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CHAPTER 1 

The Problem of Nationalism 

The perplexed problem of nationalism is a modern one for 

which history has not yet found a solution. In ancient 

times, as well as in the Middle Ages, the problem of 

nationalism did not seem to puzzle mankind, even though 

then there existed certain forms of nationalism. 

The sense of tribal solidarity with its peculiar religion, 

its symbolic King of God, was a raw form of nationalism,, 

However, the tribe could not be considered as a nation 

because it was not large enough, not sufficiently de­

veloped, and it did not have a national self-consciousness 

which only centuries of common tradition can give* In the 

ancient world, only two groups of people were conscious of 

their nationality, the Jews and the Greeks, The Jews con­

sidered themselves as a chosen people. The Greeks too, 

were conscious of their national power, naming all other 

nations barbarians* The Romans were conscious of their 

political power * "I am a Roman Citizen" was the expres­

sion of their superiority and national consciousness* 

During the Middle Ages nationalism tended to be submerged. 

The people were local in their experiences and their pat­

riotism was directed towards their village, town, or petty 

feudal province, where they lived and laboured* The boun­

daries of nations were determined not by their own inter­

ests but by the ruling dynasties« The state and its inha-
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bitants were the property of the King, who could do as he 

willed. 

The problem of nationalism arose at the close of the eigh­

teenth century with the formation of the modern state* 

The state assumed the character of a centralized economic 

unit with separate economic interests and aims. 

The partition jf Poland in 1772 awoke in many minds the 

problem of the rights of the weaker peoples* The question 

arose whether peoples were to be bought and sold at the 

bidding of irresponsible monarchs, or had they the right 

of self-determination* Another important cause of the 

newly arisen tide of nationalism was the French Revolution, 

According to Lord Acton, the national sentiment was not 

developed directly out of the revolution in which it was 

Involved, but was exhibited first in resistance to it, 

vkien the attempt to emancipate had been absorbed in the 

desire to subjugate and the republic had been succeeded 

by the empire* 

Napoleon called a new power into existence by attacking 

nationality in Russia, by delivering it in Italy, and by 

governing in defiance of it in Germany and in Spain* 

From Russia to Mexico, everywhere, subjugated nations be­

gan to experience the dream of national emancipation* 

Dormant national feelings were awakened and the national 

wills became dynamic forces* The Romantic Movement gave 

additional stimulus to the national revival* 
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By the study of the Past, by the discovery of early le­

gends, and by the study of European nations in the stage 

of primitive societies, a national historical conscious­

ness was brought to birth* The Napoleonic Wars and the 

despotism of K, Metternich (1) generated a new feeling of 

nationalism as a reaction to despotism. Every country 

was producing national historians who painted the past 

virtues of their race* 

There followed a series of national uprisings and wars* 

The Greek war for independence from Turkey took place in 

the 20's of the last century* In America,the year 1826 

marked the end of the Spanish rule. The Monroe Doctrine 

in 1825 was a great step forward in the direction of na­

tional autonomy on the American continent. In 1850 there 

took place a national uprising in Poland. Under the 

leadership of Kossuth, the Hungarian people revolted 

against Austria, The national independence of Belgium, 

the unification of Italy and Germany, the independence of 

Norway, Roumania, etc, — all were achieved during the 

latter part of the nineteenth century* 

The fallacious theories of false liberalism, humanism, 

and economic determinism, contributed to the fact that 

nationalism became a secular religion* Men forgot God 

and found an idol* It became a faith as complex and as 

compelling as any religious creed* The sentiment of 

1. Prince Klemens Lothar Wengel.Metternich - Austrian 
statesman* 
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nationalism began to be exploited for evil purposes. It 

became chauvinistic in character end was used as a tool 

by the vested economic interests in their struggle for 

markets and production. States competed with one another 

for markets in order to sell their goods, and for raw ma­

terial with which to make their goods* The states used 

the spirit of nationalism to whip up enthusiasm for com­

petition and for eventual war. 

For the chauvinistic nationalist, the state-nation became 

the realization of an ethical ideal, the march of God 

through the world. The state was raised to a supernatural 

level, and individual liberty and rights were denied. For 

the chauvinist, nationalism meant the supression and nega­

tion of foreign nations, inflation of their own value, 

stagnation and petrification of national culture and sanc-

tification of tradition* The chauvinist considered his 

own nation as the highest and absolute* He considered all 

other nations as a means of self-aggrandisement* 

Growing atheismj loss of faithj the ascendancy of economic 

liberalism, which placed prime importance on economic gain; 

were exploited by interested groups in making nationalism 

a divine concept* It became, and was accepted by many as 

a transcendental absolute* 

Nationalism became a powerful appeal and has become the 

basis of life in the modern state. Social and economic 

dislocation of the nineteenNand early twentieth century 
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has by some been interpreted as originating from an in-

compatability of racial elements in the populations in­

volved* 

Nationalism became a cloak for 3elfish economic and po­

litical aims. Nations claimed absolute sovereign rights, 

forgetting about the Brotherhood of Men and the Fatherhood 

of God* Nations forgot St. Paul's assertion that, "He 

hath made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on 

all the face of the earth".(1) The racial myth, on which 

extreme nationalism thrives, has brought the world to its 

present catastrophe* Elevating the nation to a mysterious 

supernatural being and forgetting God, the chauvinistic 

nationalism was bound to lead to hatred and to wars, for 

the love of God is inseparable from the love of our fellow 

men* 

It may appear, therefore, that nationalism was a destruc­

tive force in our society, and should be rejected as hav­

ing no good in it a.1 all* However, this is not so* The 

purpose of the treatise is to prove that there is no rea­

son why nationalism should be rejected as undesirable 

and without any good in it. By examining the concept of 

nationalism and the nature of the national unit, we shall 

endeavour to prove that nations are a highly desirable 

and necessary social structure, which is of great service 

to man and humanity* 

1* Acts 17:26 
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Nationalism is a highly constructive force, provided it 

derives its strength from a universal norm of morality, a 

standard of morality that has reference to human nature, 

and that is applicable at all times and places, and not 

one Mihich is grounded on particular interests. 
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CHAPTER 11 

Race and Racism 

In discussing the question of racial differences, 0* 

Kleinberg (1), states that the problem of psychological 

differences between national and racial groups has always 

been of interest, and in recent years it has received a 

practical application and a political significance which 

has made it far more than an academic question, 

P, Moon (2) writes that there exists an Ill-defined, but 

widespread popular belief that a nation is, or should be, 

a racial unit. That is, it is a group descended from 

common ancestors, and, therefore, is united in kinship, 

language, and racial characteristics; a belief that ex­

presses itself popularly in such phrases as: "our fore­

fathers?, "Irish wit", "Irish blood", "Anglo-Saxon", 

"French temperament", "English common sense", "German 

thoroughness", and the like* Moon reminds us that it is 

well to remember that common sense is not an exclusive 

possession of Englishmen; wit is lacking, in at ileast, a 

few Irishmen; "Slavic melancholy" is not characteristic 

of all Russians; "love of the almighty dollar" is not a 

peculiarly American trait; and Frenchmen are not invari­

ably polite* 

However, since race theories have been justified in the 

1. 0* Kleinberg Social Psychology p* 282 
2* P. Moon Syllabus of International Relations p* 14 
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name of science, it is important to analyze the true na­

ture of race and to distinguish between the two concepts 

of race and nation, since this distinction will have a de­

cisive bearing upon our discussion of the nature of nation­

alism* 

There is no clear definition as to what constitutes a race. 

In a rather general way E, Hooton (1) defined race as a 

large subdivision of mankind, the members of which are 

distinguished by possession of similar combinations of an­

atomical features due to common heredity* A similar idea 

is expressed by P* Moon (2) who defines race as an aggre­

gation of persons having in common certain hereditary 

characteristics which distinguish them from others and 

which seem to indicate descent from the same ancestors*. 

Because of the vagueness of the race concept, it is very 

difficult to discover an acceptable criterion for racial 

classification* J, Blubenbach (3), for example, is res­

ponsible for the familiar classification of humanity into 

five races according to skin color: the White or Caucasian, 

the Yellow or Mongolian, the Black or Ethiopean, the Red 

or American, and the Brown or Malayan, G» Sergi (4) prefers 

1* E* Hooton Apes, Men, and Morons, 
cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid. 

2. P, Moon ibid p* 14 
3* J, Blubenbach Anthropological Treatises,, 

cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid* 
4. G, Sergi L'Uomo, Seconds le Origin!. 

cited by 0. Kleinberg, ibid* 
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to employ head shape as a criterion of race and speaks of 

two main species or races: the Eurasiatic, or roundheaded, 

found in Asia and Central Europe; and the Euafrican, or 

longheaded, originating in Africa but also found in North­

ern and Southern Europe, This classification unites in 

one category the blondest Scandinavian and the darkest 

Negro, because both are longheaded, and it ignores all 

the differences between them* 

An attempt to use a number of criteria in combination was 

made by Deniker (1), who arrived at seventeen main races 

and twenty-nine subraces. In other words, it appears 

that racial classifications are artificial and arbitrary, 

since there is no way of deciding whether skin color or 

head shape is the more significant criterion* The fact 

that there are many transitional forms and that there is 

a marked degree of overlapping between one group and an­

other, appears to justify the conclusion that human races, 

in any strict sense of the term, exist only in the mind 

of the classifier. Thus Father Lafarge (2) cites 

Reuter (3), Garth (4), Schmidt (5), and others as autho­

rities, claiming that modern anthropological and ethno­

logical science overwhelmingly rejects the theory of race* 

1* Deniker cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid. 
2, Father Lafarge Interracial Justice p* 11 
3* Reuter, E.B, The Race Problem 
4* Garth, T*R» Race Psychology 
5, Schmidt Rasse und Volk 
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Used even in the purely physical sense the term race pre­

sents great difficulties* Those primary races, or sub­

species - the CaucasfiAjA, the Mongloid, and the Negroid -

are generalized raoial types; hypothetical stocks, rather 

than living races* 

The modern racist theory, which found its most ardent fol­

lowers among the German National Socialists, owes its 

philosophy to H*S. Chamberlain (1), who glorified the 

Teutons, and who developed a passionate and arbitrary 

Pan-Germanic philosophy of history which stemmed from 

the previous doctrines of Gobineau who spoke of the su­

periority of the Aryan race* Chamberlain denied all evi­

dence of a universal fraternity of human species and in­

sisted on the necessity of recognizing a hierarchy of 

distinct and unequal races, physically and spiritually 

dissimilar, and incapable of being considered a simple 

humanity, but rather divided into nations coextensive 

with the distinct races* Chamberlain attempts to identify 

the oneness of raoe and nation, and thus, he laid the 

foundation for the racism of Hitler Germany. He writes 

that humanity, about which men have philosophized to such 

an extent, suffers from the serious defect that it does 

not exist at all* Nature and history reveal a great num­

ber of various human beings but no such thing as humanity. 

Even the hypothesis that all these beings, as the offshoots 

1* Chamberlain, H*S* The Foundations of the Nineteenth 
Century. 
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of one original stem, are physically related to eath other, 

has scarcely so much value as Ptolomaeus" theory of the 

heavenly spheres* 

The Teachings of racism construct a hierarchy of races a-

mong which no sociability exists; the difference among 

which are true differences in blood, and the degrees of 

greatness achieved by them, are to be attributed to forces 

of blood and physique* In other words, it is a purely 

zoological concept of race and nationality* 

Forst de Battaglia (1) reduces this teaching to the fol­

lowing essential propositions: (a) men who descend from a 

single blood form a natural community, the race, from which 

no man can escape and into which no one can enter by a mere 

act of the willj (b) this primitive unity is the most im­

portant and the most sacred which exists among men; (c) 

the physical constitution of a man classifies him infall­

ibly in one of these racial communities; (d) the soul and 

all the intellectual manifestations of a man bear the im­

press of his race; (e) there is an inevitable and intrin­

sic connection between physical and moral qualities; (f) 

this double heritage fixes in advance the personality of 

each individual; (g) we are the products of our own here­

dity; (h) there is a hierarchy among the races not only 

in physical beauty, but also in all the spiritual endow­

ments and in moral value; (i) history, all the culture, 

1* Forst de Battaglia La Mysterle du Sang pp« 54-55 
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and all the civilization of humanity, depend on the evo­

lution of races; (j) the better race has the right and 

the duty to maintain its purity and to protect itself a-

gainst the influences of the inferior race* 

In the special, physical, pseudo-scientific sense, race 

is defined by one of the theorists, Hans F»K, Gunther (1), 

as follows: "A race shows itself in a human group which 

is marked off from every other group through its own ap­

proximate combination of bodily and mental characteristics, 

and in turn only produces its like"* Dr* Gunther finds 

five basic European races: the Nordie race, tall, long 

head, narrow face, blue or grey eyes, fair hair, white and 

rosy skin; the Mediterranean race, like Nordic in head 

and face but short in stature, soft, smooth or curly 

brown or black hair, brownish skin, deep-sunk brown eyes; 

the Dinar!c, tall stature, broad head, narrow face, prom­

inent nose, curly brown or black hair, brown, deep-3unk 

eyes, brownish skin; the Alpine race, short stature, broad 

head, broad face, flat short nose, stiff hair, brown or 

black, yellowish brown skin, standing out brown eyes; and 

the East Baltic race, short stature, short head, broad 

face, flat broad nose, light stiff hair, light grey or 

whitish eyes standing out; light skin with grey undertone* 

According to Dr. Gunther, 55 to 60 per cent of the popu­

lation of the British l3les is Nordic, 30 per cent is 

1* Gunther, Hans F,K« cited by H* Sommerville in 
"A Course in Social Science for Catholic Clubs" 
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Mediterranean and 10 per cent is Alpine* The population 

of Germany is from 50 to 55 per oent Nordic* That of 

France, he says, is 25 per cent Nordic* 

Thus the racist claim, that there are anthropological, bio­

logical, cultural, and psychological arguments for racial 

superiority* Let us examine these contentions in the light 

of the findings of scholars who have TOrked and studied in 

this field. 

