whose confines corre-
spond to this design.

[These evil governments] did not, and they do not,
recognize any country except their own families and dy-
nasties, the egoism of caste. But the divine design will
infallibly be fulfilled. Natural divisions, the innate sponta-
neous tendencies of the peoples will replace the arbitrary
divisions sanctioned by evil governments. The map of
Europe will be remade. The Countries of the People will
rise, defined by the voice of the free, upon the ruins of the

battles, gained volunteers, and took Palermo. Then
Garibaldi and his men crossed to the mainland,
marched triumphantly toward Naples, and prepared to
attack Rome and the pope. The wily Cavour quickly
sent Sardinian forces to occupy most of the Papal
States (but not Rome) and to intercept Garibaldi.
Cavour realized that an attack on Rome would
bring war with France, and he feared Garibaldi’s radi-
calism and popular appeal. He immediately organized
a plebiscite in the conquered territories. Despite the
urging of some radical supporters, the patriotic Gari-
baldi did not oppose Cavour, and the people of the
south voted to join the kingdom of Sardinia. When
* Garibaldi and Victor Emmanuel II rode together
through Naples to cheering crowds, they symbolically
sealed the union of north and south, of monarch and
nation-state.

Countries of Kings and privileged castes. Betwegp, thesa
Countries there will be harmony and brotherhood, And
then the work of Humanity for the general amelioratjgp.
for the discovery and application of the real law of |ifg,
carried on in association and distributed according tq
local capacities, will be accomplished by peaceful and
progressive development.

Then each of you, strong in the affections and in the
aid of many millions of men speaking the same |anguage=-
endowed with the same tendencies, and educated by th';
same historic tradition, may hope by your personal effort
to benefit the whole of Humanity.

Without Country you have neither name, voice, nor
rights, no admission as brothers into the fellowship of
the Peoples. You are the bastards of Humanity. Soldiers
without a banner, .. . you will find neither faith nor pro--
tection. . .. Do not beguile yourselves with the hope of
emancipation from unjust social conditions if you do not
first conquer a Country for yourselves; where there is ng
Country there is no common agreement to which you can|
appeal; the egoism of self-interest rules alone, and he
who has the upper hand keeps it, since there is no com-
mon safeguard for the interests of all. B

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. What, according to Mazzini, are the sources of nationz_a__i_
belonging? How does he express the main ideas of
liberal nationalism?

2. How do Mazzini's ideas on nationhood compare to
those of Ernest Renan (see page 777)?

Source: G. Mazzini, The Duties of Man and Other Essays (London: J. M. Dent and
Sons, 1907), pp. 51-54,

Cavour had successfully controlled Garibaldi and:
turned popular nationalism in a conservative direc-
tion. The new kingdom of Italy, which expanded o
include Venice in 1866 and Rome in 1870, was a par-
liamentary monarchy under Victor Emmanuel 11, nei-
ther radical nor fully democratic. Only a half million”
out of 22 million Tralians had the right to vote, and the
propertied classes and the common people remained
divided. A great and growing social and cultural gaP
also separated the progressive, industrializing notth
from the stagnant, agrarian south. The new Iraly w2
united on paper, but profound divisions remained.

Growing Austro-Prussian Rivalry

In the aftermath of 1848 the German states Wefe
locked in a political stalemate. After Austria and Russt
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blocked Prussian king Frederick William IV’s attempt
1850 to unify Germany, tension grew between Aus-
aand Prussia as they struggled to dominate the Ger-
‘man Confederation (seec Chapter 21).

Economic differences exacerbated this rivalry. Aus-
ria had not been included in the German Customs
wninn, or Zollverein (TZOLE-fur-ayne), when it was
founded in 1834 to stimulate trade and increase state
Ievenues, By the end of 1853 Austria was the only state
I the German Confederation outside the union. As
hiddle-class and business groups profited from partici-
Pation in the Zollverein, Prussia’s leading role within
31' le customs union gave it a valuable advantage in its
Struggle against Austria.

AP | .Prussia had emerged from the upheavals of 1848
reh With a weak parliament, which was in the hands of the
yas

:("’.‘f'eﬁll'hy liberal middle class by 1859. Longing for na-
tional ynification, these middle-class representatives
Wanted to establish once and for all that the parliament,
not the king, "held ultimate political power, including
control of the army. At the same time, the national
Uprising in Iraly in 1859 made a profound impression

ia on Prussia’s tough-minded William I (r. 1861-1888).

Garibaldi and Victor Emmanuel Il The historic meeting in Naples between the leader of Italy’s revolution-

ationalists and the king of Sardinia sealed the unification of northern and southern [taly. With the sleeve
his red shirt showing, Garibaldi offers his hand —and his conquests —to the uniformed king and his
p‘_tlerate monarchical government. (Palazzo Pubblico, Siena, Italy/The Bridgeman Art Library)

Convinced that great political change and war—
perhaps with Austria, perhaps with France—were
quite possible, William I and his top military advisers
pushied to raise taxes and increase the defense budget
in order to double the size of the army. The Prussian
parliament rejected the military budget in 1862, and the
liberals triumphed completely in new elections. King
William then appointed Count Otto von Bismarck as
Prussian prime minister and encouraged him to defy
the parliament. This was a momentous choice.

Bismarck and the
Austro-Prussian War

The most important figure in German history between
Martin Luther and Adolf Hitler, Otto von Bismarck
(1815-1898) has been the object of enormous interest
and debate. A great hero to some and a great villain to
others, Bismarck was above all a master of practical
politics who first honed his political skills as a high-
ranking diplomat for the Prussian government. Born
into the Prussian landowning aristocracy and devoted
to his sovereign, Bismarck had a strong personality
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Map 23.2 The Unification of Germany, 1864-1871

4 I This map shows how Prussia expanded and a new German Empire was created through the Austro-Prussian
War of 1866 and the Franco-Prussian War of 1870-1871.
ANALYZING THE MmAP What losses did Austria experience in 18662 What territories did France lose as a
| result of the Franco-Prussian War?
‘ i coNNECTIONS How was central Europe remade and the power of Prussia-Germany greatly increased as a

| [ result of the Austro-Prussian War and the Franco-Prussian War?

and an unbounded desire for power. Yet in his drive  government would rule without parliamentary consent
to secure power for himself and for Prussia, Bismarck  he lashed out at the liberal middle-class oppositiont

| remained extraordinarily flexible and pragmatic.  “Ihe great questions of the day will not be decided b)’:

' Keeping his options open, Bismarck moved with  speeches and resolutions—that was the blunder o8
determination and cunning toward his goal. 1848 and 1849 —but by blood and iron.”

When he took office as prime minister in 1862, in Denounced by liberals for his view that “might

| the midst of the constitutional crisis caused by the dead-  makes right,” Bismarck had the Prussian bureaucracy

Il lock on the military budget, Bismarck made a strong  go right on collecting taxes, even though the parliament
but unfavorable impression. Declaring that William’s  refused to approve the budget. Bismarck also reorga™”
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¢ army. And for four years, from 1862 to 18606,
et continued t{? c)'([?ress their op}?osition by send-
. large liberal majorities to the parliament.
(pposition at home spurred Bismarck to search for

&5 abroad. The extremely complicated question of
eswig-Holstein—two provinces that belonged to
.nmark but were members of the German Confed-
on (Map 23.2)—provided a welcome opportu-
In 1864, when the Danish king tried, as he had
48, to bring these two provinces into a more cen-
od Danish state against the will of the German
federation, Prussia enlisted Austria in a short and
«ssful war against Denmark.
ismarck, however, was convinced that Prussia had
' control completely the northern, predominantly
Protestant part of the confederation, which meant ex-
ng Austria from German affairs. After the victory
Denmark, Bismarck’s clever maneuvering left Prus-
1in a position to force Austria out by war. Recogniz-
- that such a war would have to be localized to avoid
ovoking a larger European alliance against Prussia,
Pismarck skillfully neutralized Russia and France.

The Austro-Prussian War of 1866 that followed
asted only seven weeks. Using railroads to quickly mo-
bilize troops, who were armed with new and more ef-
ficient breech-loading rifles, the Prussian army defeated
tria decisively at the Battle of Sadowa (SAH-daw-
Wah) in Bohemia on July 3. Anticipating Prussia’s fu-
ture needs, Bismarck offered Austria generous peace
terms. Austria paid no reparations and lost no territory
0 Prussia, although Venetia was ceded to Italy. But
E_I}jf existing German Confederation was dissolved, and
Austria agreed to withdraw from German affairs. Prus-
sia conquered and annexed several small states north
of the Main River and completely dominated the re-
maining principalities in the newly formed North Ger-
man Confederation. The mainly Catholic states of the
South remained independent but allied with Prussia.
Bismarcl’s fundamental goal of Prussian expansion
Was partially realized (see Map 23.2).

vod th

Taming the
Cerman Parliament

Bismarck had long been convinced that the old order
! €50 ardently defended would have to make peace, on
! F’f'OWn terms, with the liberal middle class and nation-
ists. Impressed with Napoleon III's example, he real-
Hed that nationalists were not necessarily hostile to
Onservative, authoritarian government. Moreover, the
'_’"‘C“l':i of 1848 convinced Bismarck that the German
leddk‘ class could be led to prefer national unity un-
1 conservative leadership rather than a long, uncer-
J" battle for truly liberal institutions. Thus during the
'Fstl‘iun war, he increasingly identified Prussia’s fate
With the “national development of Germany.”

Nation Building in Italy, Germany, and the United States

To consolidate Prussian control, Bismarck fashioned
a federal constitution for the new North German Con-
federation. Fach state retained its own local govern-
ment, but the king of Prussia became president of
the confederation, and the chancellor— Bismarck—
was responsible only to the president. The federal gov-
ernment— William I and Bismarck— controlled the
army and foreign affairs. There was also a legislature
with members of the lower house elected by universal
male suffrage. With this radical innovation, Bismarck
opened the door to popular participation and the
possibility of going over the head of the middle class
directly to the people, as Napoleon III had done in
France. All the while, however, ultimate power rested
in the hands of the Prussian king and army.

In Prussia itself, Bismarck held out an olive branch
to the parliamentary opposition. Marshaling all his
diplomatic skill, Bismarck asked the patliament to pass
a special indemnity bill to approve after the fact all the
government’s spending between 1862 and 1866. With
German unity in sight, most of the liberals eagerly co-
operated. The constitutional struggle in Prussia ended,
and the German middle class came to accept the mo-
narchical authority that Bismarck represented.

The Franco-Prussian War

The final act in the drama of German unification fol-
lowed quickly. Bismarck calculated that a patriotic war
with France would drive the south German states into
his arms. Taking advantage of a diplomatic issue—
whether a distant relative of Prussia’s William I might
become king of Spain— Bismarck pressed France. By
1870 the French leaders of the Second Empire, goaded
by Bismarck and alarmed by their powerful new neigh-
bor, declared war to teach Prussia a lesson.

As soon as war began, Bismarck had the whole-
hearted support of the south German states. While
other governments maintained their neutrality—
Bismarck’s generosity to Austria in 1866 paid big divi-
dends— German forces under Prussian leadership
decisively defeated the main French army at Sedan on
September 1, 1870. Louis Napoleon himself was cap-
tured and humiliated. Three days later, French patriots
in Paris proclaimed yet another French republic and
vowed to continue fighting. But after five months, in
January 1871, a besieged and starving Paris surrendered,
and France accepred Bismarck’s harsh peace terms.

By this time, the south German states had agreed to
join a new German Empire. With Bismarck by his
side, William I was proclaimed emperor of Germany
in the Hall of Mirrors in the palace of Versailles. As in
the 1866 constitution, the king of Prussia and his min-
isters had ultimate power in the new German Empire,
and the lower house of the legislature was elected by
universal male suffrage.
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Proclaiming the German Empire, January 1871
This commemorative painting by Anton von
Werner testifies to the nationalistic
intoxication in Germany after the
victory over France at Sedan.
William | of Prussia stands on a
platform surrounded by princes
and generals in the famous Hall

of Mirrors in the palace of
Versailles, while officers from all
the units around a besieged Paris
cheer and salute him with

uplifted swords as emperor of a
unified Germany. Bismarck, in
white (center), stands between
king and army. (akg-images)

Bismarck imposed a severe penalty on France: pay-
ment of a colossal indemnity of 5 billion francs and
loss of the rich eastern province of Alsace and part of
Lorraine to Germany. French men and women of all
classes viewed these territorial losses as a terrible crime.
They could never forget and never forgive, poisoning
relations between France and Germany after 1871.