G* Retzius (1) points out that even the Swedes, who are re­

garded as unmixed representatives of the Nordic or North 

European racial type, show such marked divergencies among 

themselves that only a minority actually possesses the com­

bination of physical features usually regarded as Nordic* 

This is, of course, more marked in other European nations* 

The Jews, for example, show physical variations almost as 

great as those found in all Europeans taken together* 

Huxley and Haddon point out that in the Caucasus the large 

majority of Jews are roundheaded or brachecephallc, whereas 

among the Yemenite Jews dilochocephaly is the rule* In 

parts of Poland and Lithuania the average stature of Jews 

is 5'4", in western European and American countries it is 

5'3". Similar variations have been reported for colour of 

skin, eyes, and hair* F* Muller (2) maintains that an 

1* Retzius, G. Anthropologia Sueslea 
cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid* 

2* Muller, F* Biographies of Words and the Home of the 
Aryan, cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid* 
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ethnologist who speaks of Aryan race, Aryan blood, Aryan 

eyes or hair, is as great a sinner as a linguist who speaks 

of a dilochocephalic dictionary or brachycephalic grammar* 

Dr* Hertz (1) states that even the primal Aryan race is a 

purely hypothetical conception, just as Indo-European is a 

mere linguistic conception* It is evident that a fair-

haired, blue-eyed Finn, whose speech is non-Aryan, is more 

akin to a Swede or North German of like racial character­

istics than the latter are to a South Aryan, let us say to 

a Sicilian, to a Greek, or to a Portuguese, who in many 

respects will bear more likeness to a Semite or to a North 

African* 

Let us now turn our attention to the arguments for racial 

superiority* One type of argument heard is to the effect 

that races differ in their degree of primitiveness. More 

specifically, the Negro, for example, may have developed 

earlier from the ancestral anthropoid stock and represents, 

therefore, a species inferior to the later evolved Cauca­

sian or Mongolian* It is claimed that In certain physical 

characteristics, like the wide flat nose, the long arms, 

etc*, the Negro resembles the anthropoid more than do either 

of the other two racial stocks* This argument has been ex­

amined in detail by Boas, Kroeber, and others* As they have 

pointed out, this hierarchy of races depends on the nature 

of the criteria used* There are many characteristics in 

1. Dr* Hertz Race and Civilization p* 77 
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which the Negro resembles the anthropoid less than do either 

of the other races* In hairiness of body, for example, the 

Caucasian is most like the anthropoid* The thick lips of 

the Mongolian represent much less a departure from the an­

thropoid type than the thick everted lips of the Negro, 

which are most "human"* There is, approximate^ an equal 

number of ape-like characteristics in the three races, 

and no decision is possible as to which is the most primi­

tive* 

It is frequently argued that the physical differences be­

tween races create a presumption in favour of psychologi­

cal differences* There have been studies of the possible 

psychological significance of various physiognomic fea­

tures, including skin colour, shape of head, size of noae, 

height of forehead, convexity and concavity of facial 

profile, glandular makeup and general bodily constitution* 

A series of careful investigations have thrown consider­

able doubt on the connection between constitution and nor­

mal personality* A careful examination of the research 

data by Patterson justifies the conclusion that net a 

single one of them has proved any positive relationship 

between physique and mentality* 

Some significance has been attached to the fact that on 

the average, the size and shape of the Negro brain is 

smaller than that of the White* Studies in this field, 

however, revealed the fsct that the overlapping is very 
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great and that there are a great many Negro brains larger 

than that of the average White* In general, the brains 

of Negroes and Whites appear to be approximately equal in 

size and appear to have the same conformation* It is 

also a fact that studies of brain size within the White 

group have failed to show any close correspondence with 

level of mentality* 

0* Kleinberg (1) describes an interesting experiment by 

R* Bean, conducted in connection with the qualitative 

characteristics of the brain. R* Bean (2) has focused 

attention upon possible Negro-White differences* In a 

series of studies Bean arrived at the conclusion that the 

frontal area of the brain was less well-developed in the 

Negro than in the White, and that the posterior area was 

better developed* He believed that this difference para­

lleled the"well known fact" that the Negro is inferior 

in the higher intellectual functions and superior in 

those concerned with rhythm and sense perception* An­

other important difference was in the depth of the con­

volutions of the cortex, those of the Negro being much 

shallower and more childlike than those of the White* 

It happened that these studies were carried out at John 

Hopkins University under the direction of Professor F» 

Mall (3), head of the Department of Anatomy* Mall was 

1. 0. Kleinberg Ibid 
2* R* Bean Some Racial Peculiarities of the Negro 

Brain, cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid* 
3. F. Mall On Several Anatomical Characters of the 

Human Brain, cited by 0* Kleinberg, ibid* 
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for some reason uncertain of Bean's results and he repeat­

ed the whole study on the same collection of brains on 

which Bean had worked* He took the precaution, however, 

of comparing the brains wl thout knowing in advance which 

were Negro and which were White* When he and his associ­

ates placed in one group those brains which had rich con­

volutions, and in another group those with shallow con­

volutions, they found exactly the same proportions of 

Negro and White brains in the two groups* When they mea­

sured the size of the frontal and posterior looes in the 

two groups of brains, they found no difference in their 

relative extent in the two races* 

Mall came to the conclusion that Bean's findings had no 

basis in fact, and that it had not been demonstrated that 

Negro brains differed in any essential manner from those 

of White brains* Thus, it can be said that there has 

been no demonstration that psychological differences of 

any significance are associated with the physical fea­

tures used in race classification* The cultural argument 

for racial superiority is unsatisfactory because of the 

great variations in the cultural levels of the same rac­

ial groups at different times in history* There is also 

no acceptable criterion which may be used in judging cul­

tures* 

In resent years the racial superiority of the Nordics has 

been greatly emphasized. However, the first important 
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consideration in connection with this type of racial eval­

uation is the need to place it in proper historical per­

spective* Even if one were willing to grant that at the 

present time certain of the North European nations appear 

to stand in a position of political, military, and possibly 

artistic superiority over those in other parts of the world, 

and this is a large assumption, it Is necessary to keep in 

mind that we have no right to argue from a temporary to a 

biological and permanent superiority* 

In the time of the Greeks, for example, the North Euro­

peans were regarded as barbarians incapable of creative 

culture. Besides, there is no doubt, that our western ci­

vilization is a composite, containing contributions from 

all peoples of the world* It must also be kept in mind 

that other groups may legitimately protest against our 

judging them in terms of our own criteria* We tend to 

think of the Chinese or the Africans as inferior because 

they have failed to develop our type of civilization. 

There is, however, no universal criterion which enables 

us to determine the superiority of one culture or of one 

civilization over another* 

Marco Polo may have ridiculed the Chinese for wasting 

their discovery of gunpowder on firecrackers, but they, 

with at least equal right, might have questioned the in­

telligence of using it for the destruction of human beings* 

There is also a great amount of variability found within 

any one race in respect to culture« The most cultivated 
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Chinese and the simplest tribes of Siberia are of the same 

race or physical type* The same is true of many other ra­

cial groups. These wide divergencies within a single race 

make it impossible to assume that race is in any direct 

way the cause of culture* They indicate rather that we 

must take into account a whole host of geographical and 

historical factors which are relatively independent of 

race, and which make it possible for one community to 

reach the height of complexity in its cultural and social 

life, and which keep another at a relatively simple level* 

The same lack of evidence of discrepancy between races 

applies also to experiments conducted with intelligence 

tests* The present concensus of opinion is that so many 

environmental factors enter in the comparisons that no 

conclusions as to innate ability is justified* The dis­

covery of individual Negro children with intelligence 

quotients at the extreme upper end of the distribution, 

as well as the excellent showing made by American Indian 

children adopted into superior White homes, also testify 

to the absence of innate racial differences of intelli­

gence* 

As far as nations within the White race are concerned, 

there is almost complete unanimity among psychologists 

that biologically determined differences between them 

has never been proven. 0. Kleinberg also reports that 

an attempt to compare groups of Nordic, Alpine and Med-



20 

iterranean children, selected in Europe according to the 

most rigid anthropological criteria, failed to reveal 

any significant differences between them. In other words, 

there has as yet appeared no adequate proof of inherent 

racial differences in ability* 

Thus, anthropologists in general, tend to repudiate the 

entire system of race* Father J* Lafarge (1) cites a 

number of authorities stating that mgdern anthropological 

and ethnological science overwhelmingly reject the theory 

that even purely physical traits are permanently or fix­

edly inherited by any large determinable group of human 

beings. It is an analogy falsely transferred from an 

animal race, an analogy not unlikely, when human beings 

are treated as animals# Used even in the purely physical 

sense, the term race presents great difficulties» Those 

primary races or sub-species, - the CaucasftAft, the Mong-

loid, and the Negroid, - are generalized racial types, 

hypothetical stocks rather than living races* 

J*J* Wright (2) discussing the Catholic view on the sub­

ject of race, informs us that racist contentions that 

human racial stocks differ from one another in their or­

iginal and permanent nature, as radically, as do men from 

beasts, is described as absurd by the congregation of 

Seminaries in its syllabus of pernicious propositions 

1* J. Lafarge Ibid pp. 16-17 
2* J.J, Wright National Patriotism in Papal Teachings* 
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bruited about and bolstered wl th false show of science* 

In a letter of April 13, 1938, entitled"Falsi nominis 

scientia fucatas" it is stated: "Stirpes humanae indole 

sua, nativa et immutabili, adeo inter se differunt ut 

infima ipsarum magis distet a suprema hominum stlrpe quam 

a suprema specie brutorum"* Against any effort to divide 

the human family anthropologically, Pope Pius XI declares 

simply and categorically that there is no longer any ser­

ious disagreement with regard to the essential unity of 

the human race - "De generis humani unitate iam nulli 

dissentiunt", - Encyclical Mortalium Animos, A A S XX 

(1923) p* 5* The Holy Father explains that we do not 

speak of races describing the families of mankind that 

constitute human society, and that the failure to perceive 

the existence and necessity of universalism, a failure 

productive of the disorders of the international world, 

is the result of the fact, that men forget that human 

species is one great human race in which there is no room 

for special races. (Discourse to members of Confederation 

Francaise des Syndicats Chretiens* Observatore Romano 

19-20 September 1938, p* 1 ) , 

Thus, religion and reputable science are at one in their 

contention that the human society cannot be subdivided 

into races. Races have become mixed and there is no such 

thing as a purely physical order of race* On the basis 

of all this, it can be safely said, that the whole theory 
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of racism was false and presented a deliberate attempt to 

create disunity in mankind and to subjugate one group of 

people to another group* 



23 

CHAPTER 111 

Race and Nation, 

"The Romans first, with Julius Caesar came, 

Including all the nations of that name* 

Gauls, Greeks and Lombards, and by computation 

Auxiliaries of Slaves, of every nation* 

With Hengist, Saxons, Danes and Suenos came, 

In search of plunder, not in search of fame* 

And conquering William brought the Norman o'er, 

Scots, Plots, and Irish from the Hibernian shore; 

All these, their barbarous offspring left behind; 

The dregs of armies, they, of all mankind, 

Blended with Bretons who before were here, 

Of whom the Welsh have blest the character* 

From this amphibious, ill-born mob began 

That vain, ill-natured thing, an Englishman"* 

Daniel Defoe - "The True-Bom Englishman". 