The Franco-Prussian War, which many Europeans
saw as a test of nations in a pitiless Darwinian struggle
for existence, released an enormous surge of patriotic
feeling in the German Empire. Bismarck’s genius, the
invincible Prussian army, the solidarity of king and
people in a unified nation—such themes grew im-
mensely popular with many German citizens during
and after the war. The weakest of the Great Powers in
1862, Prussia with united Germany had become the
most powerful state in Europe in less than a decade,
and most Germans were enormously proud. Semi-
authoritarian nationalism and a new conservatism,
based on an alliance of the landed nobles and middle
classes, had triumphed in Germany.

Slavery and Nation Building
in the United States

The United States also experienced a process of bloody
nation building. Nominally united, the country was

aibe,

divided by slavery from its birth, and economic devel-
opment in the young republic carried free and slave-
holding states in very different directions. Northerners
extended family farms westward and began building:
English-model factories in the northeast. By 1850 an
industrializing, urbanizing North was also building cas
nals and railroads and attracting most of the European
immigrants arriving in the nation.

In sharp contrast, industry and cities developed
more slowly in the South, and European immigrants:
largely avoided the region. Even though three-quartes:
of all Southern white families were small farmers and
owned no slaves, plantation owners holding twenty 0f
more slaves dominated the economy and society. Thes¢:
profit-minded slave owners used gangs of black slaves
to establish a vast plantation economy across the Deep
South, where cotton was king (Map 23.3). By 1850:
the region produced 5 million bales a year, supplying
textile mills in Europe and New England.

The rise of the cotton empire greatly ex p:mdﬁd
slave-based agriculture in the South, spurred L'X}-"Ol't:“"
and played a key role in igniting rapid U.S. economi®
growth. The large profits flowing from cotton led i1”
fluential Southerners to defend slavery. In doing 1_‘0’
Southern whites developed a strong cultural idctl“‘t'l"
and came to see themselves as a closely knit “we” dis-
tinct from the Northern “they.” Because Northe!™
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Ma 23,3 Slavery in the United States, 1860 This map shows the nation on the eve of the Civil
‘War. Although many issues contributed to the developing opposition between North and South,
slavery was the fundamental, enduring issue that underlay all others. Lincoln's prediction, I believe
this government cannot endure permanently half slave and half free,” tragically proved correct.

whites viewed their free-labor system as more just, and
economically and morally superior to slavery, North-
South antagonisms intensified.

Tensions reached a climax after 1848 when the
United States gained through war with Mexico a vast
e strecching from west Texas to the Pacific Ocean.
Debate over the extension of slavery in this new territory
:hﬂrdencd attitudes on both sides. Abraham Lincoln’s

istics of American life and national
culture took shape. Powerful busi-
ness corporations emerged, stead-
fastly supported by the Republican
Party during and after the war. The
Homestead Act of 1862, which
gave western land to settlers, and the
Thirteenth Amendment of 1865,

Homestead Act An
American law enacted
during the Civil War that
gave western land to
settlers, reinforcing the
concept of free labor in a
market economy.

I_?Ilection as president in 1860 gave
Southern  secessionists the chance
they had been waiting for. Deter-
?{hi“ﬁd to win independence, eleven
States left the Union and formed the
Confederage States of America.

The resulting Civil War (1861-
IIS(’S), the bloodiest conflict in
American history, ended with the
2outh decigively defeated and the
Union preserved. In the aftermath of
e war, cerrain dominant character-

which ended slavery, reinforced the
concept of free labor taking its
chances in a market economy. Fi-
nally, the success of Lincoln and the
North in holding the Union together
seemed to confirm that the “manifest
destiny” of the United States was in-
deed to straddle a continent as a great
world power. Thus a new American
nationalism, grounded in economic
and terrirorial expansion, grew out of

U.S. Secession, 1860-1861 a civil war.

763




Crimean War A conflict
fought between 1853 and
1856 over Russian desires
to expand into Ottoman
territory; Russia was
defeated by France, Britain,
and the Ottomans, under- ments, from radical Marxists
scoring the need for reform
in the Russjan empire.

Chapter 23 The Age of Nationalism

The Modernization of
Russia and the
Ottoman Empire

What steps did Russia and the Ottoman Turks
take toward modernization, and how successful
were they?

The Russian and the Ottoman Empires experienced
profound political crises in the mid-nineteenth cen-
tury, These crises differed from those occurring in ltaly
and Germany, for both empires were vast multinational
states built on long traditions of military conquest and
absolutist rule by elites from the

8501978
The Crimean War (1853-1856) grew out of n
breakdown of the European balance of power cqt;;J

lished at the Congress of Vienna (see Chapter 21), .
eral Great Power competition over the Middle Easlt’gsn&:
Russian desires to expand into the European [‘:""itUr?.“:
of the Ottoman Empire. An immediate RLISS]&?
French dispute over the protection of Christian s}, ““&l:
in Jerusalem sparked the conflict. Famous for incom.
petent leadership on all sides, the war revealed the gy
some power of modern weaponry, particularly aril|eg,
in ways that anticipated the U.S. Civil War. M‘rlss.lvé
naval engagements, doomed cavalry charges, and sz
gering casualties— Russia alone lost about 4 5‘.]-.(-)06
soldiers— captured the imagination of home-front gyu
diences, who followed events in the national press, By
1856 France and Great Britain, aided by the Otmm#n:q
Empire and Sardinia, had decisivel}}%

dominant Russians and Ottoman The Crimean War, 1853-1856  defeated Russia.

Turks. In the early nineteenth cen- A

. . K 4% Maijor batile
tury the governing elites in bothem- .
pires strongly opposed representative |
government and national indepen-

dence for ethnic minorities, concen-
trating on absolutist rule and
competition with other Great Pow-
ers. For both states, however, relent-
less power politics led to serious
trouble. Their leaders recognized that
they had to embrace the process of
modernization, defined narrowly as
the economic, military, and social-
political reforms that might enable a
country to compete effectively with
leading European nations.

The “Great Reforms” in Russia

In the 1850s Russia was a poor agrarian society with a
rapidly growing population. Almost 90 percent of the
people lived off the land, and industrialization devel-
oped slowly. (See “Living in the Past: Peasant Life in
Post-Reform Russia,” page 766.) Bound to the lord
from birth, the peasant serf was
little more than a slave, and by
the 1840s serfdom had become a
central moral and political issue
for the government. The slow
pace of modernization encour-
aged the growth of protest move-

clamoring for socialist revolution
to middle-class intellectuals who
sought a liberal constitutional
state. Then a humiliating Russian defeat in the
Crimean War underscored the need for modernizing
reforms.

The war convinced Russia’s leaders
RUSSIAN that they had fallen behind the in-
BRI dustrializing nations of western Ey-
rope. At the very least, Russia needed
railroads, better armaments, and
military reform to remain a Great
Power. Moreover, the disastrous war
raised the specter of massive peasant
rebellion, making reform of serfdom
imperative. Military disaster forced
liberal-leaning Tsar Alexander II (k.
1855-1881) and his ministers along
the path of rapid social change and
modernization.

In a bold move, Alexander IT abol-
ished serfdom in 1861. About 22
million emancipated peasants re-
ceived citizenship rights and the chance to purchase;
on average, about half of the land they cultivated. Yet
they had to pay fairly high prices, and because the land
was to be owned collectively, each peasant village was
iointly responsible for the payments of all the families:
in the village. Collective ownership made it difficult
for individual peasants to improve agricultural meth=
ods or leave their villages. Thus old patterns of behav-
ior predominated, limiting the effects of reform.

Most of Alexander ITs later reforms were also half-
way measures, In 1864 the government established 2
new institution of local government, the Zemsvor
Members of this local assembly were elected by a three:
class system of townspeople, peasant villagers, am%
noble landowners. A zemstvo executive council dealt
with local problems, Russian liberals hoped that this
reform would lead to an elected national parliaments
but it did not. The zemstvos remained subordinate 1@
the traditional bureaucracy and the local nobility: In
addition, changes to the legal system established inde”
pendent courts and equality before the law. The gov*
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- ment relaxed but did not remove censorship, and
ymewhat liberalized policies toward Russian Jews.
" Russian efforts to promote economic modernization
roved more successful. Transportation and industry,
|y vital to the military, were transformed in two in-
erial surges. The first came after 1860, when the
ernment encouraged and subsidized private railway
panies. The railroads enabled Russia to export
in and thus earn money to finance further develop-
t. Industrial suburbs grew up around Moscow and
Petersburg, and a class of modern factory workers
n to take shape. Industrial development and the
growing proletariat class helped spread Marxist thought
and spurred the transformation of the Russian revolu-
fonary movement after 1890.
* Strengthened by industrial development, Russia
g_j;gan seizing territory in far eastern Siberia, on the
border with China; in Central Asia, north of Afghani-
sean; and in the Islamic lands of the Caucasus. The
tapid expansion of the Russian empire to the south
and east excited ardent Russian nationalists and supet-
patriots, who became some of the government’s most
enthusiastic supporters. Alexander 11 also suppressed
nationalist movements among Poles, Ukrainians, and
Baltic peoples on the western borders of the empire.
~ Alexander IT's political reforms outraged reactionar-
fes but never went far enough for liberals and radicals.
In 1881 a member of the “People’s Will,” a small anar-
chist group, assassinated the tsar, and the era of reform
‘came to an abrupt end. The new tsar, Alexander III
(r. 1881-1894), was a determined reactionary. Never-
theless, from 1890 to 1900 economic modernization
and industrialization surged ahead for the second
time, led by Sergei Witte (suhr-GAY VIH-tuh), the
tough, competent finance minister from 1892 to 1903.
Inspired by the writings of Friedrich List (see Chap-
ter 20), Witte believed that industrial backwardness
threatened Russia’s greatness. Under his leadership, the
government doubled the network of state-owned rail-
‘ways to thirty-five thousand miles. Witte established
high protective tariffs to support Russian industry, and
he put the country on the gold standard to strengthen
Russian finances.
Witte's greatest innovation was to use Westerners to

f- catch up with the West. He encouraged foreigners to
a build factories in Russia, believing that “the inflow of
0. fﬁreign capital is . . . the only way by which our indus-
e try will be able to supply our country quickly with
d abundant and cheap products.” His efforts to entice
ilo Western Europeans to locate their factories in Russia
1is Were especially successful in southern Russia, There, in
16 Gastern Ukraine, foreign entrepreneurs and engineers
€0 _h'_llilt an enormous and very modern steel and coal in-
In -gd-UStl‘y. In 1900 peasants still constituted the great ma-

_f_jﬁ_"il')’ of the population, but Russia was catching up
With the more industrialized West.
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The Russian Revolution of 1905

Catching up partly meant further territorial expan-
sion, for this was the age of Western imperialism. By
1903 Russia had established a sphere of influence in
Chinese Manchuria and was eyeing northern Korea,
which put Russia in conflict with the goals of an equally
imperialistic Japan. When Tsar Nicholas II (r. 1894—
1917), who replaced his father in 1894, ignored their
diplomatic protests, the Japanese launched a surprise
attack in February 1904. After Japan scored repeated
victories, which included annihilating a Russian fleer,
Russia surrendered in September 1905.

Once again, military disaster abroad brought politi-
cal upheaval at home. The business and professional
classes had long wanted a lib- _ :
eral, representative govern- [ VB of peasond unrest ?“

# Major strikes and mulinies .

ment. Urban factory workers : . =
were organized in a radical s ‘?‘?\“y 8
and still-illegal labor move- StPetersburg . o
ment. Peasants had gained Ty
little from the era of reforms
and suffered from poverty and
overpopulation. At the same
time, the empire’s minorities

and subject nationalities, such ;

¢ » W,
I “RUSSTA
Wartaw

as the Poles, the Ukrainians,
and the Latvians, continued &
to call for self-rule. With the The Russian
army pinned down in Man- peayolution of
churia, all these currents of 1905
discontent converged in the

revolution of 1905.

On a Sunday in January 1905, a massive crowd of
workers and their families converged peacefully on the
Winter Palace in St. Petersburg to present a petition
to Nicholas TI. Suddenly troops opened fire, killing
and wounding hundreds. The Bloody Sunday massa-
cre produced a wave of general
indignation that turned many
Russians against the tsar. (See
“Primary Source 23.2: Eyewitness
Accounts of Bloody Sunday,”
page 768.)

By the summer of 1905 strikes
and political rallies, peasant up-
risings, revolts among minority
nationalities, and mutinies by
troops were sweeping the coun-
try. The revolutionary surge cul-
minated in October 1905 in a
paralyzing general strike that
forced the government to capitu-
late. The tsar then issued the Octo-
ber Manifesto, which granted
full civil rights and promised a

Bloody Sunday A massacre
of peaceful protesters at
the Winter Palace in

St. Petersburg in 1905,
triggering a revolution that
overturned absolute tsarist
rule and made Russia into a
conservative constitutional
monarchy.

October Manifesto The
result of a paralyzing general
strike in October 1905, a
Russian decree that granted
full civil rights and promised
a popularly elected Duma
(parliament) with real
legislative power.
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Peasant Life in Post-Reform Rus%ia

sian peasants from their noble lords but tied them to

their villages, preserved traditional peasant life until
the massive industrial surge of the 1890s. Most peasant
families continued to live in one- or two-story log cabins
strung out along the village’s wide dirt road. A cabin typically
had a single living room, a storage roorm (sometimes shared
with animals), and a shallow cellar. Simple furniture —a
table, benches, storage shelves—was complemented by a
large, flat brick oven that was used both for caoking and as
a surface for sleeping. On Sundays villagers attended a long
Orthodox service in their wooden church, often followed in
summer by socializing with family and friends, drinking tea

The cautious emancipation of 1861, which freed Rus-

and mild homemade ale, telling stories, and playing the .
ditional stringed instrument, the balalaika. i
In contrast to western Europe, where women had almogt
never done heavy field work, Russian peasant women gl
took part in the hard work of plowing, planting, and har
ing. Infertile soil, sparse population, simple hand togls
short growing seasons demanded intense physical eff
from all family members to get the crops planted and f
vested before the first hard freeze and the long brutal wjps
ter. Since peasant land, after emancipation, was owned by
the entire village, with each family allotted its share of tﬁ‘
long strips of land according to its size, fields had no fences
marking off private property, which did not exist. 1
Russian peasants typically needed ad-
ditional, nonagricultural, income to SU.F-J'
plement the wages they made growing!
crops. Thus both men and women en-
gaged in many crafts and trades, of which*
weaving, pottery, embroidery, hauling,

In this photograph

(ca. 1875), members ofa
Russian family gather
outside a typical peasant
cabin to enjoy a Sunday
break from their labors. The
man at the rear is playinga:
song on a balalaika, a
three-stringed Russian folk:
instrument similar to @

guitar (pictured left). (family:
The Granger Collection, New York;
balalaika: Museum of Fine Arts,
Boston/Lebrecht)
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|Russian agriculture depended on the contribution of women and girls, as this photograph attests. (The Granger Collection, New York)

ers, like this peasant barrel maker with his birch-bark
oes and homemade leggings, used an abundant raw
erial to fashion elaborate dolls and attractive wooden
tableware as well as workaday items. Peasants also went to
fowns and cities for temporary work, and many settled there
permanently as industrial workers in the 1890s.

logging, and carpentry were particularly important. Wood- !

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. How did the abolition of serfdom affect peasant life in
1 Russia?
2. What role did peasant women play in Russian agricul
L ture? Why?
13, How did Russian peasants interact with their environ-
ment? In what ways did their environment influence
peasants’ lives?

This 1895 photo of a barrel maker
and the image of the antique wooden
nesting dolls highlight the importance
of woodworking as a source of second-

ary income for Russian peasants. (barrel
maker; akg-images; nesting dollst Sergiev Posad Tay
Museum, Sergiey Posad, Russia, Photo RKB1Z)




Duma The Russian
parliament that opened in
1906, elected indirectly by
universal male suffrage but
controlled after 1907 by the
tsar and the conservative

classes.
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PRIMARY SOURCE 23.2

Newspaper reporters for the Times and Le Matin expressed
shock at the rapid outbreak of deadly violence on Bloody
Sunday (January 22, 1905), one of the events that sparked
the Russian Revolution of 1905. The Cossacks referred to in
the Times account were soldiers recruited from Russia’s
southern steppes. Father Gapon, also mentioned in that
report, was an Orthodox priest who led the march.

From the Times (London)

[ Event has succeeded event with such bewildering ra-
pidity that the public is staggered and shocked beyond
measure. The first trouble began at 11 o'clock, when the
military tried to turn back some thousands of strikers at
one of the bridges . .. where the constant flow of work-
men pressing forward refused to be denied access to the
common rendezvous in the Palace Square. The Cossacks
at first used their knouts [whips}, then the flat of their
sabers, and finally they fired. The strikers in the front
ranks fell on their knees and implored the Cossacks to
let them pass, protesting that they had no hostile inten-
tions. They refused, however, to be intimidated by blank
cartridges, and orders were given to load with ball.

The passions of the mob broke loose like a bursting
dam. The people, seeing the dead and dying carried away
in all directions, the snow on the streets and pavements
soaked with blood, cried aloud for vengeance. Meanwhile
the situation at the Palace was becoming momentarily
worse. The troops were reported to be unable to control
the vast masses which were constantly surging forward.
Re-enforcements were sent, and at 2 o'clock here also
the order was given to fire. Men, women, and children
fell at each volley, and were carried away in ambulances,
sledges, and carts. The indignation and fury of every class
were aroused. Students, merchants, all classes of the pop-
ulation alike were inflamed. At the moment of writing,
firing is going on in every quarter of the city.

popularly elected Duma (or parliament) with real legis-
lative power. The manifesto split the opposition. Fright-
ened middle-class leaders embraced it, which helped
the government repress the popular uprising and sur-
vive as a constitutional monarchy.

On the eve of the opening of
the first Duma in May 1906, the
government issued the new con-
stitution, the Fundamental Laws.
The tsar retained great powers.
The Duma, elected indirectly by
universal male suffrage with 2

Eyewitness Accounts of Bloody Sunday

Father Gapon, marching at the head of a large bOdy' b,
workmen, carrying a cross and other religious emblem -
was wounded in the arm and shoulder. The two forceg ne
workmen are now separated. Those on the other sidg gf
the river are arming with swords, knives, and smithg’ ,_,‘r;
carpenters’ tools, and are busy erecting barricades. The:
troops are apparently reckless, firing right and left, v;;_f]tﬁ
or without reason. The rioters continue to appeal to them
saying, “You are Russians! Why play the part of blopd-
thirsty butchers?” ...

A night of terror is in prospect. ]

From Le Matin (Paris)
[ The soldiers of the Preobrazhensky regiment, withoy
any summons to disperse, shoot down the unfortunate
people as if they were playing at bloodshed. Several hups
dred fall; more than a hundred and fifty are killed. They
are almost all children, women, and young people. It is
terrible. Blood flows on all sides. At 5 o'clock the crowd
i driven back, cut down and repelled on all sides. The
people, terror-stricken, fly in every direction. Scared
women and children slip, fall, rise to their feet, only to
fall again farther on. At this moment a sharp word of
command is heard and the victims fall en masse. There
had been no disturbances to speak of. The whole crowd
is unarmed and has not uttered a single threat. )

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. Can you begin to reconstruct the events of Bloody
Sunday from these reports? Who seems to be respon:
sible for the violence?

2. Did popular protest help ordinary people win rights
from the Russian state?

Source: James Harvey Robinson and Charles Beard, eds., Readings in Modern
European History, vol. 2 (Boston: Ginn and Company, 1909), pp. 373-374.

largely appointive upper house, could debate and pass
laws, but the tsar had an absolute veto. Asin Bismafclfs-:'-
Germany, the tsar appointed his ministers, who did
not need to command a majority in the Duma.

The predominantly middle-class liberals, the 1arg:
est group in the newly elected Duma, saw the Ful™
damental Laws as a step backward. Cooperation wit
Nicholas II's ministers soon broke down, and 2 ¢
months of deadlock the tsar dismissed the Dumés
Thereupon he and his reactionary advisers unilacerdi
rewrote the electoral law, increasing greatly the welght
of the conservative propertied classes. When new elee?



bgs0-1914

L ong were held, the tsar could count on a loyal legis-
{acive majoricy- His government then pushed through
b ortant agrarian reforms designed to break down
Lollective village ownership of land and encourage the
hmore enterprising peasants—a “wager on the strong”
| cant to encourage cconomic growth. In 1914, on the
e of the First World War, Russia was partially mod-
anized; @ conservative constitutional monarchy with a
peasin t.based but industrializing economy.

Reform and Readjustment
in the Ottoman Empire

By the carly nineteenth century the economic and
political changes reshaping Europe were also at play
in the Ortoman Empire, which strerched around the
portheastern, eastern, and southern shores of the Med-
ljterrancan Sea. The borderlands of this vast empire
experienced constant flux and conflict. Russia had oc-
cupied Otroman provinces on the Danube River in the
fast decades of the cighteenth century and grabbed
more during the Napoleonic Wars. In 1 816 the Otto-
mans were forced to grant Setbia local autonomy. In
1830 the Greeks won independence, and French
atmies began their long and bloody takeover of Otto-
man Algeria. Yet the Ottomans achieved important
victories during the same decades. Egyptian forces un-
der the leadership of Muhammad Ali, the Ottoman
restored order in the Islamic holy

governor in Egypt,
significant portions of Sudan,

lands and conquered
south of Egypt.
Muhammad Ali, a ruthless and intelligent soldier-
politician, ruled Egypt in the name of the Ottoman
sultan from 1805 to 1848. His modernizing reforms of
agriculture, industry, and the military (see Chapter 24)
helped turn Egypt into the most powerful state in the
‘eastern Mediterranean. In time, his growing strength
directly challenged the Ottoman sultan and Istanbul’s
ruling clite. From 1831 to 1840 Egyptian troops under
the leadership of Muhammad Ali’s son Ibrahim occu-
pled and governed the Ottoman province of Syria and
Palestine, and threatened to depose the Ottoman sul-
tan Mahmud 11 (r. 1808-1839).

This conflict forced the Ottcomans to seck European
Support. Mahmud IT's dynasty survived, but only be-
tause the Buropean powers, led by Britain, allied with

d the Ortomans to discipline Muham mad Ali. The Euro-
Pean powers preferred a weak and dependent Ottoman
5 Empire (o a strong, economically independent state
F under a dynamic leader such as Muhammad Ali.
b Faced with growing European military and eco-
2 Nomic competifiou, in 1839 liberal Ottoman states-
2 fien Jaunched an era of radical reforms known as the
ly TaHZi mat, or Rcm'g,ani-;,:ltiun." The Tanzimar reforms
ht Were designed to modetnize the empire and borrowed
¢ from western European models. The high point of re-
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form came when the new liberal-minded sultan, Abdul
Mejid (r. 1839-1861), issued the Imperial Rescript of
1856, just after the Crimean War. Articles in the de-
cree called for equality before the law regardless of reli-
gious faith, a modernized administration and army,
and private ownership of land. As part of the reform
policy, and under economic pressure from the Euro-
pean powers that had paid for the empire’s war against
Russia in Crimea, Ottoman leaders adopted free-trade
policies. New commercial laws removed tariffs on for-
eign imports and permitted foreign merchants to oper-
ate freely throughout the empire.

The turn to nineteenth-century liberal capitalism
had mixed effects. On one hand, with the growth of
Western-style banking and insurance systems, elite
Christian and Jewish businessmen in the empire pros-
pered. Yet the bulk of the profits went to foreign inves-
tors rather than Ottoman subjects. More importantly,
the elimination of traditional state-controlled monop-
olies sharply cut imperial revenues. In 1851 Sultan
Mejid was forced to borrow 55 million francs from
British and French bankers to cover state deficits.
Other loans followed, and intractable indebredness led
to the bankruptcy of the Ottoman state two decades
later.

Intended to bring revolutionary modernization, the
Tanzimat permitted partial recovery but fell short of its
goals. The Ortoman initiatives did not curtail the ap-
petite of Western imperialism, which secured a stran-
glehold on the imperial economy via issuing loans. The
reforms also failed to halt the growth of nationalism
among some Christian subjects in the Balkans, which
resulted in crises and increased pressure from neigh-
boring Austria and Russia, eager to gain access to the

Balkans and the eastern Mediterranean.