As long ago as 1700 Daniel Defoe laughed at the chauvin­

istic nationalists who preened themselves as "true-born 

Englishmen"* The quotation at the head of this chapter 

refered only to the racial mixtures affected in England 

up to the time of William the Conqueror* During the nine 

hundred years that have passed since then England contin­

ued to receive immigrants from abroad, and thus, has added 

further variety to her national blood* 

The concepts of race and nation are frequently confused* 
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Some maintain, and at certain periods the contention was 

quite pronounced, that unity of race is to be considered 

an essential element of nationality* If race is to be re­

garded as a physical thing, or as defined in general an­

thropology, a large subdivision of mankind the members of 

which are distinguished by possession of similar combina­

tions of anatomical features due to common heredity, we 

certainly cannot consider the English nation, as origin­

ating from one racial stock, but we must admit profound 

influences due to history, to culture, to environment, 

and to blending* 

The fallacy of the race doctrine has been examined and 

discussed somewhere else in this thesis* However, because 

of the frequent confusion of the concepts of race and 

nation, it is important to analyze and to throw light on 

the relationship, if any, between these two concepts* 

Professor Von Engeln (1) takes the view that there can be 

no question but that the most firmly established division 

of human beings into separate classes is that based on 

race, as determined by the colour of the skin. There is 

a natural antipathy between white, yellow, brown, red, 

and black races* This intolerance apparently is based on 

a psychological realization of unlikeness; and this ui»-

likeness had its origin in the long prehistoric develop­

ment of each race in geographical isolation* In view of 

1* 0*D* von Engeln Inheriting the Earth pp* 8-14 
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this very ancient origin of racial antipathies, one would 

also expect to find that national groups have been, and 

are, quite universally based primarily on kinship of race. 

In a large measure this is true, but there are exceptions. 

Thus the Japanese, perhaps as homogeneous a national group 

as any that could be cited, include in their number a rem­

nant of Ainus, a people of Caucasian type, and perhaps the 

aboriginal race of the main island of Hondo* On the other 

hand, in the south of Japan there Is found a Malay admix-

ture, a relatively recent addition to the prevailing 

Mongolian stock* 

A more recent amalgamation than that of the Japanese,of 

distinctly different races into a well-defined national 

unit, is encountered in the Brazilian people* The Portu­

guese planters in Brazil seem to have had sexual inter­

course from the first with the African female slaves whom 

they imported* In consequence of this racial admixture, 

a large population of Metis, or half-breeds, developed in 

Brazil at a very early date* 

Perhaps the most striking, if not the most significant, 

transgression of racial lines by nationality is presented 

by the Jews* There are none other than this people who 

so characteristically preserve the mask of nationality, 

if not anthropologically, at least by facial expression* 

Hence it is of great interest to note that the Jews, 

though mainly a white people, have a colour fringe — 
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black, brown, and yellow* There are the Beni-Israel of 

India, the Falashas of Abyssinia, the disappearing Chinese 

colony of Kai-Fung-Foo, the Judeos of Ioango, the black 

Jews of Cochin, the negro Jews of Fernando Po, Jamaica 

and Surinam* 

But colour of skin is not the only criterion of race*. 

Ethnologists have fixed their attention on head form as 

the most permanent and distinct, and at the same time, 

characteristic racial difference. Using this as a basis, 

three separate racial types may be identified in European 

populations: the Mediterranean race, the Alpine race, and 

the Nordic race« 

It is immediately evident that there is no correspondence 

between the distribution of these three racial types and 

the various developments of nationality in Europe* Lack 

of coincidence between nationality and racial unity, ra­

cial character, might, perhaps, be expected, but the fact 

that practically every one of the nationalities of Europe 

present a different combination of racial make-up is quite 

significant as an indication that division between long­

heads and broad-heads is not the basis of national con­

sciousness in Europe* 

A nation consists of individuals who share certain nation­

al sentiments* J.S, Mill (1) oontends that a feeling of 

1, Mill, J*S* Representative Government chapter XVI 
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nationality may generate from various causes* Sometimes 

it is the effect of identity of race and descento Com­

munity of language and community of religion greatly con­

tribute towards it* Geographical limits are one of its 

causes. But the strongest of all is the identity of pol­

itical antecedents; the possession of a national history 

and consequently community of recollection; collective 

pride and humiliation, pleasure and regret, connected 

with the same incidents in the past* None of the circum­

stances, however, are either indispensable or necessarily 

sufficient by themselves* 

Father Schmidt speaking as a Catholic anthropologist, 

finds that cultural factors give rise to differentiations 

within the human family, but he sees in these differen­

tiations secondary and superficial factors of division in 

a singe human race* J,J. Wright (1) bringing the opinion 

of Father Schmidt, whose book"Rasse und Volk" is the prin­

cipal Catholic work on the biological and ethnological 

postulates of racism from; a scientific point of view, 

states that such anthropologists as Eugene Pittard, who 

is devoid of theological preoccupations, supports the con­

tention of Father Schmidt in his book "Les Races de 1' 

Histoire". He bears witness that the conoept of race is 

a zoological concept unlike, for example, that of language 

or nationality, both of which are social concepts pecu­

liarly human. Or as E* Barker (2) puts it: "race is a 

1. J.Jo Wright National Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp*ll-l2 
2* E. Barker National Character and Factors in its 

Formation p, 23 
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physical classification and a nation is a spiritual fact". 

W* Sulzbach (1) writes that if the race concepts of the 

anthropologists, as applied for example to Europe, should 

be taken seriously by politicians, civil wars would imme­

diately destroy all the existing nations because Homo-

Europeans, Homo Mediterraneans and Homo Alpinus &re all 

to be found in almost every country of Europe* If sym­

pathies conincided with what the anthropologists call 

races, a great part of the inhabitants of Northern Ger­

many would feel closer affiliation with the people of 

Northern France than with those of Southern Germany? and 

many Northern Italians would feel more intimately iden­

tified with the Swiss than with the natiy^ of Naples or 

Palerno* 

German nationalists are in the habit of saying, "Blut 

will zu Blutt"', men of the same blood long for each other* 

It is very doubtful whether this applies even to close 

relatives, who are often quarrelsome. It is certainly 

far more unlikely in the case of several million differ­

ent persons * Whatever races may be, they are not iden­

tical with nations* If the Germans could actually define 

races by listening "to the voice of their blood" as 

Hitler asserts, it would not be necessary to require 

every inhabitant of Germany to prove whether his descent 

is"Aryan", "Partly Aryan", or Jewish* Every German Aryan 

1* Sulzbach, W* National Consciousness p* 29 
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would be aware of his ancestry and of the Jewish blood 

in others by instinct* 

Father de la Briere cited in Lafarge (1), calls attention 

to the solidarity with which leaders among anthropolo­

gists have repudiated, as an illusion and superstition, 

the idea that any people, including the Jews, known to 

political geography, possess a homogeneity of anthropo­

logical origin, even if they may be distinguishable by 

certain ethnological characteristics. He states that it 

is pure abuse of language to confuse by the current em­

ployment of the word race, an actually discernible com­

munity, resulting from a thousand historical causes, 

social and psychological in their nature, with an anthro­

pological family constituted by the physical and immemo­

rial continuity of a distinctive descent* The social 

community is a visible reality; for every differentiated 

group, unity of anthropological origin is a fiction with­

out relation to the authentic and verifiable reality* 

B. Joseph (2.) analysing the question of the inter-rela­

tionship of race and nationality on the basis of various 

sources, declares that the contention that race and na­

tionality are not oo-'cerminous can best be demonstrated 

by a survey of the existing nationalities of Europe* The 

French Walloons, who form part of the Belgian nationality, 

1* Lafarge, J* Interracial Justice pp. 16-19 
2. Joseph B* Nationality pp* 40-41 
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are of a different race fWift the Flemings* Russia, as it 

existed prior to the Great War, was said to have compri­

sed people of over forty different races. Whilst it is 

true that there were several nationalities included with­

in the Russian State, even on that basis, it contained, 

on the average, four or five races to each nationality* 

Similarly, it can be observed that the Flemings, North 

Frenchmen, and North West Germans belong to the same race, 

whilst they differ from the Central and Southern Germans 

and Frenchmen. Nor is there any noticeable distinction 

of race between a Norman and a Hanoverian, between a 

Lyonnais and a Bavarian, nor between a Provencal and a 

Calabrian* The English nationality, as we have seen a-

bove, is also an illustration, consisting as it does, of 

Normans, Saxons, Danes, and Flemings, not to mention a 

considerable admixture of Scotch, Irish, Italian, Spanish, 

and other European blood* 

The confusion and contradiction that exists with regard 

to the importance of the racial element in nationality 

becomes patent when it is realized that, although the 

French are popularly believed to be of Celtic descent 

and the Germans of Teutonic origin, there are scientists, 

like M* Jean Finst, who in his book "Race Prejudice", 

maintains that if it is absolutely necessary to attri­

bute Celtic descent to any European people, that people 

must not be the French but the Germans; while the French, 

on the other hand, are more Teutonic in blood than the 
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Germans* This seemingly startling view will cease to 

surprise when it is remembered that France was the abode 

of the Franks, the Burgundians, the Visigoths, and the 

Normans, all of whom were of Germanic origin. 

Speaking absolutely, it is probably correct to say that 

no entire single race has ever formed one nationality* 

It is certainly the case that there has been constant in­

termingling of races ever since society emerged from the 

primitive stages* The development of nationalities is 

freqently the history of the voluntary or compulsory rap­

prochement of different nations* As I, Zangwill (1) 

aptly remarked: "Turn Time's Cinematograph back far 

enough, and the Germans are found to be French and the 

French Germans"* 

Pope Leo Xlll, as cited by J.J* Wright (2), conceded that 

apart from the unhappy sense which the word "Americanis-

mus" may have when applied to separatist opinion in the 

religious sphere, there exists an unimpeachable sense 

which the word may have as the description of those "morum 

aliarumque dotum Amerlcanis peculiarium", those usages 

and distinctive traits of the American people by which 

they are set apart from the rest of men and which form 

the core of the fact of an American nation, always under­

standing nation in a sociological sense* When Leo Xlll 

1* Zangwill, I* The Principle of Nationalities p, 47 
2* Wright, J.J* Nationalism and Patriotism in Papal 

Teachings* 
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described the rise of a new nation with a new fatherland, 

a genus americanum, composed of peoples from all corners 

of the old world, yet sharing now a common national char­

acter and a common national spirit, he implicitly excluded, 

as an intrinsic determinant of the fact of fatherland, any 

theory of racial purity* 

The impossibility of conceiving a patriotism based on ra­

cial homogeneity in the United States,or in any part of 

it, is immediately evident* Sinclair Lewis' description 

of Martin ArrowsmithA"was, like most inhabitants of El 

Mills before the Slavo-Italian immigration, a typical 

purebred Anglo-Saxon American, which means that he was a 

union of German, French, Scotch, Irish, and perhaps a 

little of Spanish, conceivably a little of the strains 

lumped together as Jew! sh, and a great deal of English, 

which is itself a combination of primitive Britain, Celt 

Phoenician, Roman, German, Dane and Swede..o" 

Thus it can be clearly seen that no nation, and as a mat­

ter of fact, no individual, Is of pure, unmixed, racial 

stock* Race and nationality are not co-terminous* Each 

nation contains streams of blood from various sources. 

There is no nation in the world that is not of a mixed 

race* The Germans contain considerable Slavic blood 

combined with that of other nations* The English nation­

ality consists of a mixture of Normans, Saxons, Danes, 

Scotch, Irish, etc* The Russians contain considerable 
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proportions of the Tartars and Finnish peoples* The same 

applies to other nations, as we have seen from the numer­

ous examples cited above* There has never been a race, 

Teutonic, Slavonic, Celtic, or the like, which has suc­

ceeded in including all its members within a single na­

tional entity* The present Greek, Italian, Roumanian, 

and American nations are mixed peoples, just as are the 

new nations in South America* In many instances, where 

nationality is most diverse, race may be quite uniform* 

Nationality and race may coincide, but race seems to be 

prejudiced to the evolution of national solidarity* Na­

tionality is not based essentially on race, and in fact 

it developes from an indiscriminate mixture of races as 

indicated somewhere else in this chapter* 

Apart from the fact that there is not an entire single 

race that has ever formed one nationality, and that there 

is no nation that is not of a mixed race; the theory of 

race, as it was discussed somewhere else, fails to stand 

up to any adequate test* The racial theory assumes pur­

ity of race vh ere it demonstrably does not exist* H* 

Somerville (1) writes that only a few scholars take these 

physical race theories seriously* In history we cannot 

trace these physical races except in the most shadowy 

ways It is states and nations, political nor physical 

groups, that have mattered most in history* The peoples 

1» Somerville, H, A Course in Social Science for 
Catholic ^lubs pp* 52-53 
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that have walked in the highroads of history and civili­

zation have been Inextricably mixed in their breeding* 

G* Partridge (1), synthesizing the objections of scienti­

fic authorities against the possibility of making race 

the criterion of national groupings, states that all 

races have become mixed and kinship in a group has ceased 

to exist in fact* Race, even in its widest sense, can­

not be the determinant of the visible realities which 

are nations* 

Thus, unity of race and a common origin cannot serve as 

an absolute basis for nationality, and national unity, 

and the two concepts of race and nation should be kept 

distinct* 

1* Partridge, G* The Psychology of Nations p» 226 
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CHAPTER IV 

The Origin of Nationality 

How does a nation come into being? How does it develop its national 

consciousness? 

J.J, Wright (1) states that by eliminating the racist theory which de­

termines nationality in the biological order and the statist theory 

by which it would He determined in the judicial order, it becomes ap­

parent that the nation does not come into being by the operation of 

any blind and deterministic necessity beyond the control of men and 

imposing itself upon the action of their wills in such wise as to 

claim of them instinctive patriotism. 

Herein lies the fundamental point of difference between the Catholic 

concept of society in all its forms, the national society among them, 

and any materialistic concept of the same. The latter is bound always 

to resolve itself into a deterministic interpretation of society; the 

former, starting as it does in all social theory from the primacy of 

spiritual personality, must see in the rise of human societies no mere 

blind involuntary forces at work, but rather, as Pope Leo XLll express­

ed it, the operation of those historic and national circumstances, al­

ways human, which give rise within a nation to its traditional, and 

indeed, its fundamental laws. 

Inasmuch as it is a form of society, the nation represents the opera­

tion of human forces. As a particular fom of society, however, the 

nation is brought even closer to the human form as its norm and cause; 

1. Wright, J.J, Nationality and Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp.52-55 
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for the very forms which society takes in order to achieve this end 

and, therefore, the national society as one of these forms, are them­

selves determined by human nature and the needs of human personality. 

A nation comes into existence in response to some particular human, 

i.e. personal - exigencies. The fundamental exigency by which society 

and any form of it comes into existence arises from the fact that it 

is not good for man to be alone. Human nature bears constant witness 

to its recognition of the truth of the cry Vae SoliJ 

Let us now substantiate the above statement by tracing the approximate 

path by which a nation came into being* 

No individual is sufficient unto himself. No one, however gifted, can 

maintain his existence or perfect his mand and heart, save, in that so­

ciety in which he is called to live. Man has a personal destiny; so­

ciety is for him the necessary means that helps him to attain his pro­

per end. His rights flow from his nature but they are subject, on the 

part of society, to certain limitations which community life imposes. 

The above statement is taken from *A Code of Social Principles", is­

sued by the Catholic Social Guild* 

H, Sommerville (1) contends that man has^y his nature, physical, in­

tellectual, and moral needs and faculties* These can be satisfied and 

exercised only in association' with other human beings. Man owes his 

birth and rearing to the association of his parents. He could not de­

velop his mind beyond the most rudimentary state ©xoept by contact 

with other minds* The knowledge he acquires is almost entirely gained 

1. Sommerville, H, A Course of Social Science for Catholic Clubs 
pp. 7-8 
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through other human beings with whom he has conscious intercourse, 

that is to say, in social relations, Man's intellectual dependence 

on society is even more complete than his physical dependence. The 

development of man's moral nature in a non-social state could rise 

no higher than his a&ntal development. In the true sense of morality 

only a rational act is a moral act; the non-social man, being scarcely 

rational, could scarcely be moral. Society, therefore, is necessary 

to man. 

What is a society? Sommerville gives the following explanation: a 

society is a group of human beings united for the purpose of obtain­

ing a common good. The term society is limited to human groupings. 

There are, it is true, extraordinarily interesting animal groupings, 

such as a hive of bees, where the power of instinct results in mar­

vellous organization, but this is a non-rational society. Human so­

cieties alone are rational and this makes them as different from ani­

mal groups as man is different from animal. A society is a group un­

ited for a purpose; unity for a purpose means cooperation in means 

as well as community of aim. Society is for common not separate goods. 

Brom this point of view it is clear that a nation is a society and that 

the origin of the institution of nationality may be traced to the 

primitive society of the distant past. In the earliest stages of human 

progress and human organization, the bond of union between human beings 

was very slight, 1. Jenks (1) states that at the primitive stage the 

form of human organization appears to be mainly a group of people en­

gaged in hunting together, a cooperative or communal society for the 

acquisition of food supply. It would really be b» better to call it 

1. Jenks, B. A History of Politics pp. 8-9 
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the "pack", for it far more resembles a hunting rather than a social 

organization. All its members are entitled to a share in the proceeds 

of the day's chase, and, quite naturally, they camp and live together. 

But they are not sharply divided for other purposes from other "packs" 

living in the neighbourhood. On the contrary, they frequently mingle 

with them and a social relationship extends over vast areas of the 

(Australian) continent. In other words, man is definitely of a gre­

garious nature for the practical advantages growing out of a larger 

range of social activities. The survival of man in earliest times 

could be assured only through the development of human communities* 

The most logical theory as to the beginning of the origin of nations 

seems to be given in the Bible. In the beginning there were two 

people, Adam and Eve; they multiplied, and in the course of time, a 

race, let us presume the Aryan, was established. "And the whole 

earth was one language and one kind of words". The rigors, however, 

of the struggle with nature for a livelihood tended to limit the num­

bers of the group; it encouraged the formation of fresh groups when 

pressure upon the means of subsistence and the need for different cul­

tural expression became acute. 

Thus a group would detach itself from its racial tribe and settle in 

some other country. "Now the Lord h&th said unto Abram, get thee out 

of thy country and out of the^ birthplace and from thy father's house 

unto the land that I will show thee. And I will make you a great 

nation". Thus, a group of people detached itself from its original 

stock and moved into a new land and new environmental conditions^ At 

this point we find the beginnings of nationality. For while a group 
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lived together, they were subject to the same cultural and environ­

mental conditions which made them united into one cohesive unit. 

There could be no question of nationality or national differences 

because the group was one,bound by the same cultural and material 

bonds and solving its cultural and material problems in one specific 

way. 

At the moment of detachment, however, the binding forces of the old 

group were severed. The detached group, instead of being an integral 

part of a larger, social, economic, and cultural unit, became a unit 

unto itself. Becoming independent it was forced to search for its own 

specific solution of its cultural and material problems. Under the 

influence of a new environment, the detached group was bound to develop 

new forms of industry, new ways of life, and new cultural concepts* 

This is clear. The Eskimoe, living in the region of the North Pole, 

cannot possibly solve their material and cultural needs in the same 

manner as the French living in Middle Europe, The geographical en­

vironment, the natural resources, the climate, and the conditions of 

life, influenced and were responsible for different modes of life, 

different cultures, different beliefs, etc. 

H.T. Buckle (1) drawing a forceful comparison between the religion of 

ancient Greece and of India, pointed out that the Gods of India were 

terrible Gods, hideous to view, and monstrous creations of a terrified 

fancy. This was because the works of nature in India are on a colos­

sal and intimidating scale. Noble mountains and mighty rivers, impas­

sable gorests, Jungles, dreary and boundless deserts, - all speak to 

1, Buckle, H.T. 
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man of his feebleness and inspire him with awe, with superstitious 

dread* But the gods of Greece were friendly beings. Men conceived 

them in their own image, with human fonns, with face, with characters, 

and with passions. This is because the surrounding phenomena in Greece 

were such as to give confidence: the climate was healthful, the streams 

were small, and none of the mountains wore the eternal diadem of snow. 

Thus we can see that people, though originating from one stock, can, 

because of unequal conditions of life, develop two cultures and become 

two nations* 

From anthropology we learn that at the beginning stage of social and 

cultural life there was a mutual adherence to a common cult or religion. 

As E. Jenks (1) points out at the beginning stage of social development 

the differentiating force was that of the totem. The totem group is 

primarily a body of persons, distinguished by the sign of some natural 

object, such as an animal or tree, who may not intermarry with one an­

other. Thus a binding force of this kind at once differentiated groups 

from each other, giving them a peculiar individuality; elements of com­

petition, which were bound to grow up between different groups in search 

of sustenance, contributed to their segregation; thus a consciousness 

of kind took shape; also a belief of physical kinship. This feeling of 

kinship took a more pronounced form in the tribe. The members of the 

tribe believed themselves to be blood relations, descended from a com­

mon ancestor. There was also a mutual attraction by reason ofjfamily 

relationship or intermarriage* The fact of a geographical proximity, 

1, Jenks, E, Ibid pp. 20-SL 
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mutual economic interest, and a constant social intercourse, tended to 

fortify the sense of kinship and gave the ribe a feeling of oneness. 

One of the very strongest factors in tribal unity was the religious 

belief of the tribe. 

The substitution of agriculture for the keeping of flocks and herds cre­

ated a new social relationship among the tribes* A process took place 

whereby, at some period or other, the realization came to several inde­

pendent tribes that they were characterized by certain similar attri­

butes. Because of the new agricultural stage in their economic life, 

they felt a natural desire to live a united group life* In other words, 

a process took place whereby the tribal society was changed to a terri­

torial society. Out of this realization of oneness between various 

tribes, and because of a permanent occupation of a certain territory, 

came the idea of nationality. 

As traditions took root and customs tecame more fixed, the conscious­

ness of kind among former diverse tribal groups became more pronounced. 

There is no doubt that the new forms of government, which were evolved 

as a result of territorial cooperation between tribes, contributed to 

the growth of nationality. There was a welding together by conquest 

and subsequent administration of a number of small independent communi­

ties into a state or empire. 

The common allegiance to the head of the state, the general sentiment 

of solidarity, the promotion of a uniform mode of life, and of a common 

language, seemed to promote ever stronger the concept of nationality. 

B. Joseph (1) states that in antiquity nationality meant the existence 

1. Joseph, B. Nationality p. 165 
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of common observances, habits and beliefs among members of the group, 

and adherence to these common factors constituted membership in the na­

tionality. Thus a member of the group, though continuing to live within 

it, ceased to be counted as a member if he abandoned the national obser­

vances and beliefs, and adopted those of another folk. He would, how­

ever, remain a member of the group although he took up his residence 

away from it, so long as he faithfully adhered to its habits, customs, 

and beliefs* The argument of Jephtah, justifying the retention by the 

Israelites of the territory claimed by the Ammonites (Judges XI. 24), 

illustrates this well. Evidently neither party could have conceived of 

the nationalization of an Israelite in Amnion without his recognition of 

Chemosh as his god; nor of an Ammonite being adopted into the Israel­

ite sh nationality without his embracing the cult of Jehovah* 

It becomes quite clear from this that nationality was primarily based 

upon culture as expressed in its highest form; religion, rather than 

based on political allegiance. This also becomes clear from the history 

of the four great ancient empires. S. Herbert (1) writes that neither 

Egypt nor Babylonia, neither Syria nor Persia, developed the ideal of 

nationality in our sense of the word. All four were essentially great 

military and theocratic states held together by dynastic and religious 

bond, and pursuing careers of conquest and exploration by which masses 

of servile and alien populations were brought under control. Yet it 

is within the epoch covered by the rise and fall of these empires, and 

in the communities closely associated with them: Judea and Greece, that 

we find the first evidence, not perhaps of a fully developed nationality, 

but at least of its clear foreshadowings* 

1, Herbert, S, Nationality and its Problems pp. 58-64 
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Taking for example the Jewish people, we see them beginning as a tribal 

federation, then passing to a typical oriental monarchy, which finally 

divides into two portions: one of which is overwhelmed and absorbed by 

a conqueror, and the other continues the work of consolidation, where 

social life is made to center around Jerusalem and its temple. With the 

political revolution, a religious transformation takes place. The old 

local cults and holy places are ruthlessly destroyed, and along with 

them the last remnants of racial tribalism. The traditional literature 

is revised and a fresh code of legislation is enforced. 

The result is a unitary society, intensely theocratic in spirit and or­

ganization, finding its binding force in religion and the territorial 

associations connected with that religion. Both these elements of unity 

are strengthened by a long exile from, and subsequently, restoration to, 

the ancestral home. We can see thus, that the consciousness of kind 

among the Jews was a cultural consciousness predominantly religious in 

form. In th© references to the Holy City, to Jerusalem, in post-exile 

literature, the blending of the religious and rational elements is ob­

vious. If the homeland is the subject of profound emotion, it is because 

the homeland is also the Holy Land, Zion* The very customs and habits 

of life, which, in Hebrew society, formed so powerful a bond of union, 

derived their strength verflargely from religious sanctions. 

To summarize, we can say that a nation came into existence by a slow 

and gradual process of social development. At first a number of indivi­

duals were held together by common social tendencies of mankind, sueh 

as gregariousness, common needs, etc.; at a later stage common ideals 

developed for all its members. The possession of ideals and willingness 
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to act to maintain them, constitute national consciousness. It is the 

existence of the common group of ideals that determines the differences 

between groups. National feeling arises and becomes intensified as a 

result of a twofold process of isolation and contrast to the outside 

world, and cohesion and drawing together within, states M. Boehm(l). 