Finally, equality before the law for all citizens, regard-
less of religious affiliation, actually increased religious
disputes, which were often encouraged and manipu-
lated by the European powers eager to seize any pretext
for intervention. This development embittered rela-
tions between religious conservatives and social liber-
als, a struggle that ultimately distracted the government
from its reform mission. Religious conservatives in
both the Muslim and Greek Orthodox communities
detested the religious reforms, which they viewed as an
impious departure from tradition. These conservatives
became dependable supporters of Sultan Abdiilhamid II
(ahb—dool—hah—MEED) (r. 1876-1909), who in 1876
halted the reform movement and
rurned away from European lib-
eralism in his long and repressive
reign.

Abdiilhamid 11's government
failed to halt foreign efforts to
fragment and ultimately take control over key Otto-
man territories. By the 1890s the government’s' failures

Tanzimat A set of reforms
designed to remake the
Ottoman Empire on a
western Furopean model.




pasha Hilim Receiving Archduke Maximilian of Austria As this painting suggests, Ottoman leaders
became well versed in European languages and culture. They also mastered the game of power politics,
playing one European state against another and securing the Ottoman Empire's survival. The black
servants on the right may be slaves from Sudan. (Miramare Palace Trieste/Dagli Orti/The Art Archive)

had encouraged a powerful resurgence of the modern- . .
i ; Bl The Responsive National

izing impulse under the banner of the Committee of

Union and Progress (CUP), an umbrella organization

that united nuﬁticthnic reformist groups l'lim across State’ 1871-1914

the empire. These fervent patriots, unofficially called What general domestic political trends

the Young Turks, seized power in a 1908 coup and emerged after 1871?

forced the sultan to implement new reforms. Although

they failed to stop the rising tide

Young Turks Fefvent of ant-Ottoman nationalism in  The decades after 1870 brought dramatic change
patriots who seized power in the Balkans, the Young Turks  the structures and ideas of European politics. Despite
41908 coup,in the Ottoman helped prepare the way for the — some major differences between countries, Europeal
Empire, forcing the conserv- birth of modemn secular Turkey — domestic politics had a new common framework, the
ative sultan to implement after the defeat and collapse of  nation-state. The common themes within that frame
the Otoman Empire in World  work were the emergence of mass politics and growiné
War I. popular loyalty toward the nation. Traditional elit®

reforms.




ardly disappeared, but they were forced into new ar-
angements in order to exercise power, and a group
of news pragm‘atic politicians ook leading roles. The
majot states of western Furope ;1dnpj:ed constitutions
of some sOrts and universal male suffrage was granted
in Britain, France, and Germany and elsewhere, at least
in voting for the lower houses of parliament. New po-
[ftical parties representing a broad spectrum of inter-
oS5 and groups from workers and liberals to Catholics
and consetvatives engaged in hard-fought election
campaigns o p rovide benefits to their constituencies.

" powerful bureaucracies emerged to govern growing
_Papulations and manage modern economies, and the
srowth of the state spurred a growth in the social re-
sponsibilities of government. The new responsive na-
donal state offered its citizens free education and some
welfare and public health benefits, and for good reason
many ordinary people felt increasing loyalty to their
governments and their nations.

Building popular support for strong nation-states
had a less positive side. Conservative and moderate
leaders both found that workers who voted socialist—
whose potential revolutionary power they feared —
would rally around the flag in a diplomatic crisis or
cheer when colonial interests seized a distant territory
of doubtful value. Therefore, after 1871 governing elites
frequently used antiliberal militarist and imperialist
policies in attempts to unite national populations and
overcome or mask intractable domestic conflicts. In
the end, the manipulation of foreign policy to manage
domestic issues inflamed the international tensions
that erupted in the cataclysms of World War I and the
Russian Revolution.

The German Empire

Politics in Germany after 1871 reflected many of these
| general political developments. The new German Em-
pite was a federal union of Prussia and twenty-four
smaller states. Much of the everyday business of gov-
ernment was conducted by the separate states, but there
Was a strong national government with a chancellor—
until 1890, Bismarck—and a popularly elected lower
_hr‘nme called the Reichstag (RIKES-tahg). Although
Bismarck repeatedly ignored the wishes of the parlia-
mentary majority, he nonetheless preferred to win the
support of the Reichstag to lend legitimacy to his pol-
_-l_CY goals, This situation gave the political parties op-
Portunities. Until 1878 Bismarck relied mainly on the
Nitional Liberals, who had rallied ro him after 1866.
hey supported legislation useful for economic growth

and unification, of the country.
Less wisely, the National Liberals backed Bismarck’s
attack on the Catholic Church, the so-called Kultur-
pf (kool-TOOR-kahmpf), or “culture struggle.”

The Responsive National State, 1871-1914

Like Bismarck, the middle-class National Liberals were
alarmed by Pius IX’s declaration of papal infallibility
in 1870. That dogma seemed to ask German Catholics
to put loyalty to their church, a foreign power, above
their loyalty to their newly unified nation. Kultur-
kampf initiatives aimed at making the Catholic Church
subject to government control. However, only in Prot-
estant Prussia did the Kulturkampf have even limited
success, because elsewhere Catholics generally voted
for the Center Party, which blocked passage of laws
hostile to the church.

In 1878 Bismarck abandoned his attack on the
church and instead courted the Catholic Center Party,
whose supporters included many Catholic small farm-
ers in western and southern Germany. By revoking
free-trade policy and enacting high tariffs on cheap
grain from the United States, Canada, and Russia, he
won over both the Catholic Center and the conserv-
ative Protestant Junkers, nobles
with large landholdings.

Other governments followed
Bismarck’s lead, and the 1880s
and 1890s saw a widespread re-
turn to protectionism in Europe.
France, in particular, established
very high tariffs to protect agri-
culture and industry. By raising
tariffs, European governments of-
fered an effective response to a
major domestic economic prob-
lem —foreign competition—in
a way that won greater popular
loyalty. At the same time, the rise
of protectionism exemplified the
dangers of self-centered national-
ism: new tariffs led to interna-
tional name-calling and nasty
trade wars.

After the failure of the Kul-
turkampf, Bismarck’s government
tried to stop the growth of the
German Social Democratic Party (SPD), Germany’s
Marxist, working-class political party that was estab-
lished in the 1870s. Both conservative elites and
middle-class liberals genuinely feared the SPD’s revo-
Jutionary language and allegiance to a Marxist move-
ment that transcended the nation-state. In 1878
Bismarck pushed through the Reichstag the Anti-
Socialist Laws, which banned Social Democratic asso-
ciations, meetings, and publications. The Social
Democratic Party was driven underground, but it
maintained substantial influence, and Bismarck de-
cided to try another tack.

In an attempt to win Workjng-class support,
Bismarck urged the Reichstag to enact a variety of

Reichstag The popularly
elected lower house of
government of the new
German Empire after 1871.

Kulturkampf Bismarck's
attack on the Catholic
Church within Germany
from 1870 to 1878, resulting
from Pius IX's declaration
of papal infallibility.

m

German Social Democratic
Party (SPD) A German
working-class political party
founded in the 1870s, the
SPD championed Marxism
but in practice turned away
from Marxist revolution and
worked instead for social
and workplace reforms in
the German parliament.
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state-supported social welfare measures. Big business
and some conservatives accused him of creating “state
socialism,” but Bismarck ably pressed his program in
many lively speeches, as the following excerpt suggests:

Give the working-man the right to work as long as
he is healthy; assure him care when he is sick; assure
him maintenance when he is old. Ifyou do that, and
do not fear the [financial] sacrifice, or cry out at
State Socialism as soon as the words “provision for
old age” are uttered, . . . then I believe the gentlemen
of the Wyden {Social Democratic] program will
sound their bird-call in vain, and that the thronging
toward them will cease as soon as working-men see
that the Government and legislative bodies are ear-
nestly concerned with their welfare.?

Bismarck and his supporters carried the day, and his
essentially conservative nation-state pioneered in pro-
viding social welfare programs. In 1883 he pushed
through the Reichstag the first of several social security
laws to help wage earners by providing national sick-
ness insutance. An 1884 law created accident insur-
ance: one from 1889 established old-age pensions and
retirement benefits. Henceforth sick, injured, and re-
dired workers could look forward to some regular ben-
cfits from the state. This national social security system,
paid for through compulsory contributions by wage
carners and employers as well as grants from the state,
was the first of its kind anywhere. Bismarck’s social se-
curity system did not wean workers from voting social-
ist, but it did give them a small stake in the system and
protect them from some of the uncertainties of the
complex, modern industrial economy. This enormously
significant development was a product of political
competition, as well as government efforts to win pop-
ular support by defusing the SPD’s radical appeal.

[ncreasingly, the great issues in German domestic
politics were socialism and, specifically; the Social Dem-
ocratic Party. In 1890 the new emperot, the young,
idealistic, and unstable William 11 (r. 1888-1918), op-
posed Bismarcks atempt to renew the Anti-Socialist
Laws. Fager to rule in his own right and to earn the
support of the workers, William 11 forced Bismarck
to resign. Afterward, German foreign policy changed
profoundly and mostly for the worse, but the govern-
ment did pass new laws to aid workers and legalize so-
cialist political activity.

Yet William IT was no more successful than Bismarck
in getting workers to renounce socialism. Indeed, So-
aial Democrats won more and more seats in the Reichs-
tag, becoming Germany's largest single party in 1912.
Though this electoral victory shocked aristocrats and
their wealthy, conservative allies, who held exaggerated
fears of an impending socialist upheaval, the revolu-
tionary socialists had actually become less radical in

1850‘19] A

Germany. In the years before World War 1, the §p

broadened its base by adopting a more patriotic té ‘- -
allowing for greater military spending and imper ﬂl
expansion. German socialists abandoned revolution i§
4ims fo concentrate instead on gradual social and_g__g
litical reform (see pages 783-785). PSS

|
Republican France |

Although Napoleon III's reign made some progress
in reducing antagonisms between classes, the Franggs
Prussian War undid these efforts. In 1871 France
seemed hopelessly divided once again. The patriotie
republicans who proclaimed the Third Republic jn
Paris after the military disaster at Sedan refused to ad-
mit defeat by the Germans. They defended Paris with
ereat heroism for weeks, living off rats and zoo an imals
until they were starved into submission by German
armies in January 1871. |
When the next national elections sent a large ma-
jority of conservatives and monarchists to the National
Assembly and France’s new leaders decided they had.
no choice but to surrender Alsace (al-SAS) and Lor-
raine to Germany, the traumatized Parisians exploded:
in patriotic frustration and proclaimed the Paris Coms
mune in March 1871. Vaguely radical, the leaders of
the Commune wanted to govern Patis without inter-
ference from the conservative French coun tryside. The:
National Assembly, led by aging politician Adolphe
Thiers (TEE-ehr), ordered the French army into Paris:
and brutally crushed the Commune. Twenty thousand
people died in the fighting. As in June 1848, it was
Paris against the provinces, French against French.
Out of this tragedy, France slowly formed a new
national unity, achieving considerable stability before
1914, How do we account for this? Luck played a part
Until 1875 the monarchists in the ostensibly republi=
can National Assembly had a majority but could not
agree on who should be king, The compromise Bour~
bon candidate refused to rule except under the white
flag of his absolutist ancestors—3 completely unacs
ceptable condition for many supporters of a constitu~
tional monarchy. In the meantime, Thiers’s destruction
of the radical Commune and his other firm measures
showed the fearful provinces and the middle classess
that the Third Republic could be politically moderats:
and socially conservative. France therefore reluctanty”
retained republican government. As President Thiefs
cautiously said, this was “the government which di*
vides us least.” )
Another stabilizing factor was the skill and determ
nation of moderate republican leaders in the early year™:
The most famous was Léon Gambetta (gamaBF,l'l—tU 4
the son of an Italian grocer, a warm, easygoing, llnsu‘c_'
cessful lawyer turned professional politician. By 1o/
the great majority of members of both the upper %
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skillfully guided the country from classical liberalism
to full-fledged democracy with hardly a misstep. This
“Whig view” of Great Britain is not so much wrong as
it is incomplete. After the right to vote was granted to
males of the wealthy middle class in 1832, opinion

e lower houses of the National Assembly were repub-
[jcans: and the Third Republic had firm foundations
fier almost 2 decade.

" The moderate republicans sought to preserve their

sreation by winning the hearts and minds of the next
~neration. The Assembly legalized trade unions, and
rance worked to expand its colonial empire. More im-
_cant, a series of laws between 1879 and 1886 greatly
expanded the state system of public, tax-supported
schools and established free compulsory elementary
cducation for both girls and boys. In the past, most el-
ementary and much secondary education had occurred
in Catholic schools, which had long been hostile to
republics and much of secular life. Free compulsory
elementary education became secular republican edu-
cation. Not only in France, but throughout the West-
ern world, the expansion of public education served as
a critical nation-building tool in the late nineteenth
gentury.