The result is not only the demarcation of one nation from another, but 

also, as regards the individual, a struggle between the group conscious­

ness of the nation and that of other social groups. In this struggle 

the national ideal asserts itself as the bearer of a principle of soli­

darity against all other forms of group consciousness* 

The longer a nationality exists the longer its peculiar social rules 

and regulations leave an imprint upon the human mind, upon the psychic 

life and usages of the members of the nation. These culturally condi­

tioned psychic imprints are transmitted from generation to generation, 

forming the national character and national consciousness. It is the 

consciousness of kind, coupled with the obscure but very real aspiration 

for cultural and spiritual self-realization, that gradually developed 

distinct nationalities. 

1. Boehm, M, Encyc. of Social Sciences p, 232 
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CHAPTER f 

Geographyt Homeland, and Nationality 

R. Muir (1) discussing the ties of affinity which are necessary to con­

stitute a nation, inditioates that the occupation of a defined geogra­

phical area with a character of its own is often assumed to be one; and 

undoubtedly, the most clearly marked nations have commonly enjoyed a 

geographical unity, and have often owed their nationhood in part to this 

fact, and to the loss of the soil on which they have been bred, and to 

the love of its characteristic landscapes* But geographical unity is by 

no means essential to nationhood. It is possible to imagine a nation 

widely scattered, like the Greeks, over areas of very different charac­

ters, and yet retaining a strong sense of its,unity* Ana in actual fact 

the limits of some of the most clearly marked nationalities are by no 

means plainly indicated by natural features of the soil. 

The Poles, for example, one of the most persistent and passionate of 

European nationalities, occupy an area which has no clearly defined 

geographical limits on any side. The line of geographical divisions 

between French and German lands, seems for the most part purely acci­

dental. On the other hand, the real geographical unity which belongs 

to the Hungarian plain, with its ring of encircling mountains and its 

single great river system, has not availed to create national unity. 

The theory of "territorial" or "natural frontiers" as a necessary de­

terminant of nationality is no longer seriously advanced* The main 

thesis of the theory is that national character is the direct result 

1. Muir, R* Nationalism and Internationalism pp. 38-39 
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of geographical and climatic conditions. J. Oakesmith (1) discussing 

this theory as exposed by Von Ihring in his work on the "Evolution of 

the Aryan" describes his main thesis as that the various colonizing 

offshoots of the original Aryan stock, whose habitat he places in Central 

Asia, were all marked when they left home by the same national Aryan 

character, the product of the geographical and climatic situation of the 

original fatherland. 

The differences which were subsequently developed between the Celtic, 

Teutonic, Slavonic, Greek, Roman, Iranian, and Hindu national charac­

ters, were entirely due to the different physical environment in which 

these various peoples settled. "The soil is the nation!1 - that was the 

pregnant phrase in which Von Ihring summarized his conclusions. 

Criticising this contention, J. Oakesmith writes that as soon as Von 

Ihring's array of facts and arguments convinces the reader that here is 

a writer who has found the truth, he perplexes and disturbs beyond ex­

pression, by asserting that the first formation of the national charac­

ter under the influence of the environment is final, decisive, and un­

changeable, and is henceforth transmitted by racial heredity; a theory 

exemplified by his statement that the character of the Celts and the 

character of the Teutons, as described by Caesar and Tacitus, are fund­

amentally the same as those of their respective descendants today. If 

this view be correct, states Oakesmith, we must believe that the Teutons, 

for example, when they left Central Asia, with the fully formed national 

Aryan character which they had obtained under the geographical conditions 

prevailing there, had this fully formed national character profoundly 

1. Oakesmith, J. Race and Nationality pp. 25 - 27 
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modified by the new geographical conditions of their European habitat; 

and that at some time before the end of the first Christian century, 

when Tacitus wrote his account of Germany, they had acquired a new na­

tional character, which has since been transmitted unchanged from gen­

eration to generation. 

But if the character of the Germans was due to their geographical posi­

tion, and if that character has remained fundamentally unaltered for at 

least 2000 years, to what cause are we to assign the failure of the soil 

to continue its developing influence? At what point are we to fix the 

cessation of its power? At what particular moment in the history of a 

people does its geographical position cease to affect the character 

which it has produced? We had extensive shiftings and interminglings 

of populations during the first millenium of our era, and if it is true 

that the national character depends upon the geographical situation, 

there can be no such thing as the crystallization of the national char­

acter* 

P.T, Moon (1) suggests that geographic isolation will admittedly con­

tinue to be an important factor in the formation of nations, such as 

England and America, He notes the obvious effect on American national­

ism of the existence of the Atlantic and the Pacific Oceans as the 

bounds of the continent, also the function of the Pyrenees as a wall 

between France and Spain, or the Danube between Bulgaria and Rumania* 

Geography will inevitably play an important role in the determination 

of national boundaries, and expecially, in influencing the nature and 

the rapidity of the development of national civilizations, in the light 

1, Moon, P.T. Syllabus on International Relations pp. 9-11 
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of the resources and the of the climate of a land. J.J, Wright (1) 

states that in comparison with other facts contributing to form a people's 

nationality and patriotism, geographical factors will always be rela­

tively unimportant, because, even in its own sphere as a material ele­

ment, geography provides no clear and constant explanation of national 

divisions* 

International boundaries are often purely artificial. Consider the 

boundaries between Canada and the United States of America; between 

Belgium andFrance; between Spain and Portugal j etc* Clarifying the 

Catholic point of view on the subject, J.J, Wright points out the sub­

ordination of mere territory to other determinants of the fact of na­

tionality in papal teaching is indicated by the fact that in disputes 

between recognized nations concerning the boundaries of their territor­

ies, the equitable solution is declared to lie in the just aspirations 

of the peoples concerned, rather than in the land itself, while the mu­

tability of merely territorial factors is implied in Pope Piu* XL's (2) 

declaration, setting this norm, that the "Church...admits without any 

difficulty, legitimate political and territorial changes of peoples". 

Thus, geographical unity may help to make a nation, but it is not in­

dispensable, nor is it the main source of nationhood, 

C, Hayes (3) holds that when we consider that some four nationalities: 

Portuguese, Castilian, Catalan, and Basque, coexist on ths geographical 

unit known as the Iberian Peninsula; that the Polish and Magyar nation-

1, Wright, J,J. National Patriotism in Papal Teachings p. 31 
2, Letter Dopo gli ultimi A A S, X (198) p. 479 
3, Hayes, C. Essays on Nation p, 7 
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alities occupy parts, and only parts of great plains; that the Greek 

nationality inhabits rocky crests and islands; that the Norwegian geo­

graphy is similar in many significant aspects to Swedish; Yugoslav to 

Bulgarian; and even the German to French; we must conclude that the 

idea of natural frontiers between nationalities is a myth. 

On the oth»»r hand, should we regard native soil as associated with the 

human and social experiences which, as we shall see later, are th© dom­

inant elements of nationality and patriotism, then a geographical area 

assumes a new importance. It becomes a terre commune around which a 

nation weaves its history, traditions, and reminiscences* 

Human history decidedly points to the fact, that every nation, at one 

time or another in its period of existence, enjoyed a continuous per­

iod of national life within the boundaries of a definite territory, 

There is no doubt that the most clearly defined nations have always 

had the benefit of a stable territory, which greatly enhanced their 

feeling of nationhood and national unity* A homeland always seemed to 

play a vital role in the life of a nation* 

J. Mazzini (1) expressed the idea that the sentiment of nationality is 

given greatest expression by the enduring passion of the members of a 

nationality for their national homeland. A national territory provides 

fertile ground for all aspects of culture such as tradition, historical 

associations, language, literature. All these elements, nurtured in a 

homeland, contribute to a greater individuality and distinction of the 

nation* 

1, Mazzini, J* Collected Works 
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H* Laski (1) points out that the santiment of nationality cannot gather 

around an idea or a memory or a programme. Without the element of en­

vironment, the actual physical territory and what man has made of it, 

to form the framework and receptacle, as it were, of the national 

ideal, the sentiment of nationality would wither, lose its warmth and 

concreteness, which constitute so large a part of its appeal. It 

would have disappeared into the clouds which have swallowed up so many 

unattached idealisms in the past. 

The individuality of a nation is best expressed in its everyday life, 

in a homeland of its own. The character of a nation is molded in the 

homeland because national culture, which is the mother of national 

consciousness, can flourish and grow fully only in a national atmos­

phere created by a homeland. 

A homeland acts also as a unifying and preserving factor in national­

ity. People are usually attached to the place of their birth. The 

affectation for a homeland, for the land where the ancestors lived, 

and around which they left the aura of their historical and cultural 

history and the halo of their religious traditions, unifies and soli­

difies the sentiment of nationality. J, Mazzini (1), the most ardent 

leader of the National revival of the nineteenth century, when addres­

sing the Italians, implored them to love their country. "Our country 

is our home", he said, "the house that God has given us, placing there­

in a numerous family that loves us and whom we love; a family with whom 

we sympathize more readily, and whom we understand more quickly than 

1. Laski, H, Grammar of Politics pp. 121-124 
2, Mazzini, J. Collected Works 
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we do others; and which forms its being centered round a given spot; 

and from the homogeneous nature of its elements, is adapted to a spe­

cial branch of activity. Our country is our common workshop whence 

the product of our activity is sent forth for the benefit of the whole 

world, wherein the implements and tools of labour we can mos* usefully 

employ are gathered together". 

Perhaps the most passionate devotion and undying sentiment of a people 

to its lost homeland can be seen in the case of the Jewish nation. 

Twenty-five hundred years ago, when the First Jewish Commonwealth was 

destroyed and thousands of Jews were driven as captives to Babylon, 

the famous psalm "By the Waters of Babylon", which expresses the yearn­

ing of the Jews for their homeland was composed: 

"If I forget thee, 0 Jerusalem, 

Let my right hand forget its cunning; 

Let my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth 

If I remember thee not, 

If I recall not Jerusalem 

On the day of my chiefest joy". 

These passionate words the Jews repeated throughout the ages, thus fos­

tering a strong sentimental persuasion towards its lost homeland. 

A homeland appears very often also as a symbol of nationality. All na­

tional anthems and patriotic songs symbolize nationality in terms of 

the national homeland. 

Thus, there can be no doubt that a homeland, a clearly defined geogra­

phical area, is an important fostering element in the concept of nation­

ality, though it cannot be considered as an indispensable factor of it. 
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It is also clear that national frontiers are never determinants of na­

tionality. Geography may play a vital role in the ofrmation of nations. 

Geographical isolation influences the national civilizations, but, it 

is the people, and not geography, who create a nation. 

Geographical unity and a homeland help to make a nation. The love of 

a homeland welds individuals into nations. B. Joseph (1) suggests 

that what may be truly asserted is that the chance of survival of a 

national group is in direct ratio to its control and possession of its 

homeland. Man furnishes the soul, but it is the land which furnishes 

the field of work. Homeland must be present as one of the most funda­

mental and deeply felt of the elements of nationality. But it is pos­

sible to imagine a nation, for example, the Jews, widely scattered 

over areas of a very different character, and yet retaining a strong 

sense of national unity* 

1, Joseph, B, Nationality p. 101 
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CHAPTER XI 

State and Nationality 

M.H. Boehm (1) analysing the concepts: nation and nationality, states 

that the two concepts have been subject to two interpretations. Ac­

cording to one interpretation, the tendency in national development 

has been to efface the boundaries between nation and state, so that at 

a certain stage, states automatically become transformed into nations. 

Nationality thus implies the formal adherence of an individual to the 

state. The Polish nationality, in this sense, includes all the sub­

jects or citizens of the Polish state, irrespective of the language 

they speak or the ethnic group to which they belong. In contrast to 

this political concept of a nationa and nationality, there is the view 

of the nation as a more ethnic and cultural phenomenon. Differences 

in language and culture, as well as variations in religion, race and 

customs, result in the formation of social groups, which, independent 

of political boundaries, constitute fundamental national units. Na­

tionality thus signifies adherence to a people rather than to a state* 

In this sanse, nationality refers to a people or a group, which inde­

pendent of its political aims, forms a totality relatively wider and 

more comprehensive in character. Thus the Polish nationality in Europe 

includes all the Poles in Europe. It follows that not every modern state 

is to be identified with a nation. 

From the above it is clear that there is a tendency to confuse nation­

ality and state, and that there is a lack of clarity of the relationship 

1. Boehm, M.H* Nationalism, Encyc. of Social Sciences pp, 231-251 
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between nationality and state. In order to clarify the subject, we 

shall discuss the nature of the state and decide, on the basis of this 

discussion, whether or not the state is a n» cessary determinant of the 

fact of nationality. 

Human beings function through a certain number of societies. There are 

societies formed for many different purposes, A society which is or­

ganized for purposes of government, for law and order, for keeping the 

peace and maintaining justice, is called a state. A state is, thus, a 

political society which provides for the common good of its members 

within a given territory, and whom this common territory has made mut­

ually interdependent. The state is usually an independent society, 

its membership is all embracing and it is not subject to some fcther 

society. 

There is no doubt that the functions of the state were recognized and 

understood long before the idea of nationality became a potent force* 

It appears, however, that the embryo of nationality existed as long as 

human civilization exists, though the national group did not have the 

same cohesive elements as it possesses at present. Thus, C.H* Hayes(l) 

points out that from anthropological studies it is obvious that the 

tribalism which exists among primitive peoples today, and which pre­

sumably flourished generally before the dawn of human history, is a 

kind of nationalism. Each tribe has a normally distinctive speech or 

dialect, a peculiar pattern of social organization and cultural and 

religious observances* 

From historical studies, however, it is equally obvious that through-

1. Hayes C.H* Historical Development of Nationality pp. 43-44 
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out most of the period of recorded history, say from 5000 B.C. to 1700 

A.D., and wherever civilization was most advanced, the earlier and prim­

itive tribal nationalism tended to be submerged. What submerged it and 

long kept it submerged, w&s a combination of several historical devel­

opments which substituted new types of human groupings and new objects 

of human patriotism. One was the advance and domestication of animals 

and plants and the expanding use of copper, iron, and boats, which em­

phasized the interdependence of tribes. Another was the conquest and 

consolidation of tribes by military empires, such as the Egyptian, the 

Assyrian, the Chinese, the Persian, the Roman, and the Arabian, A 

third was the spread of intertribal religions, such as Buddhism, Christ­

ianity, and Islam. A fourth was the development of literary languages, 

such as Sanskrit, Greek, Latin, Chinese, and their use by intellectuals 

of many different tribes in preference to the several tribal dialects 

of the illiterate* 

It should not be assumed, however, that there was no consciousness of 

nationality among civilized peoples in ancient or medieval times. The 

fusian of tribes in am empire or a theocracy often served to create a 

fairly large community which can properly be termed a nationality, with 

kindred language, customs, and traditions, whose members were quite aware 

that they were alike among themselves and different from foreigners, 

and on occasion they could evince a real nationalism. There were such 

occasions in the history of the ancient Egyptians, Jews, and Greeks, 

It seems therefore that nationality was antecedent to. the existence of 

the state and that nationality is older than the modern state. 

The modern progress of nationalism witnessed, however, the development 
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of the modern nation-state. The fact remains, however, that the two 

concepts cannot be confused. Thus, Monsignor Pasquaai (1), Dean of 

the Civil Law Faculty in the Pontifical Roman Athenaeum, writes that 

the notion of state is distinguished from the notion of nation; for 

while the notion of nation is psychological and ethnographical, the 

notion of state is rather juridicial and political. The state com­

prises all those who have, somehow, the same national characteristics, 

that is: origin, historical tradition, language, character, culture, 

etc. Wherefore there can be had states which include many nations or 

subjects of many nationalities, as for example, Belgium and Switzer­

land; nations comprising many states, as Italy before its political 

unity or Poland which was once a part of three states; or a single 

nation and a single state, that is, a state having all its subjects 

and only subjects of a single nationality* 

B. Joseph (2) states that it must be conceded that the union of a group 

of persons in a single state would not of itself have sufficed to form 

them into a single nationality. On the contrary, it would have been 

quite feasible for several distinct national groups to b© welded into 

a single state without becoming one nationality. This, indeed, so hap­

pened in the case of Great Britain, There is further consideration 

that frequently a single nationality is not united in political allegi­

ance to one sovereign. Thus political unity can by no means be said to 

characterize the Armenians or the Jews* He quotes H. Laski as saying 

!•*- Monsignor Pasquazi Ius Internationale Publicum, quoted by J.J* 
Wright in Patriotism in Papal Teachings 
pp. 43-44 

2* Joseph Nationality pp. 140-141 
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that political allegiance does not explain anything, because the history 

of the nineteenth century is (Largely the history of changes of" allegi­

ance effected in nationalist terms* 

J.J. Wright (1), discussing the papal pronouncements upon the subject, 

contends that the whole reason for the state*s existence, in the doc­

trine of the Holy See, is the superintendence and juridical ordering of 

the good of individuals and the community. The community being evident­

ly considered as enjoying an existence and ends of its own antecedent, 

logically at least, to the existence of the state, so that it, too, is 

part of that order of nature which the "Ords politicus reeepit, non 

facit". He quotes Pope Pius XI as declaring that the genuine and chief 

function of public and civil authority consists precisely in the effi­

cacious furthering of the harmony and coordination of all social forces. 

The function of the state will be most easily discharged with respect 

to the social force which is the nation, if the form the state takes be 

in conformity with the national character of the fatherland, and so the 

patriot may prefer any form of state he chooses and seek to change the 

existing civil order by any legitimate means at his disposition* He 

is not, however, equally free to withdraw his support from the fathers-

land itself, whatever its civil organization* But in all changes of 

civil organization through which the fatherland may pass in its vary­

ing relations with the state, he remains constantly attached to it* 

During the years of the political division of Poland, the Popes, while 

exhorting the Polish people to fulfill their obligation in legal justice 

towards the states in which they were subject, never failed to remind 

1. Wright, J.J. Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp. 48-51 
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them that they continued to remain a true nation with a patriotism of 

its own* 

From this point of view a state is not an essential determinant of na­

tionality, the state being a juridical institution, while nationality 

is a psychological, ethnic, and cultural institution* 

The same idea, with some pointed illustration, is given by S. Herbert 

(1). He asks the question whether or not state and nation are identi­

cal and his reply is in the negative. The link which binds the citi­

zens of a state together is that of politcal allegiance, ot submission 

to a common law. This clearly need not be the case with the human be­

ings who make up a nation, 

EngLand and Scotland are united under one crown, one parliament makes 

laws for them both, but Scotsmen do not, therefore, feel themselves to 

be Englishmen. All the natives of British India are governed by the 

King-Emperor; he gives them their laws, and controls through his minis­

ters, the administration which aarries those laws into effect. But does 

that fact make an Indian nation? Certain is the fact that the idea of 

a common nationality has arisen in India, and is daily making conquests 

of men's hearts and minds. But the wild Bhil who lives in the jungle, 

and who, not long since, was wont to offer up human sacrifices to his 

tribal gods, has nothing, or but very little, in common with the Bengals 

who have received a European education, and are devout theists after the 

manner of the Brahmo-Samag. An even better example is that of the Hebrew 

nation. The Jewish people are scattered all over the face of the earth. 

1. Herbert, S, Nationality and Its Problems pp. 18-66 
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Thentis no state at present which is definitely Jewish, but does that 

reflect, and who will deny, the existence of a Jewish nationality? 
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CHAPTER Vll 

Language and Nationality 

A nation is a social reality. Since the manner of conceiving social 

reality is largely verbal, since communication through spoken and writ­

ten language is so vital to the continuance of social reality, the 

significance of a language to the development and growth of nationality 

and of a national consciousness becomes immediately apparent, K» 

Young (1) reflecting upon the role of language in communication and 

culture states that language is the carrier of a vast amount of what we 

call culture. Knowledge of the past, techniques of science and food 

getting, taboos and social rituals - all are carried in language, or 

at least have language counterparts. Language carries for the indivi­

dual the social definitions of the situations, the world of discourse, 

and the whole range of culture content which impinges upon him. It is 

the medium of interaction without which social life could not develop, 

without which the individual could not become intelligent. 

The relation of language to thought is a difficult and elusive problem* 

However,, as 0. Kleinberg (2) states, whether or not language is to be 

identified with thought, there can be no doubt that thinking in the 

large majority of cases does require the use of language, and that the 

nature of language has an important inlfcuence on the nature of thought. 

As one has aptly remarked: "If language is ultimately a creation of in-

tellefit, yet hardly less fundamentally is intellect a creation of lang­

uage". Language and thought are intimately related and mutually in-

1. Young, Kimbel Social Psychology p. 203 
2, Kleinberg, 0, Social Psychology p. 42 
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fluence each other. Language and forms of thought furnish the atmos­

phere of social behaviour. It serves as a coheseive force uniting hu­

man groups and setting them apart from others. 

E« Sapir (1) points out that language, a common speech, is an index of 

the social solidarity of a group. Much of the opposition between the 

in-group and the out-group reported for the most primitive, as well as 

for the most complex societies may probably belexplained by the fact tha^ 

the groups cannot understand each other. From the point of view of so­

cial relationships language appeared to be one of the fundamental facts 

of human social life, serving as an instrument of thought and communi­

cation, as a means of controlling the actions of others, and as a co­

hesive force uniting the members of a particular community* 

One of the most obvious elements of nationality is language. Though 

it has been recognized that language is not a necessary determinant 

of nationality and that a separate, native language is not an absolute­

ly essential attribute of a nation* R. Muir (2) writes that unity of 

language is unquestionably a binding force of the uimost importance, 

more especially the color and quality of a language largely determine 

the color and quality of the thought of those who use it. A common 

language means a common literature, a common inspiration of great idea}, 

a common heritage of songs and folk tales embodying and impressing 

upon each generation, the national point of view. 

S. de Madiagara (1) observes that languages are the most direct expres­

sion of national character. They are the first impress of the mind of 

1. Sapir, E Language and Encyc, of Social Sciences pp. 155-169 
2. Muir, R Nationalism and Internationalism pp. 41-44 
3. Madiagara, S. de Englishmen, Frenchmen, Spaniard pp. 182-183 
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Men on the outer world. The words he coins in order to describe ob­

j ec t s and ©motions closely correspond t o h i s idea of them: the system 

he contr ives in order to use such words i s a d i rec t image of h i s way 

of thinking. H. Rose (1) indica tes that a people cannot a t t a i n i t s 

f u l l powers u n t i l i t s thoughts are wedded t o a mother tongue, u n t i l 

tha t mother tongue Ceases to stammer and learns to s ing . 

Father Fessard (2) observes, that language provides the primal medi­

um by which the individual becomes aware of "self" and "others- than-

self"; the knowledge he possesses of the l a t t e r comes to him by lang­

uages - and by language he i s r e n d e r i n g h is knowledge to h i s own 

se l f -ob jec t ive , becomes enabled to share with others the t reasures 

of h i s own self-consciousness. 

Writing about language as one of the social goods uni t ing men into 

nations J . J . Wright (3) s t a t e s tha t language i s an apt symbol of man's 

social nature and of the necessi ty by which society comes into being. 

He quotes Pope LeO XLll, Encyclical Diuturnum, Acta Leones, 11 , p.274, 

indicat ing tha t language i s an ef f ic ien t eause of society and that 

"indeed, tha t men should l i v e infeociety i s commanded by na ture , o r 

ra ther by God, the Author of Nature. This i s c lear ly demonstrated by 

the facul ty of speech, the p r inc ip la c o n c i l i a t i n g force in society 

(maxima s o c i e t a t i s c o n c i l i a t r i x ) , by a great many innate appet ies 

of the mind, e t c* . He proceeds to explain that i f language, inas ­

much as i t i s a mere medium of bare communication between men, con­

s t i t u t e s a general soc ia l bond amongst them, p a r t i c u l a r languages, 

1 . Rose, H. National i ty in Modem History p . 13 
2. Father Fessard Pax Nostra pp, 194-196, c i ted by J.J.Wright ib id 
3 . J . J . Wright NationJLism and Patr iot ism in Papal Teachings pp.56-57 
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the richness and fecundity of which enable the groups which speak 

them perfectly to understand one another, patently constitute parti­

cular social bonds, by which some men are excluded and the union 

amonge those included, is made deeper and more strong. 

Bringing quotations from Bossuet (1), who seems to find in Genesis 

XL, 1-11, the adequate grounds for interpreting the division of man­

kind into separate fatherlands in terms of divine punishment, h© 

states that speech is the bond of society among men by the communica­

tion it enable*them to give their thoughts, and the extent to which 

men do not understand one another they become strangers to one an-

other. It is also interlng to note St. Augustine's contention that 

a man is more at home with his dog than with a man whose language he 

do*s not speak. 

The growth of a nationality is always accompanied by the growth and 

revival of the national language. The national movements of the 

nineteenth century are characterized by the fact that they have been 

preceeded by a revival of the national tongues. The use of a common 

speech tends to contribute to the welding of peoples into a single 

nation* A national language is a unifying element in any national 

unit. 

In adherence to their national tongue, a people retain their national 

character through whatever political ill-fortunes may oppress their 

fatherland, says J.J, Wrignt (2). He quotes Mourret (3) as saying 

1. Bossuet Politique Tires de l'Ecliture Sainte p. 138 
2. Wright J.J. Ibid p. 58 
3. Mourret Les direction politique, intellectually et sociales 

de Leon XLll pp. 192-193 
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"qui tient sa langue tient la clef T|ui le delivre de ses chaines". 