Although the educational reforms of the 1880s dis-
urbed French Catholics, many of them rallied to the
stepublic in the 1890s. The limited acceptance of the
modern wotld by the more liberal Pope Leo XIII (pon-
tificate 1878-1903) eased tensions between church
and state. Unfortunately, the Dreyfus affair changed
all that.

In 1894 Alfred Dreyfus, a Jewish captain in the
French army, was falsely accused and convicted of trea-
son, His family never doubted his innocence and fought
0 reopen the case, enlisting the support of prominent
tepublicans and intellectuals, including novelist Emile
Zola. In 1898 and 1899 the case split France apart.
On one side was the army, which had manufactured
evidence against Dreyfus, joined by anti-Semites and
most of the Catholic establishment. On the other side
stood civil libertarians and most of the more radical
republicans.
~ Dreyfus was eventually declared innocent, but the
battle revived republican animosity toward the Catho-
lic Church. Between 1901 and 1905 the government
severed all ties between the state and the church. The
government stopped paying priests’ and bishops’ sala-
ties and placed committees of lay Catholics in control
(6f all churches. Suddenly on their own financially,
Catholic schools soon lost a third of their students,
Breatly increasing the state school system’s reach and
thus its power of indoctrination. In France, only the
Browing socialist movement, with its very different and
thoroughly secular ideology, stood in opposition to re-
Publican nationalism.

Great Britain and Ireland

Historians often cast late-nineteenth-century Britain
3 a shining example of peaceful and successful politi-
¢l evolution, where an effective two-party parliament

Jeaders and politicians wrestled for some time with fur-
ther expansion of the franchise. In 1867 the Second
Reform Bill of Benjamin Disraeli and the Conservative
Party extended the vote to all middle-class males and
the best-paid workers in order to broaden their own
base of support beyond the landowning class. After

1867 English political parties and
electoral campaigns became more
modern, and the “lower orders”
appeared to vote as responsibly as
their “betters.” Hence the Third
Reform Bill of 1884 gave the vote
to almost every adult male.
While the House of Com-
mons drifted toward democracy,
the House of Lords was content
to slumber nobly. Between 1901
and 1910, however, the Lords
tried to reassert itself. Acting as
supreme court of the land, it
ruled against labor unions in two
important decisions. And after
the Liberal Party came to power
in 1906, the Lords vetoed several
measures passed by the Com-
mons, including the so-called
People’s Budget, designed to in-

Dreyfus affair A divisive
case in which Alfred Dreyfus,
a Jewish captain in the
French army, was falsely
accused and convicted of
treason. The Catholic Church
sided with the anti-Semites
against Dreyfus; after
Dreyfus was declared
innocent, the French
government severed all ties
between the state and the
church.

People’s Budget A bill
proposed after the Liberal
Party came to power in
Britain in 1906, it was
designed to increase
spending on social welfare
services, but was initially
vetoed in the House of

crease spending on social welfare
services. The Lords finally capitu-
lated, as they had with the Re-
form Bill of 1832 (see Chapter 21), when the king
threatened to create enough new peers to pass the bill,
and aristocratic conservatism yielded to popular
democracy.

Extensive social welfare measures, previously slow
to come to Great Britain, were passed in a spectacular
rush between 1906 and 1914. During those years the
Liberal Party, inspired by the fiery Welshman David
Lloyd George (1863-1945), enacted the People’s Bud-
get and substantially raised taxes on the rich. This in-
come helped the government pay for national health
insurance, unemployment benefits, old-age pensions,
and a host of other social measures. The state tried to
integrate the urban masses socially as well as politically,
though the refusal to grant women the right to vote
encouraged a determined and increasingly militant suf-
frage movement (see Chapter 22).

This record of accomplishment was only part of the
story, however. On the eve of World War I, the unan-
swered question of Ireland brought Great Britain to
the brink of civil war. The terrible Irish famine of the

Lords.




774

Chapter 23 The Age of Nationalism

No HOME RULE/
—

LET OUR FLAG
RUN OUT STRAIGHT i
IN THE WIND, JBE THE RANKS
THE OLD RED LI &
SHALL.BE

“No Home Rule” Posters like this one helped to incite pro-
British, anti-Catholic sentiment in the northern Irish counties of
Ulster before the First World War. The rifle raised defiantly and the
accompanying rhyme are a thinly veiled threat of armed rebellion

and civil war. (Reproduced with the kind permission of the Trustees of the National
Museums & Galleries of Northern Ireland. Photograph © Ulster Museum, Belfast)

18405 and early 1850s had fueled an Irish revolution-
ary movement. Thereafter, the English slowly granted
concessions, such as rights for Irish peasants and the
abolition of the privileges of the Anglican Church. Lib-
eral prime minister William Gladstone (1809-1898),
who twenty years earlier had proclaimed, “My mission
is to pacify Ireland,” introduced bills to give Ireland
self-government, or home rule, in 1886 and in 1893.
They failed to pass, but in 1913 Irish nationalists fi-
nally gained such a bill for Ireland.

s Thus Ireland, the Emerald Isle, was on the brink of
achieving self-government. Yet to the same extent that
the Catholic majority in the southern counties wanted
home rule, the Protestants of the northern counties of
Ulster came to oppose it. Motivated by the accumulated

14501914

fears and hostilities of generations, the Ulster P
tants refused to submerge themselves in a maj
Catholic Ireland, just as Irish Catholics had refy
submit to a Protestant Britain.

The Ulsterites vowed to resist home rule, By De.
cember 1913 they had raised one hundred thousay
armed volunteers, and much of English public Opinigh
supported their cause. In 1914, then, the Libera] In
the House of Lords introduced a compromise home
rule bill that did not apply to the northern coungjes
This bill, which openly betrayed promises made ﬂ;
Irish nationalists, was rejected in the Commons, aﬁﬂl
in September the original home-rule bill passed but
with its implementation delayed. The Irish question.
had been overtaken by the earth-shattering world War.‘
that began in August 1914, and final resolution wag
suspended for the duration of the hostilities.

Irish developments illustrated once again the power,
of national feeling and national movements in the
nineteenth century. Moreover, they demonstrated tha
governments could not elicit greater loyalty unless they
could capture and control that elemental current of na-
tional feeling. Though Great Britain had much going
for jt— power, patliamentary rule, prosperity—none
of these availed in the face of the conflicting nation-
alisms created by Irish Catholics and Protestants.
Similarly, progressive Sweden was powerless to stopa
Norwegian national movement, which culminated in
Norway's leaving Sweden and becoming fully indepen-
dent in 1905, In this light, one can also understand the:
difficuldies faced by the Ottoman Empire in the Bals
kans in the late nineteenth century. It was only a mat-
ter of time before the Serbs, Bulgarians, and Romanians
would break away.

i’l).teg;.:
o} ity;:'
sed tg

The Austro-Hungarian Empire

The dilemma of conflicting nationalisms 'in Ireland
helps one appreciate how desperate the situation in the
Austro-Hungarian Empire had become by the carly’
rwentieth century as well. In 1848 Magyar nationalism:
had driven Hungarian pariots to declare an indepeni=
dent Hungarian republic, which Russian and Austrian
armies savagely crushed in the summer of 1849 (see
Chapter 21). Throughout the 1850s Fungary was ruled
as a conquered territory, and Emperor Francis Joseph
and his bureaucracy tried hard to centralize the s@t€
and Germanize the language and culture of the differ=
ent ethnic groups there.

Then, in the wake of its defeat by Prussia in 1860
and loss of northern Iraly, a weakened Austria agree
to a compromise and in 1867 established the su—f-‘i‘“.
dual monarchy. The Austrian Lmpire was divided 10
two, and the Magyars gained virtual independence ‘FC'"
Hungary. Henceforth each half of the empire dealewith
its own ethnic minorities. The two states still share



e same monarch and common ministries for finance,
aﬁftt'ﬁﬁ‘ and foreign affairs.

" 1n Austria, ethnic Germans were only one-third

of the population, and many Germans saw their tra-

y donal dominance threatened by Czechs, Poles, and

sther Slavs. The language used in government and el-

smentary education at the local level became a particu-

1 emotional issue in the Austrian patliament. From

0o 1914 the legislature was so divided that min-

ries generally could not obtain a majority and ruled
cread by decree. Efforts by both conservatives and
ocialists to defise national antagonisms by stressing
ecONOMIC isSUes that cut across ethnic lines were largely

\nsuccessful.

In Hungary, the Magyar nobility in 1867 restored
the constitution of 1848 and used it to dominate both
|the Magyar peasantry and the minority populations
ntil 1914. Only the wealthiest one-fourth of adult
males had the right to vote, making the parliament the
geature of the Magyar elite. Laws promoting the use
of the Magyar language in schools and government
were bitterly resented, especially by Croatians and Ro-
imanians. While Magyar extremists campaigned loudly
for total separation from Austria, the radical leaders of
their subject nationalities dreamed of independence
from Hungary. Unlike most major countries, which
harnessed nationalism to strengthen the state after
11871, the Austro-Hungarian Empire was progressively
weakened by it.

The Nation and the People

How did popular nationalism evolve in the last
decades of the nineteenth century?

;n the first two-thirds of the nineteenth century, na-
’-ldflnulism convulsed the autocratic states of Europe.
?l_dherai constitutionalists and radical republicans
Z’chal‘.‘l})inlmd the national idea as a way to challenge
Authoritarian monarchs, Jiberate minority groups from
mperial rule, and unify diverse territories into a single
State, Yet in the decades after 1870— corresponding to
i-l'\-:-]“' rise of the responsive national state— nationalist
l,'ifi-mlﬁgy evolved in a different direction. Nationalism
Became increasingly populist and began to appeal
More to those on the right wing of the political spec-
tum than the left. In these same years the “us-them”
utlook associated with nationalism gained force, bol-
stered by modern scientific racism. Some fanatics and
jdem“gﬂgic political leaders sought to build extreme
;f\ﬂrit)11alisr movements by whipping up racist animos-
'r“Y toward imaginary enemies, especially Jews, and the
Bowth of modern anti-Semitism after 1880 epitomized

The Nation and the People

the most negative aspects of European nationalism be-
fore the First World War,

Making National Citizens

Responding to national unification, an Italian states-
man famously remarked, “We have made Iraly. Now
we must make Tralians.” His comment captured the
dilemma faced by political leaders in the last chird of
the nineteenth century. As the nation-state extended
voting rights and welfare benefits to more and more
people, the question of national loyalty became more
and more pressing: politicians and nationalist ideo-
logues made forceful attempts to ensute the people’s
conformity to their laws, but how could they ensure
that national governments would win their citizens
allegiance?

The issue was pressing. The recent unification of
Ttaly and Germany, for example, had brought together
a patchwork of previously independent states with dif-
ferent customs, loyalties, and in some cases languages.
In Italy, only about 2 percent of the population spoke
the language that would become official Tralian. In
Germany, regional and religious differences and strong
traditions of local political autonomy undermined
unity. In Great Britain, deep class differences still
dampened national unity, and across central and east-
ern Europe, overlapping ethnic groups with distinct
languages and cultures challenged the logic of nation
building. Even in France, where national boundaries
had been fairly stable for several centuries, only about
50 percent of the people spoke correct French. The 60
percent of the population that still lived in rural areas
often felt stronger allegiance to their village or region
than the distant nation headquartered in Paris.

Yet by the 1890s most ordinary people had accepted,
if not embraced, the notion of national belonging.
There were various reasons for nationalism’s growing
popularity. For one, modern nation-states imposed
centralized institutions across their entire territories,
which reached even the lowliest citizen. Universal mil-
itary conscription, introduced in most of Europe after
the Franco-Prussian War (Britain was an exception),
yanked peasants off their land and workers out of their
factories and exposed young male conscripts to patri-
otic values. Free compulsory education leveled out lan-

guage differences and taught children about glorious
national traditions. In Italy and Germany, the intro-
duction of a common currency, standard weights and
measurements, and a national post office eroded re-
gional differences. Boasting images of grand historical
events or prominent leaders, even postage stamps and
banknotes could impart a sense of national solidarity.