Mourret brings this statement in commentary on Pope Leo XLll's ap­

peal to the patriotic devotion of the Slavs to Saints Cyril and Me­

thodius, pointing out that the basis of the patriotic devotion of 

these people to their great saints was not only the fact that from 

them they received other national religious traditions, but also the 

fact the by them was purified and systematized the writing of the 

Slavic language, and by them was obtained from Rome the privilege of 

employing the national tongue in their liturgy. 

B. Joseph (1) contends that persons who think alike and have similar 

interests gradually develop a gawup consciousness which is the basis 

of the formation of nationalities. Language is the most visible and 

tangible of tha* like-mindedness which is indispensable to a fully de­

veloped nationality* M« Muir (2), emphasizing this contention states 

that there is indeed nothing that will so readily give unity to diver­

gent races as the use of a common tongue, and in very many cases unity 

of language and the community of ideas which it brings, have proven 

the main binding force of a nation. As an illustration of the indis-

pensability of language in the formation of nationalities, he cites 

the fact that there was scarcely any racial affinity between the 

people of northern Italy and those of the extreme south. However, 

they spoke a common language, which had been standardizes by a great 

literature. But for this, how eould Mazzini's young associates have 

appealed to all the Italians? 

On the other hand, it should be indicated, as we hage done so in the 

1. Joseph, B, Nationality p. 55 
2. Muir, M. Ibid p # 43 
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beginning of our discussion on the importance of language to nationa­

lity, that a separate language is not an absolutely essential attri­

bute of a nation, and that disunity of language does not necessarily 

prevent national unity, J*J, Wright (1) emphasizes that the claims 

of language as a scientific and necessary determinant of nationality 

are likewise contradicted by experience* 

True, the possession of a national language constitutes the chief and 

most effective argument of subject nationalities when these are b©nt 

on securing political independence. But such linguistic considerations 

are rarely more than convenient and ready evidences of the existence of 

a national saciety already constituted by other factors. It is true 

that language too continues to be invoked in campaigns in the name of 

irredentism as it was in Italy before the Great War, and as it was in 

the case of the Greek demand for the Union of all Greek-speaking pop­

ulations with Greece, and in the German desir© for the Anschluss with 

Austria* Nore will the fact that language was used by the Paris 

Peace Conference of 1919 as the chief basis for redrawing the map of 

Europe convince the realist that the linguistic norm provides a clear-

cut and infallible means of determining the extent of a nation, or that 

language suffices as the object of national loyalty in predominance 

over economic interests, historical considerations, or cultural tra­

ditions. 

There are many nations which include several linguistic groups. There 

are also different nations employing the same identical tongues. The 

Spanish language dominates Central and South America, though these 

1. Wright, J,J, Ibid p. 32 
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lands have no affinity and do not feel any sense of belonging to 

Spain, In a few instances, writes W, Sulzbach (1), people speaking 

different languages share the same governmsnt. The majority of the 

Swiss people speak German, and a minority speak French or Italian, 

without losing an intense Swiss national consciousness. Belgium has 

two language groups, one speaking French and the other Flemish. The 

English-speaking and the French-speaking Canadians manage fairly well 

together. It is interesting to note, that with regard to Canada, 

Pope Benedict XV (2) recognizes that within the single Canadian father­

land there exists more than one linguistic group, but only one patriot­

ism, and only one national group in the sense of one gens recognizable 

as Canadians. 

Most nations that comprise several language groups are in danger of 

being undermined through the quarrels of their language groups. Con­

versely, people who speak the same language, but are divided into sev­

eral nations, generally wish to remain separate. The French-Canadian 

is not eager to join France. The Irish have hated the English for 

centuries in spite of common use of the English language. The Jews, 

in addition to their own Hebrew and Yiddish, employ the languages of 

the nations among whom they reside. But this has not prevented anti-

semitism. Negroes in the United States of America, though they speak 

the language of their country, are not regarded by all white Americans 

as their equals. The Brazilians speak Portuguese, but they have a 

strong Brazilian national consciousness. The Spanish-speaking people 

of South America do not wish to come under Spanish domination, and they 

1* Sulzbach, W, National Consciousness pp. 45-47 
2, pope Benedict XV Letteris Apostolicts A A S X (1918) 

pp. 440-441 as cited by J,J,Wright ibid 
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are themselves divided into national groups despite their common lang­

uage. England and the United States,though bound together by language 

ties, do not, of course, have the same national consciousness* 

However, though language provides no infallible means of differentia­

ting nations, it is to be considered of great potency as a nation-

building force. Unity of language, though of great potency as a nation-

building force, is neither indispensable to the growth of nationality, 

nor sufficient of itself to creattit. However, by and large, language 

has been, and still remains one of the prime factors in the formation 

of nationalities and in promoting and fostering their continued exis­

tence. 

B. Joseph (1) emphasizes that it cannot be stressed too often that 

language is the expression of a common spirit and the sole instrument 

of intellectual intercourse. It is handed down and prized as a na­

tional heirloom. It keeps the sense of national solidarity constantly 

alive by its use on the part of members of the nationality. A nation­

al eulture has its roots in the speech that is peculiar to that nation­

ality. A language cannot flourish except when it is the peculiar pos­

session of a particular people who cherish and respect it* It can b© 

discarded and cast aside only at the risk of grave disturbance to the 

national life. 

National life is capable of greater fullness of expression through a 

common language. It is a powerful factor in holding together men who 

are subject to other unifying influences. Other things being equal, 

1. Joseph, B. Ibid pp. 67-69 
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a nation is more united in proportion to the importance given in act­

ual use to its national language, and from this point of view lang­

uage is to Reconsidered an important factor in nationality. 
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CHAPTER Vlll 

Tradition and Nationality 

M. Radin (1) defining the term tradition states that a tradition is 

not a mere observed fact like an existing custom, but it is an idea 

which expresses a value judgment, A certain way of acting is regard­

ed as right; a certain order or arrangement is held desirable. The 

maintenance of this tradition is the assertion of this judgment* 

Nationalism can scareely be understood except as based in some fash­

ion on a common tradition. The effort to create a national unity in 

Germany during the nineteenth century entailed a struggle to find a 

common tradition for all germans in spite of the contrary tradition 

of separatism. The fact of a common language, since it was a mere 

fact and not an idea or a value judgment, was far from enough. The 

members of the young Ireland group, who in the nineteenth centfiry 

sought to form an Irish nation, avowedly set themselves to create an 

Irish tradition which was to continue the intellectual standards of 

an older aristocracy and to apply their methods to distinctively 

Irish subject matter. 

Tradition has a social significance only when the old or the long 

established idea becomes something of value in the estimation of some 

or all of the members of a community. Its age or its origin is re­

ferred to only as an assurance of value. Tradition produces in a 

nation or in a group an exalted group consciousness and is therefore 

most effective in creating groups or in reestablishing them. 

1. Radin, M« Tradition - Incyc. of Social Science pp. 63-67 
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R. Muir (1) asserts that it is probable that the most potent of all 

nation-moulding factors, the one indispensable factor which must be 

present whatever else be lacking, is the possession of a common tra­

dition, a memory of sufferings endured and victories won in common, 

expressed in song and legend, in the dear names of great personalities 

that seem to embody in themselves the character and ideals of the 

nation, also in the names of sacred places wherein the national mem­

ory is enshrined* 

J,J, Wright (2) discussing the subject of cultural, historical and 

religious traditions as national bonds states that out of legendand 

lore transmitted in a people's national tongue flow the subjects pro­

viding the typically national cultural manifestations of their genius. 

He emphasizes the importance of tradition by quoting Pope Leo XLll 

who eulogizes the patriotic bond which untes St, francis of Assisi 

and the Italians, since II Poverello's skilfull use of the new born 

Italian tongue gave rise to the poetry and canticles by him and about 

him which became the lore of th? Italian people, 

J.J. Mill (3) states that of the causes that generate the feeling of 

nationality, the strongest of all is identity of political antecedents, 

the possession of a national history and consequent community of re­

collection; collective pride and humiliation, pleasure and regret, 

connected with the same incidents in the past. 

The outstanding national traditions center around wars and victories. 

1, Muir, R, Nationalism and Internationalism p. 48 
2, Wright, J.J, Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp. 58-59 
3, Mill, J.J, Representative Government Chapter XVI 
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I, Zangwill (1) says that death was the seal of nationality that 

stamped it as sacred. If men would henceforth die for it, it was be­

cause men had died to give it birth. More binding than common blood 

in the veins is the blood that is shed in common. War seems to be of 

great importance in the formation of national consciousness, 

R* Muir (1) relates that the indestructible nationality of the rude 

mountaineers of Serbia is not due so much to race or language, or re­

ligion, though all these have contributed to form it, as to th© proud 

memory of Stephen Drishan; the tragic memory of Kossova and the four 

bitter centuries of slavery that followed it; it is deepened by the 

memory of the long obscure struggle against the Turks from 1804 to 

1829, and enriched by the triumphs of 1912 and 1913; it is made im­

perishable by the heroic sufferings of the men of 1914 and 1915, by 

their agony of defeat quiljj as much as by their victories. 

Here is the source of that paradox of nationality, that it is inten­

sified by suffering, and, like the giant Anateus in the Greek fable, 

rises with redoubled strength every time it is beaten into the bosom 

of its mother earth. Agonies heraJRLcally endure, heroic achievements, 

these are the sublime food by which the spirit of nationhood is nour­

ished. From these are born the imperishable traditions that make the 

soul of nations. In contrast with them, mere wealth, numbers, or ter­

ritory seem but vulgar things. When a nation is rich in such memories, 

the people outside its borders who have with it any affinities of race, 

language, or religion, will become eager to share in its pride. It is 

1, Zangwill, I, Principles of Nationality p, 56 
2. Muir, R, Ibid pp. 48-49 
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tradition, and above all, the tradition of valiancy in the defense of 

freedom, that has always been the great maker of nations. 

Why are the Dutch a nation? In race, in language, in religion, they 

have the closest affinity with the Germans, and in the Middle Ages 

were included in the German Kingdom. They made their nationhood a-

midst the blood and suffering of the desperate fight for freedom a-

gainst Spain. These are memories too precious to be willingly sacri­

ficed even for the sake of commercial benefits that might result from 

incorporation in a great empire. 

The Swiss, though made up of detached araffments of three great neigh­

bouring people, are made a nation by memory of their long common de­

fense of freedom among their mountains. 

Ernest Renan(l) declares that to have common glories in the past, a 

common will at present, to have achieved great things together, to 

intend to ahieve them more in the future, is essential for a nation. 

It must be remembered that there must also be a will for national 

unity. It is the wilt for national unity that comes first; tradition, 

recollection, history, blood shed in common, are consequences of the 

national will. Group consciousness as it were, is the first essential 

thing which brings about the other aspects of national glory and 

makes them blossom* 

No one contributes so much to light the flames of national patriotism 

as the conqueror, who, by attempting to destroy a nation, gives it 

1. Renan, E. Qu'est-ce qui une nation? p. 304 
cited by Sulzbach in National Consciousness 
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the approximity of showing that it is inspired by an unconquerable 

spirit of national liberty, whose appeal finds response in every mem­

ber of the nation* 

Pope Pius XI (1) prays France may cherish in thought action and love 

under the patronage of Joan d'Arc. 

L, Madelin (J) interpreting the enthusiasm of the French troops when 

faced at Valmy in 1792, tells us that though the French volunteers 

were raw as opposed to the mechanical discipline of the Prussians, yet 

they had life and energy and faith. In the straits in which the nation 

found itself at that time, patriotism became a burning force. 

H. Rose (3) discussing the newly aroused national spirit says that the 

spirit which nerved Franc? and which called upon the French to rise in 

defense of their fatherland against a foreign conqueror, expressed it­

self in the appeal of the young poet,Andre Chenier, who wrote: "All 

ye who have a fatherland and know what it means; ye who the words to 

live free or die means something; y© who have wives, children, parents, 

friends for whom you would oanquer or die...come forth. Let the nation 

appear!" And the nation appeared. With the mighty shout "Vive la 

Nation" the outnumbered French dismayed the invaders. 

B« Joseph (4) writes that a national tradition is a prevalent view or 

recollection or a custom or a practice, of immemorial age, which has 

become time-honoured and accepted by a particular people. It is the 

1. Pope Pias XL Appostolic letter Galliam AAS XIV p. 187 
cited by J,J. Wright ibid p. 60 

2. Madelin, L. The French Revolution pp. 286-296 
3. Rose, H» Nationality as a Factor in Modern History 
4. Joseph, B. Nationality p. (cor - 111) 
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crystallization of the continued process of thought and life as formed 

by heredity and environment. It is inevitable that traditions which 

are the sum total of accumulated habits and learning, affect and in­

fluence nationality to a very great extent. Each generation guides 

its life, in the first intance by tae social, political, religious, 

and philosophical traditions of its ancestors and added to them, mak­

ing changes only very gradually and never discarding the substance of 

its inherited traditions. 