Improved transportation and communication net-
works broke down regional differences and reinforced
the national idea as well. The extension of railroad service

775




Chapter 23 The Age of Nationalism

into hinterlands and the improvement of local roads
shattered rural isolation, boosted the growth of national
markets for commercial agriculture, and helped turn
“peasants into Frenchmen.” Literacy rates and com-
pulsory schooling advanced rapidly in the late nine-
teenth century, and more and more people read about
national history or the latest political events in growing
numbers of newspapers, magazines, and books.

A diverse group of intellectuals, politicians, and
ideologues of all stripes eagerly promoted national
pride. At Humbolde University in Berlin, for example,
prominent historian Heinrich von Treitschke cham-
pioned German superiority, especially over archrival
Great Britain. Scholars uncovered the deep roots of
national identity in ancient folk traditions; in shared
language, customs, race, and religion; and in historic
attachments to national territory. Such accounts, often
based on Himsy historical evidence, were popularized in
the classroom and the press. Few nationalist thinkers
sympathized with French philosopher Ernest Renan,
who suggested that national identity was based more
on a people’s current desire for a “common life” and
an invented, heroic past than on actual historical ex-
periences. (See “Primary Source 23.3: Ernest Renan on
National Identity,” at right.)

A variety of new symbols and rituals brought na-
tionalism into the lives of ordinary people. Each nation
had its own unique capital city, flag, military uniform,
and national anthem. New symbols, such as Britain’s
doughty John Bull, France’s republican Marianne,
Americds stern Uncle Sam, and Germany's solid Michel,
supposedly embodied shared national characteristics.
All citizens could participate in newly inven ted national
holidays, such as Bastille Day in France, first held in
1880 to commemorate the French Revolution, or Sedan
Day in Germany, instituted to celebrate Germany's
victory over France in 1871. Royal weddings, corona-
tions, jubilees, and funerals brought citizens into the
streets to celebrate the nation’s leaders; Queen Victoria's
1887 Golden Jubilee set a high standard. Public squares
and parks received prominent commemorative statues
and monuments, such as the grand memorial to Victor
Emmanuel 11 in central Rome, or the ostentatious
Monument to the Battle of Nations built in Leipzig
to honor German victory in the Napoleonic Wars. (See
“Primary Source 23.4: Building Nationalism,” page
778.) Surrounded by these inescapable clements of
everyday nationalism, most ordinary people had ac-
cepted if not embraced the notion of national belong-
ing by the 1890s.%

Nationalism and Racism

Where nationalism in the first two-thirds of the
1800s had been a force for liberal reform and peace-
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ful brotherhood, expressed in its most opgipyice

. . ) R 5,
form by thinkers like Giuseppe Mazzini (see up
mary Source 23.1: The Struggle for the Ttalian NI S
tion,” page 758), it now took on more populigt m?‘&
exclusionary tones. The ideal of national |Jt:1m1gi1g
had from the start created an “us-them” outlogk (st
Chapter 21); after 1871 new supposedly scienifi
understandings of racial difference added new layers
of meaning to this dichotomy. Though we now {111"'
derstand that there is no genetic evidence that dividu
humanity into distinct races, most people in the lai
nineteenth century believed that race was a prodygy
of heredity. Many felt pride in their own national g
cial characteristics— French, English, German, ]t‘:w;
ish, Slav, and many others— that were SuPPOSL'dI];
passed down from generation to generation. Unfope
tunately, pride in one’s own heritage casily leads tor
denigration of someone else’s.

Modern attempts to use race to categorize distinct;
groups of people had their roots in Enlightenment
thought (see Chapter 16). Now a new group of intel-
lectuals, including race theorists such as Count:
Arthur de Gobineau and Houston Stewart Chamber-
lain, claimed that their ideas about racial difference
were scientific, based on hard biological “facts” about
bloodlines and heredity. In his early book On the In-
equality of the Human Races (1854), Gobineau di-
vided humanity into the white, black, and yellow
races based on geographical location and champi-
oned the white “Aryan race” for its supposedly supe-
rior qualities. Social Darwinist ideas about the
“survival of the fittest,” when applied to the “con-
test” between nations and races, drew on such ideas
to further popularize stercotypes about inferior and
superior races.

The close links between nationalism and scientific
racism helped justify imperial expansion, as we shall
see in the next chapter, Nationalist racism also fostered
domestic persecution and exclusion, as witnessed by
Bismarck’s Kulturkampf and the Dreyfus affair. Ac
cording to race theorists, the nation was suppnscd to
be racially pure, and ethnic minorities were viewed a8
outsiders and targets for reform, repression, and relor
cation. Thus the ethnic Russian leaders of the Russian
empire targeted minority Poles and Czechs for “Russic
fication,” a process by which they might learn the Rus=
sian language and assimilate into Russian societf*
Germans likewise viewed the large number of ethni€
Poles living in East Prussia as a “national threat” thad
required “Germanization” before they could be seen
equals to the supposedly superior Germans. For many
nationalists, driven by ugly currents of race hatre®s
Jews were the ultimate outsiders, the stereot ypical “i0°
ferior race” that posed the greatest challenge 10 nas
tional purity.



| a lecture delivered at the University of Paris in 1882, ex-
'rpted here, French philosopher Ernest Renan claimed that
\estern society was far too heterogeneous for nationhood
o be pased simply on a common language, religion, or
gga'graphff territory. He asserted that the notion of a pure
.f,'a:f_onui “race” — an idea particularly popular in Germany —
\yas “a complete illusion.” Instead, Renan argued that na-
tionul identity depended on an imagined past and future that
fjj_};d Jess to do with historical reality than with current aspira-
tjons foran idealized sense of collective belonging.

-mA nation is a soul, a spiritual principle. Two things,
which in truth are but one, constitute this soul or spiritual
;;'rinctpie. One lies in the past, one in the present. One is
the possession in common of a rich legacy of memories;
the other is present-day consent, the desire to live to-
other, the will to perpetuate the value of the heritage
that one has received in an undivided form. . .. The na-
j;t_[a_n‘ like the individual, is the culmination of a long past
of endeavours, sacrifice, and devotion. Of all cults, that
of the ancestors is the most legitimate, for the ancestors
’{hajve made us what we are. A heroic past, great men,
glory . . . this is the social capital upon which one bases a
national idea. To have common glories in the past and to
have a common will in the present; to have performed
great deeds together, to wish to perform still more —
Tﬂiese are the essential conditions for being a people. . ...
More valuable by far than common customs posts and
'l.ﬁontiers conforming to strategic ideas is the fact of shar-
ing, in the past, a glorious heritage and regrets, and of
having, in the future, [a shared] programme to put into
‘effct, or the fact of having suffered, enjoyed, and hoped
{ogether. These are the kinds of things that can be under-
stood in spite of differences of race and language. | spoke

Jewish Emancipation and
Modern Anti-Semitism

Changing political principles and the triumph of the
Nation-state had revolutionized Jewish life in western
fnn'd central Europe. The decisive turning point came
in 1848, when Jews formed part of the revolutionary
Vanguard in Vienna and Berlin and the Frankfurt As-
sembly endorsed full rights for German Jews. In 1871
:_thf constitution of the new German Empire consoli-
i‘!ﬁtul the prooess of Jewish emancipation in that na-
ton, It abolished all restrictions on Jewish marriage,
hoice of occupation, place of residence, and property
O¥nership, However, even with this change, exclusion

-:I;,Ernest Renan on National Identity

PRIMARY SOURCE 23.3

just now of “having suffered together” and, indeed, suffer-
ing in common unifies more than joy does. Where national
memories are concerned, griefs are of more value than
triumphs, for they impose duties, and require a common
effort.

A nation is therefore a large-scale solidarity, consti-
tuted by the feeling of the sacrifices that one has made
in the past and of those that one is prepared to make in
the future. It presupposes a past; it is summarized, how-
ever, in the present by a tangible fact, namely, consent,
the clearly expressed desire to continue a common life.
A nation's existence is, if you will pardon the metaphor, a
daily plebiscite, just as an individual's existence is a per-
petual affirmation of life. . .. A nation has no more right
than a king does to say to a province: "You belong to me,
| am seizing you." A province, as far as | am concerned,
is its inhabitants; if anyone has the right to be consulted
in such an affair, it is the inhabitant. A nation never has
any real interest in annexing or holding on to a country
against its will. The wish of nations is, all in all, the sole
legitimate criterion, the one to which one must always
return.

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. Why does Renan conclude that “a nation's existence
is...adaily plebiscite™?

2. According to Renan, who has the right to define the
terms of national belonging?

Source: Ernest Renan, "What Is a Nation?” trans. Martin Thom, in Nation and
Narration, ed. Homi K. Bhabha (New York: Routledge, 2003), pp. 19-20.
Reprinted by permission of Taylor and Francis Books.

from government employment and discrimination in
social relations remained.

The ongoing process of emancipation presented
Jews with challenges and opportunities. Traditional
Jewish occupations, such as court financial agent, vil-
lage moneylender, and peddler, were undermined by
free-market reforms, but careers in business, the pro-
fessions, and the arts opened. Furopean Jews excelled
in wholesale and retail trade, banking and finance,
consumer industries, journalism, medicine, and law,
as well as the fine arts. By 1871 a majority of Jewish
people in western and central Europe had improved
their economic situation enough to enter the middle
classes. Most Jewish people also identified strongly
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PRIMARY SOURCE 23.4

Building Nationalism

Nationalism was built through ideas and action but also in stone. The National Monument to Victor
Emmanuel Il in Rome (battom) and the Battle of the Nations Monument in Leipzig, Germany (top), are
just two of the many buildings, monuments, and statues erected around 1900 to represent the glory of
the nation-state and its people. Inaugurated in 1911 to commemorate the fiftieth anniversary of Italian
unification and dedicated to Emmanuel Il (unified Italy's first king), the massive neoclassical structure in
Rome — nicknamed the “wedding cake” by local wits — features an equestrian statue of Emmanuel above a
frieze of the Italian people and an imposing Roman-style colonnade crowned by two triumphal horse-drawn
chariots. Inside is @ museum dedicated to the history of the Italian military. The Leipzig monument, opened
in 1913, pays homage to Prussian victory over Napoleon's
armies on a nearby battlefield in 1813. Made of bulky, dark,
and rough-hewn granite, this colossus Is anchored by a large
statue of the archangel Michael underneath an inscription
reading “Gott Mit Uns" (God With Us). Teutonic knights with
drawn swords stand watch around the memarial’s crest; inside
are somber statues of the Guards of the Dead and a “hall of
fame" dedicated to the heroic qualities of the German people.

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. The insightful French sociologist Ernest Renan (see page
777) believed that nationalism depended more on an
imagined and invented past than on what actually
happened in a people's shared history. How do these
two monuments reconstruct the past to engender
nationalist pride? What values do the monuments and
their decorations celebrate?

2. Historians continue to ponder the immense popularity
of nationalism around 1900 and indeed its ongoing
resonance today. Can architecture help spread the popu-
lar appeal of the national idea? Are there similar
structures in your own neighborhood or region? If so,
when were they made and what do they represent? Do
they continue to effectively promote national values?

(Above: € lvan Vdavin/JA| (Corbis; below: B Paul Thompson/Eye Lbiquitous/Cor i)
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~Austreibung der Juden <
~ aus Russland.

I1-GRUS$ AVS

“The Expulsion of the Jews from Russia”
‘government officials often encouraged popular anti-
the late nineteenth century. The road signs indicate t
‘where they will find a grudging welcome and a meager mea
eastern Europe settled in France a

both of these countries for t
(Alliance sraelite Universelle, Paris/Archives

with their respective nation-states and, with good rea-
son, saw themselves as patriotic citizens.

Vicious anti-Semitism rcappmrcd with force in
central and eastern Europe after the stock market crash
of 1873, Drawing on long traditions of religious in-
‘Wolerance, ghetto exclusion, and periodic anti-Jewish
tiots and expulsions, this anti-Semitism also built on
thc exclusionary aspects of modern popuhr national-
ism and the pseudoscience of race. Fanatic anti-Semites
'.'-""'hippe.d up resentment against Jewish achievement
and Jewish “financial control” and claimed that the
Jewish race or “blood” (rather than the Jewish religion)
Posed a biological threat to Christian peoples. Such
ideas were popularized by the repeated publication of
the notorious forgery “The Protocols of the Elders
of Zion," a falsilied account of a secrer meeting sup-
posedly held ae the First Zionist Congtess in Basel in
1897, "The “Protocols,” actually written by the Russian
secret police, suggested that Jewish elders planned to
dominate the globe. Such anrti-Semitic beliefs were
‘Particularly popular among CONSErVATIVES, CXIIEme ni-

Sl O
So reads this postcard, correctly suggesting that Russian
Semitism and helped drive many Jews out of Russia in

hat these poor Jews are crossing into Germany,
| at the Jolly Onion Inn. Other Jews from

nd Britain, thereby creating sma

he first time since they had expelled mos
Charmet/The Bridgeman Art Library)

I but significant Jewish populations in
t of their Jews in the Middle Ages.

and people who felt threatened by Jewish

tionalists,
as small shopkeepers, officeworkers,

competition, such
and professionals.
Anti-Semites created nationalist political parties
that attacked and degraded Jews to win popular sup-
port. Karl Lucger and his Christian Socialist Party,
for example, won striking clectoral victories in Vienna
in the early 1890s, Lueger, mayor of Vienna from
1897 to 1910, combined ferce anti-Semitic rhetoric
with municipal ownership of basic services, and he ap-
pealed especially to the German-speaking lower middle
class—and an unsuccessful young artist named Adolf
Hitler.

Before 1914 anti-Semitism was most oppressive in
castern Europe, where Jews suffered from terrible pov-
erty. In the western borderlands of the Russian empire,
where 4 million of Europe’s 7 million Jewish people
lived in 1880 with few legal rights, officials used anti-
Sernitism to channel popular discontent away from the
government and onto the Jewish minority. Russian

Jews were denounced as foreign exploiters who




Theodor Herzl

sion and energy had called into being

the First Zionist Congress in Basel, Swit-

zerland, Theodor Herzl (1860-1904) as-
sessed the results in his diary: “If | were to
sum up the Congress in a word — which |
shall take care not to publish—it would be
this: At Basel | founded the Jewish state. If
said this out loud today | would be greeted
by universal laughter. In five years perhaps,
and certainly in fifty years, everyone will
perceive it."* Herzl's buoyant optimism,
which so often carried him forward, was
prophetic. Leading the Zionist movement
until his death at age forty-four in 1904,
Herzl guided the first historic steps toward
modern Jewish political nationhood and the
creation of Israel in 1948.

Theodor Herzl was born in Budapest, Hungary, into an
upper-middle-class, German-speaking Jewish family. When he
was eighteen, his family moved to Vienna, where he studied
Jaw. As a university student, he soaked up the liberal beliefs
of most well-to-do Viennese Jews, which included assimilation
of German culture. Wrestling with his nonreligious Jewishness
and his strong pro-German feeling, Herzl embraced German
nationalism and joined a German dueling fraternity. There he
discovered that full acceptance required openly anti-Semitic
attitudes and a repudiation of all things Jewish. Herz resigned.

After receiving his law degree, Herzl embarked on a liter-
ary career. In 1889 he married into a wealthy Viennese Jewish
family, but he and his socialite wife were mismatched and
never happy together. Herzl achieved considerable success
as both a journalist and a playwright. His witty comedies fo-
cused on the bourgeoisie, including Jewish millionaires trying
to live like aristocrats. Accepting many German stereotypes,
Herzl sometimes depicted eastern Jews as uneducated and
grasping. But he believed that the Jewish shortcomings he
perceived were the results of age-old persecution and would
disappear through education and assimilation. Herzl also took
a growing pride in Jewish steadfastness in the face of victim-
ization and suffering.

The emergence of modern anti-Semitism (see page 777)
shocked Herzl, as it did many acculturated Jewish Germans.
Moving to Paris in 1891 as the correspondent for Vienna's lead-
ing liberal newspaper, Herzl studied contemporary politics and
pondered recent historical developments. He came to a bold
conclusion, published in 1896 as The Jewish State: An Attempt
at a Modern Solution to the Jewish Questior. According to Herzl,
Jewish assimilation had failed, and attempts to combat anti-
Semitism would never succeed. Only by building an indepen-
dent Jewish state could the Jewish people flourish.

| n September 1897, only days after his vi-
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Theodor Herzl. (Library of Congress)

INDIVIDUALS IN SOCIETY

Herzl developed his Zionism befgy
anti-Jewish agitation accompanying
Dreyfus affair, which only served
strengthen his faith in his analysis. G
ally rebuffed by skeptical Jewish elites
western and central Europe, Herz| fyy
for support to youthful idealists and |
poor Jewish masses. He became anins 1
ing man of action, rallying the de|egatg.'
the annual Zionist congresses, dir
the growth of the worldwide Zionist o
nization, and working himself to de
Herzl also understood that national"-c
sciousness required powerful emot o
and symbols, such as a Jewish flag. Flag
build nations, he said, because people *[iy
and die for a flag.”
Putting the Zionist vision before non-|ews
and world public opinion, Herzl believed in international di
plomacy and political agreements. He traveled constantly’
negotiate with European rulers and top officials, seeking their
support in securing territory for a Jewish state, usually Sll_lg
gesting that it take form in Palestine, a territory in the Ottor
man Empire. Aptly described by an admiring contempora
“the first Jewish statesman since the destruction of Jerusalei
Herzl proved most successful in Britain. His work paved the
way for the 1917 Balfour Declaration, which solemnly pledg'eﬂ
British support for a “Jewish homeland” in Palestine.

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. Describe Theodor Herzl's background and early beliefs. D&%
you see a link between Herzl's early German nationalism
and his later Zionism?

2. Why did Herz! believe an independent Jewish state with
its own national flag was necessary?

3. How did Herzl work as a leader to turn his Zionist vision
into a reality?

*Quotes are from Theodor Herzl, The Diaries of Theodor HerzI, trans. and ed. with
an introduction by Marvin Lowenthal (New York: Grosset & Dunlap, 1962), pP- 228

22, xxi.

@ ONLINE DOCUMENT ASSIGNMENT
What role did popular nationalism play in the emers
gence of modern anti-Semitism, and how did He_t‘l.
respond to the virulent anti-Semitism of this perio
Go to the Integrated Media and examine examples &8
anti-Semitic nationalist writings and Herzl's argumme: )
for the creation of a Jewish state, and then complé
writing assignment based on the evidence and
from this chapter.
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mrrupwd national traditions, and in 1881 to 1882 a
e of yiolent pogroms commenced in southern Rus-
. The police and the army stood aside for days while
| easants Jooted and destroyed Jewish property, and of-
ﬁdﬂ] harassment continued in the following decades.
" The growth of radical anti-Semitism spurred the
mergence of Zionism, a Jewish political movement
{vhos'f adherents believed that Christian Europeans
would never overcome their anti-Semitic hatred. To
&C«?‘Pc the burdens of anti-Semitism, leading Zionists
quch as Theodor Herzl advocated the creation of a Jew-
qgh state in Palestine—a homeland where European
fews could settle and live free of social prejudice. (See
“¥[ndividuals in Society: Theodor Herzl,” at left.) Zion-
ism was particularly popular among Jews living in Rus-
a, Many embraced self-emancipation and the vision
of a Zionist settlement in Palestine, or emigrated to
_western or central Europe and the United States.
About 2.75 million Jews left central and eastern Eu-
rope between 1881 and 1914.

Marxism and the
Socialist Movement

Why did the socialist movement grow, and how
revolutionary was it?

Nationalism served, for better or worse, as a new uni-
fying principle. But what about socialism? Socialist
parties, generally Marxist groups dedicated to inter-
national proletarian revolution, grew rapidly in these
years. Did this mean that national states had failed to
gain the support of workers?

The Socialist International

Ihe growth of socialist parties after 1871 was phenom-
enal. (See “Primary Source 23.5: Adelheid Popp, the
Making of a Socialist,” page 782.) Neither BismarcK’s
Anti-Socialist Laws nor his extensive social security
fystem checked the growth of the Social Democratic
?af[)ﬂ which espoused radical Marxism even though
1t sought reform through legal parliamentary politics.
By 1912 the SPD had millions of followers — mostly
People from the working classes—and was the largest
Party in the Reichstag. Socialist parties grew in other
Countries as well, though nowhere else with such suc-
cess. In 1883 Russian exiles in Switzerland founded
the Russian Social Democratic Party, and various
Socialist parties were unified in 1905 in the French
Section of the Workers International. Belgium and
AuStria—Hungary also had strong socialist parties.

Marxism and the Socialist Movement

As the name of the French party suggests, Marxist
socialist parties were eventually linked together in an
international organization. Marx himself played an
important role in founding the
socialist International Working
Men’s Association, also known as
the First International. In the fol-
lowing years, he battled success-
fully to control the organization
and used its annual meetings as a
means of spreading his doctrines of socialist revolu-
tion. Marx enthusiastically endorsed the radical patrio-
tism of the Paris Commune and its terrible struggle
against the French state as a giant step toward socialist
revolution. Marx’s fervent embrace of working-class
violence frightened many of his early supporters, espe-
cially the more moderate British labor leaders. The
First International collapsed.

Yet international proletarian solidarity remained an
important objective for Marxists. In 1889, as the in-
dividual parties in different countries grew stronger,
socialist leaders came together to form the Second
International, which lasted until 1914. Though only a
federation of national socialist parties, the Interna-
tional had a great psychological impact. The Inter-
national had a permanent executive, and every three
years delegates from the different parties met to inter-
pret Marxist doctrines and plan coordinated action.
May 1 (May Day) was declared an annual international
one-day strike, a day of marches and demonstrations.
Prosperous and conservative citizens feared the grow-
ing power of socialism and the Second International,
but many others rejoiced in it.

Theodor Herzl,

Unions and Revisionism

Was socialism really radical and revolutionary in these
years? On the whole, it was not. As socialist parties
grew and attracted large numbers of members, they
looked more and more toward gradual change and
steady improvement for the working class and less and
less toward revolution. The mainstream of European
socialism became militantly moderate; that is, social-
ists increasingly combined radical rhetoric with sober
practical action.

Workers themselves grew less inclined to follow
radical programs for several reasons. As they gained the
right to vote and to participate politically in the nation-
state, worlkers focused their attention more on elections
than on revolutions. As workers won real, tangible
benefits, this furthered the process. And workers were
not immune to patriotic education and indoctrination
during military service. Many responded positively to
drum-beating parades and aggressive foreign policy as
they loyally voted for socialists. Nor were workers a
unified social group.

| Zionism A movement

| dedicated to building a
Jewish national homeland
in Palestine, started by
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PRIMARY SOURCE 23.5

Nationalism and socialism appeared locked in bitter competi-
tion in Europe before 1914, but they actually complemented
each other in many ways. Both faiths were secular as opposed
to religious, and both fostered political awareness. A work-
ing person who became interested in politics and developed
nationalist beliefs might well convert to socialism at a later
date.

This was the case for Adelheid Popp ( 1869-1939), a self-
taught working woman who became an influential socialist
leader. Born into a desperately poor working-class family
in Vienna, in what she remembered as a “hard and gloomy
childhood,” she was forced by her parents to quit school at
age ten to begin full-time work. She struggled with low-
paying piecework for years before she landed a solid factory
job, as she recounts in the following selection from her widely
read autobiography. Always an avid reader, Popp became
the editor of a major socialist newspaper for German work-
ing women. She then told her life story so that all working
women might share her truth: “Socialism could change and
strengthen others, as it did me.”

@ (rinally] | found work again; | took everything that was
offered me in order to show my willingness to work, and |
passed through much. But at last things became better.
[At age fifteen] | was recommended to a great factory
which stood in the best repute. Three hundred girls and
about fifty men were employed. | was put in a big room
where sixty women and girls were at work.

Against the windows stood twelve tables, and at each
sat four girls. We had to sort the goods which had been
manufactured, others had to count them, and a third set
had to brand on them the mark of the firm. We worked
from 7 AM. to 7 p.am. We had an hour's rest at noon, half-
an-hour in the afternoon. . . . | had never yet been paid
so much. ...

| seemed to myself to be almost rich... .. [Yet] from the
women of this factory one can judge how sad and full of
deprivation is the lot of a factory worker. In none of the
neighbouring factories were the wages so high; we were
envied everywhere. Parents considered themselves fortu-
nate if they could get their daughters of fourteen in there
on leaving school. . .. And even here, in this paradise, all
were badly nourished. Those who stayed at the factory for
the dinner hour would buy themselves for a few pennies
a sausage or the leavings of a cheese shop. . . . In spite of
all the diligence and economy, every one was poor, and
trembled at the thought of losing her work. All humbled

Adelheid Popp, the Making of a Socialist

themselves, and suffered the worst injustice from the
foremen, not to risk losing this good work, not to be with
out food. . .. 3

| did not only read novels and tales; I had begun ,
to read the classics and other good books. | also began
take an interest in public events. . ... | was ot democrafje
cally inclined. | was full of enthusiasm then for emperors:
and kings and highly placed personages played no small.
part in my fancies. . . . | bought myself a strict Catholig
paper, that criticised very adversely the workers' move-
ment, which was attracting notice. Its aim was to educate
in a patriotic and religious direction. ... | took the wéf 3
est interest in the events that occurred in the royal famis
lies, and | took the death of the Crown Prince of Austria
so much to heart that | wept a whole day... .. Political
events [also] held me in suspense. The possibility of a war
with Russia roused my patriotic enthusiasm. | saw my
brother already returning from the battlefield covered
with glory. ...

When a particularly strong anti-Semitic feeling was nos
ticeable in political life, | sympathised with it for a tim'e;-.-_'
broad sheet, "How Israel Attained Power and Sovereignty
over all the Nations of the Earth,” fascinated me. . ...

About this time an Anarchist group was active. Some.
mysterious murders which had taken place were ascribed
to the Anarchists, and the police made use of them to6p-
press the rising workmen's movement. . . . | followed the!
trial of the Anarchists with passionate sympathy. | read
all the speeches, and because, as always happens, Social
Democrats, whom the authorities really wanted to attack;
were among the accused, | learned thelr views. | became
full of enthusiasm. Every single Social Democrat. . .
seemed to me a hero. . .. There was unrest among the
workers . . . and demonstrations of protest followed.
When these were repeated the military entered the
“threatened" streets. . . . In the evenings | rushed in the
greatest excitement from the factory to the scene of the
disturbance. The military did not frighten me; | only left
the place when it was “cleared.”

Later on my mother and | lived with one of my broth-
ers who had married. Friends came to him, among them
some intelligent workmen. One of these workmen was
particularly intelligent, and . .. could talk on many sub="
jects. He was the first Social Democrat | knew. He brought
me many books, and explained to me the difference be-
tween Anarchism and Socialism. | heard from him, also fo0
the first time, what a republic was, and in spite of my for-
mer enthusiasm for royal dynasties, | also declared rﬂ)’ﬁﬁI i



eayour of @ republican form of government. | saw
,eh}thing <o near and so clearly, that | actually
sunted the weeks which must still elapse before
 revolution of state and society would take place.
m this workman | received the first Social Demo-
party organ. . .- | first learned from it to under-
4 and judge of my own lot. | learned to see that
Al | had cuffered was the result not of a divine ordi-
nance, but of an unjust organization of society. . . .
p the factory | became another woman. ... . | told
my [femaie] comrades all that | had read of the work-
movement. Formerly | had often told stories
hen they had begged me for them. But instead of
. .‘érratlng . the fate of some queen, | now held
i _:érth on oppression and exploitation. | told of accu-
mulated wealth in the hands of a few, and introduced
as a contrast the shoemakers who had no shoes and
e tailors who had no clothes. On breaks | read
aloud the articles in the Social Democratic paper and
axplained what Socialism was as far as | understood
.. [While | was reading] It often happened that
{one of the clerks passing by shook his head and said
o another clerk: “The girl speaks like a man.”

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. How did Popp describe and interpret work in the

. factory?

2. According to her autobiography, what accounts
for Popp's nationalist sentiments early on? How

~ and why did she become a Social Democrat?

3, Was Popp likely to lead other working women to
socialism by reading them articles from socialist
newspapers? Why or why not?

f?ﬁ_ﬁl’lr’te: Slightly adapted from A. Fopp, The Autbbiography af a Working
Warman, trans. E. C. Harvey (Chicago: F. G. Browne, 1913), pp- 29, 34-35,
49, 66-69; 71, 74, 82-90.

Marxism and the Socialist Movement

Perhaps most important of all. workers standard of
living rose gradually but substantially after 1850 (sec
Chapter 22). The quality of life in urban areas improved
dramatically as well. For all these reasons, workers be-
came more moderate: they demanded gains, but they
were less likely to take to the barricades in pursuit of
them.

The growth of labor unions also reinforced this
wrend toward moderation. In the carly stages of indus-
trialization, unions were generally prohibited by law.
A famous law of the French Revolution had declared
all guilds and unions illegal in the name of “liberty” in

1791. In Great Britain, attempts by workers to unite
were made criminal conspiracies in 1799. Other coun-
iries had similar laws that hampered union develop-
ment. Unions were considered subversive bodies to be
hounded and crushed.

From this sad position workers struggled to escape.
Great Britain led the way in 1824 and 1825 when it
granted unions the right to exist—though generally
not the right to strike. Afcer the collapse of Robert
Owen’s attempt to form one big national union in the
1830s (see Chapter 20), new and more practical kinds
of unions appeared. Limited primarily to highly skilled
workers such as machinists and carpenters, these “new
model unions” concentrated on winning better wages
and hours through collective bargaining and compro-
mise. This approach helped pave the way (o the full
acceptance of unions in Britain in the 1870s, and after

1890 unions for unskilled workers developed.

Developments in Germany, the most industrialized,
socialized, and unionized continental country by 19 14,
were particularly instructive. German unions did not
ceceive basic rights until 1869, and until the Anti-
Socialist Laws were repealed in 1890, they were fre-
quently harassed by the government as socialist fronts.
As a result, in 1895 Germany had only about 270,000
union members ina male industrial workforce of nearly
8 million. Then, with almost all legal harassment elim-
inated, union membership skyrocketed, reaching
roughly 3 million in 1912.

This great expansion both reflected and influenced
the changing character of German unions. Increasingly,
union activists focused on bread-and-burter issues—
wages, hours, working conditions— rather than on fo-
menting socialist revolution. Genuine collective bar-
gaining, long opposed by socialist intellecruals as a

sellout, was officially recognized as desirable by the
German Trade Union Congress in 1899. When em-
ployers proved unwilling to bargain, a series of strikes
forced them to change theit minds. Tn 1913 alone,
over ten thousand collective bargaining agreements
benefiting 1.25 million workers were signed.

The German trade unions and their leaders were
in Fact, if not in name, thoroughgoing revisionists.
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revisionism An effort by |
moderate socialists to
update Marxist doctrines

to reflect the realities of

the time.

Chapter 23 The Age of Nationalism

Revisionism was an effort by vari-
ous socialists to update Marx’s doc-
trines to reflect the realities of the
time. Thus the socialist Eduard
Bernstein (1850-1932) argued in
1899 in his Evolutionary Socialism
that many of Marx’s predictions had been proved false.

Social conditions have not developed to such an
acute opposition of things and classes as is depicted
in the Communist Manifesto. . . . The number of
members of the possessing classes to-day is not
smaller but larger. . . .

In all advanced countries we see the privileges
of the capitalist bourgeoisie yielding step by step to
democratic organizations. Under the influence of
this, and driven by the movement of the working
classes which is daily becoming stronger, a social re-
action has set in against the exploiting tendencies of
capital.®

“Greetings from the May Day Festival” Workers participated enthusiastically in the annual one-day
strike on May 1in Stuttgart, Germany, to honor internationalist socialist solidarity, as this postcard
suggests. Speeches, picnics, and parades were the order of the day, and workers celebrated their
respectability and independent culture. Picture postcards like this one and the one on page 779
developed with railroads, mass travel, and high-speed printing. (akg-images)
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Therefore, Bernstein argued, socialists shoylq .
form their doctrines and tactics. They should mmh; .
with other progressive forces to win continued e“'t::lr&
tionary gains for workers through legislation, uniﬁn ‘
and further economic development. These views We?
denounced as heresy by the SPD and later by the Sec?
ond International. Yet the revisionist, gradualist .
proach continued to gain the tacit acceptance of map, -
German socialists, particularly in the trade unjong, V

Moderation found followers elsewhere. In Frapge
the great socialist leader Jean Jaurés (1859-1914) foras
mally repudiated revisionism in order to establish a uni®
fied socialist party, but he remained at heart a gradualjge
and optimistic secular humanist. Questions of revoly.
tion or revisionism also divided Russian Marxists,

By the early twentieth century socialist parties had
clear-cut national characteristics. Russians and social--
ists in the Austro-Hungarian Empire tended to be the.
most radical. The German party talked revolution and.
practiced reformism, greatly influenced by its enor-
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(rade-union movement. The French party talked
. and tried to practice it, unrestrained by a
anion movement that was both very weak and
A ical, In Britain, the socialist but non-Marxist
our Party: reflecting the well-established union
ement, Was formally committed to gradual reform.
1 Spain and ltaly, Marxist cocialism was very weak.

seeking to smash the state rather

There anarchism,
than the hourgeoisie, dominated radical thought and

n.

In short, socialist policies and doctrines varied from

Lpuntry to country. Socialism itself was to a large ex-

Bant “qationalized” behind the fagade of international

nity. This helps explain why when war came in 1914,
I {I socialist leaders and most workers supported

glmost a
heir national governments and turned away from in-

(ernational solidarity.

-

LOOKING BACK
LOOKING AHEAD

of Austria-Hungary, Russia, and
pational independence. FElsewhere,
to generate social differences, the politically unifie
ing industrialization and the emerging urb
devotion of many of its citizens. Responsive and ¢
the European nation-state of 1900 was in partt

whereas catly nationalists
the nationalists of 1900 had been aurtured int
states and the wars of unification in the

reveled in the strength of their unity, a

brought social benefits to ordinary
throughout the world. In Asia and Africa, il
colonial wars, and built authorita
it nationalism, which usually red uced soci
Darwinian, competition berween states.
progress and unity it ha
turn on itself, unleashing the First World Wi
mous proportions to All of Europe’s peoples.

an society, governec
apable of tackling many pracrical problems,

] he realization of ideologues and patriots like
Mazzini and the middle-class liberals active in the un
had envisioned a Europe of free peop
he waditional competition
1850s and 1860s. This new generatio

nd the nation-state be
ve nation-state improved city life and

leading countries
1e European powers seized t

Thus after 1870, at the same time the responsi
people, Europe’s

rian empires. Moreover,
al tensions within states, promoted

Thus European n

d helped to build. In 1914 the power 0
A and doling out self-in

Marxism and the Socialist Movement
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REVIEW and EXPLORE

@ MAKEIT STICK

' LearningCurve
"\ After reading the chapter, go online and use LearningCurve to retain what you've reaq,

ldlentify Key Terms
Identify and explain the significance of each item below.

Red Shirts (p. 757) Tanzimat (p. 769) Dreyfus affair (p. 773)
Homestead Act (p. 763) Young Turks (p. 770) People’s Budget (p. 773)
Crimean War (p. 764) Reichstag (p. 771) Zionism (p. 787)

Bloody Sunday (p. 765) Kulturkampf (p. 771) revisionism (p. 784)
October Manifesto (p. 765) German Social Democratic

Duma (p. 768) Party (SPD) (p. 771)

Review the Main ldeas

Answer the focus questions from each section of the chapter.

¢ How did Napoleon Il seek to reconcile popular and conservative forces in an authori-
tarian nation-state? (p. 754)

How did conflict and war lead to the construction of strong nation-states in Italy,
Germany, and the United States? (p. 756)

What steps did Russia and the Ottoman Turks take toward modernization, and how
successful were they? (p. 764)

What general domestic political trends emerged after 18712 (p. 770)

How did popular nationalism evolve in the last decades of the nineteenth century?
(p.775)

+ Why did the socialist movement grow, and how revolutionary was it? (p. 781)

Make Connactions
Think about the larger developments and continuities within and across chapters.

1. By 1900 most countries in Europe and North America had established modern nation-
states, but the road to nation building varied dramatically from place to place. Which
countries were most successful in building viable nation-states? What accounts for the
variation?

2. How and why did the relationship between the state and its citizens change in the last
decades of the nineteenth century?

3. Liberalism, socialism, and nationalism first emerged as coherent ideologies in the
decades around 1800 (Chapter 21). How had they changed by 1900?
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details from this chapter.
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What role did popular nationalism play in the emergence of modern anti-Semitism,
and how did Herzl respond to the virulent anti-Semitism of this period?

You encountered Herzl's story on page 780. Keeping the question above in mind, go to the Inte-
grated Media and examine examples of anti-Semitic nationalist writings and Herzl's argument for
the creation of a Jewish state, and then complete a writing assignment based on the evidence and
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