There is, thus, a continuity of national tradition which moulds th© 

national character and forms the groundwork of the national sentiment. 

It creates a distinctive attitude towards life and a code of behaviour 

and reaction peculiar to the nationality. The developtae-nt of a nation­

ality is characterized by a spiritual evolution, that is to say, by 

the growth of the body of national traditions. These are the expres­

sion of the soul and spirit of nationality* Just as an individual has 

been formed mainly by his past experiences, so a nationality is essen­

tially a product of its history, glory, and suffering in the past. A 

living memory of its past enables a nationality to visualize a future 

of its own. Without tradition to unite its members, a so-called na­

tionality would be nothing more than a grouping of paople, and not a 

nationality in the proper sense of the term* 

The customs and traditions by whicha nation is welded contain linguis­

tic and literary elements as well as traditional, political, and social 

institutions. There is no single infallible test of what constitutes 

a nation. No single factor, neither geographical unity, nor race, nor 

religious unity, nor a common body of customs, nor community of econo-
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mic interests, no* even the possession of a common tradition, can be 

considered as a test of nationality. None of these ties are essential 

or can be used as a certain criterion. Yet, there is no doubt that 

the cultural, historiaal, religious, and traditonal factors are the 

most powerful binding forces. It appears that the true foundation of 

a nation is spiritual and cultural, A social group which has perfected 

in the course of generations a certain equality and unity in its spir­

itual life, in its thoughts and fellings, and possesses a historical 

fate of which it is conscious, and has a desire for further historical 

continuity - such a group is a nation, 

J, Oakesmith (1) furnished the following explanation for the exis­

tence of the phenomenon of nationality. He states that a nation a-

rises when for a considerable time, allied by kin or not, people have 

been subjected to the same general environment. This identity of en­

vironment op; rates upon the natural capacity of the people so as to 

produce results in which they have a common interest. A general tra­

dition is formed and gathers strength; the nation grows and strengthens 

and the process of traditionary consolidation begins and continues* 

The common environment, in cooperation with the common intellectual 

and moral capacity, creates a community of interest. In proportion 

to the strength of this common interest in the common tradition, th© 

national life is vividly felt and strongly expressed. The use which 

the national genius makes of the national tradition stamps the char­

acter of the national life of the period. It may accept the tradition 

in an entirely acquiescent spirit; it may combine it and re-combine 

1, Oakesmith, J. Race and Nationality pp. 88-89 
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it in forms of startling novelty; it may repudiate and neglect this 

part or size with great eagerness upon another part; it may approve 

the wisdom or expose the folly of this or that constituent element. 

To one part it may apply daring courage, to another part cautious 

prudence. Here it will be conservati/e, ther© revolutionary. But 

all its actions and attitudes will be stamped by broad similarity due 

to the fact that all are members of the community, all have been 

cradled in the common tradition, all have been steeped in it from 

their birth, all have learnt their earliest and most lasting lessons 

from it* 

Thus, once memories of national tradition have been branded into the 

soul of a people, their nationhood becomes almost indestructible. A 

nation is a cultural, psychological phenomenon. From this point of 

view, tradition, as a cultural, religious and historical concept, 

seems to be the most vital and essential element of nationality* 
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CHAPTER IX 

National Consciousness and National Honour 

Father Delos (1) speaks of nationality as a mentality and h© says: 

"Une nationalite est une mentalite. II y a une mentalite anglaise, 

une mentalite espagnole, une mentalite Italienne, et c'est directe-

ment de cette mentalite commune que decoule I'unite morale nationale... 

Un etranger est assimile, non pas quand il a les memes idees qu'un 

national, car les idees sont differentes meme entr© na tionaux, mais 

quand il a acquis la meme mentalite, c'est-a-dire la meme tournure 

d'esprit, la meme facon d'envisager toutes les idees". 

J.J. Wright (2) states that the us© of common means and the pursuit 

of common ends, especially in proportion as these are formative and 

cultural, and the struggle with common problems against a coamon geo­

graphical background, all inevitably leave a common mark on the charac­

ters of individuals thus united. They shape along particular lines 

their bodies and even more their minds, so as to produce such modifi­

cations in universal human nature that men may be distinguished by 

themselves and by others as members of their national societies. 

The result of these accidental modifications is not to destroy the 

universal elements of human nature, nor to alienate any group from the 

reductively single ends of human society. Rather, it makes possible 

the preparation of particular peoples to do, in harmony with others, 

the single t^ks in the several sections of the world which are neces-

1. Father Delos "Li'Internationalisme, synthase de la culture et 
d© la civilization". Revue de Sciences Philoso-
phiques et Theologigues October 1928, pp.659-679, 
as quoted by J.J. Wright in 'Patriotism in Papal 
Teachings". 

2, Wright, J.J. National Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp. 64-66 
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sary for the harmony of the whole. . 

H« quotas Pope Pius XL (1) as saying that there is a place and home 

for all peoples and all tongues, and there can b® developed all the 

qualities, aptitudes, tasks, and vocations with YJhich God, the Creator 

and Redeemer, has endowed individuals and societies. True mother love 

of the Church is wide enough to see in the divinely planned develop­

ment of such special gifts and callings rather the richness of variety 

than the danger of divisions. 

Thus, in a nation the individual ceases to consider himaelf merely 

ego, and becomes conscious of being one of a group, nos. He possesses 

not merely a good which is meum, but is conscious of one which is nos­

trum. Yet again because society is ultimately subordinate to indivi­

dual personality, the nostrum and even the nos is ultimately seum, 

and it is in the last analysis as his that the patriot loves his 

fatherland and his nation. 

B. Joseph (2) discussing the problem of national consciousness and the 

will to. be a nation writes that it is a moot point whether nationality 

is entirely a natural consequence of th* existence of certain circum­

stances and the possession by a given group of people of certain attri­

butes, or whether it can be considered to b© in a degree a deliberate 

creation of that group wrought by their resolve to constitute them­

selves as a nationality^ 

National consciousness must at some time or othf>r exist in every na-

1, Pope Pius XL Encyclical Mit brennendgr Sorge, quoted by J.J. 
bright ibid. 

2. Joseph, B, Nat ional i ty pp. 125-136 
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tionality. The elements requisite to make up a nationality could 

hardly be sufficient for the purpose if they were not positive and 

apparent enough to imbue the people possessing them with conscious­

ness of their own nationality, A suggestion is even made that such 

factors as race, religion, language, are not factors in nationality 

according to whether or not they enter into the collective conscious­

ness of the national group. The first indication that a national 

group has matured into a nationality is the development of the nation­

al consciousness to such a point that the great majority of them re­

cognize in common that they are a nationality. 

National consciousness owes its emergence to the existence of the 

other concrete elements of nationality. Such as a common language, 

traditions, homeland, etc. On the other hand, the diverse elements 

by themselves are of no value, from the point of view of nationality, 

until the members of the national group appreciate their existence 

sufficiently to have acquired a national consciousness. Thus, the 

consciousness of nationality and the diverse concrete attributes 

thereof are complementary. 

National consciousness is without any doubt one of the most vital and 

powerful forces in the individual. The determination and readiness 

of the individual to make sacrifices for his nationality, the joy and 

sense of satisfaction that one feels when one's nationality is praised, 

the pain and chagrin that one feels when one's nationality is hurt or 

disparaged or when any reflection is cast upon it, is the result and 

is an expression of national consciousness. 

National consciousness is by far the most important force today. 
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W, Sulzbach (1) writes that national consciousness has shown steady 

growth from the beginning of the nineteenth century. The wars for 

the unification of Italy and Germany were fought for national aims* 

The movements and revolutions which brought about the downfall of 

the Ottoman Empire and the Austro-Hungarian Empire were national in 

character. The peace treaties after the first world war were design­

ed to establish a better international order by drawing th© bounda­

ries of European states in conformity with the principle of natioiality 

One of the important attributes of national consciousness is national 

honour. The honour of a nation is a very vague concept, which is dif­

ficult to define, yet, once abused by another nation it produces a 

warlike reaction. All nationalities treat national honour as an ex­

ceedingly delicate thing which must in no circumstances be offended by 

outsiders. Thus, for example, the Second Hague Conference assumed 

questions of national honour to be of such importance that it decided 

that it could not investigate or pass judgment on disputes of an in­

ternational nature involving honour or vital national interests, 

L. Perla (2) holds that national honour has b©en th© cause of almost 

every war in history. As an ideal to be maintained, writes B, Joseph 

(3), national honour, like individual honour, is much to be desired. 

The danger lies in the development of an over-sensitiveness regarding 

it. National honour reflects national consciousness and could be con­

sidered as the quintessence of national consciousness* 

1. Sulzbach, W, National Consciousness 
2* Perla, L* What is National Honour p, 121 
3. Joseph, B, Ibid p. 348 
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National consciousness and national honour, in whatever form they may 

manifest themselves and in whatever form they may express themselves, 

are psychological concepts, man-made. National consciousness and na­

tional honour are not instinctive things, W. Sulzbach (1) asks the 

question where does the individual's knowledge of his country and its 

history, his political opinions, and concepts of patriotic duties come 

from? The answer is chiefly from parents, teachers, newspapers, books, 

and propaganda. Some add their own ideas to what they have learned 

from others, but the majority follow the beaten track, Man is to a 

great extent the product of his environment, so that education and 

agitation can achieve much. The dictatorships of today have proven 

anew how comparatively easy it is to make the younger generation be­

lieve whatever it is told. 

National consciousness, then, is not inevitable, and h» ing man-made and 

man-communicated, it can be modified and be adjusted. In conclusion 

may we bring the following observation of L. Perla (2) who maintains 

that the sensitiveness of honour can have no relation to the clarityof 

reason, but obviously depends upon emotionalism. The less rational a 

man becomes the more sensitive does his honour become. Insistence upon 

a national honour has diverted men from th« wider code and more funda­

mental general principles of morality. 

1, Sulzbach, W, Ibid p. 6 
2, Perla, L. Ibid pp. 154-163 
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CHAPTER X 

A Nation Defined 

What is a nation? What is the essence of a nation? What are the ties 

of affinity which are necessary to constitute a nation? 

Research into the nature of nationality was always frought with great 

difficulty, A nation is a cultural and historical fact, A nation is 

a sociological reality. A nation is composed of individuals and the 

very nature of the material precludes the use of experimental methods 

of establishing and scientifically determining its real nature. The 

intrinsic qualities of individuals, cultures, and societies, are such, 

that it is impossible to study them or to produce them to order, under 

rigid control conditions, for scientific experiments. The minute ana­

lysis of individuals, cultures, or societies, will not tell us the 

true nature of the object because the whole is always larger than its 

parts* 

R, Linton (1) states that personalities, cultures, and societies are 

all configurations of personalities, cultures, and societies* Nationa­

lity, with a number of component elements whcih defy exact scientific 

analysis. These component elements cannot be measured because it is 

impossible to apply many of th© scientific mathematical techniques to 

cultural and social phenomena. In other words, a nation is constituted 

by factors in the psychological and moral order rather than'the bio­

logical or juridical order. However, before attempting to define 

nationality, we shall, for the sake of clarity, recapitulate some of 

1, Linton, R* Culture and Personality 



82 

the essential elements and concepts of nationality which have been 

dealt with separately in previous chapters. 

We have seen that neither race, nor common origin, nor common politi­

cal allegiance, nor common mjitual interests, nor language, are suffi­

cient by themselves to create a nation. Nationality is an elusive 

idea, difficult to define, because it cannot be tested by formulae or 

analysed by scientific methods. Nationality is a sentiment, based on 

tradition and strengthened by common ties such as language, history, 

common territory, homeland, and any other factors that may contribute 

to its vitality* 

A nationality arises from a 'vouloir-vivre collectif• summarizes J.J* 

Wright (1), It united those whose material and intellectual interests 

and problems, their common good and means to attain it, are similar* 

The differences in material problems and especially of cultural goods, 

together with the resultant differences in th© traditions and customs 

acquired by the organized groups, give the natioaal societies thus 

formed the particular characteristic by which they become distinguish­

able one from another and localized or delimited as particularized 

forms of universal human society. 

J,J. Wright tells us that among Catholic writers such as Jacques 

Leclercq in his book " De la Communante Populaire", and Monsignor J, 

A, Ryan in his book "The Catholic Church and the Citizen", is devel­

oped the concept of a nation as a collective friendship based on the 

possession of common traditional goods and the consciousness of a 

common collective mission within the family of nations. A nation, ac-

1. Wright, J.J. Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp. 69-70 
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cording to their definition, is a group of men united by the desire of 

living in a social community, whether or not they possess a common po­

litical organization of that community and sharing a sense of histori­

cal and cultural solidarity based on a community of traditions, prob­

lems, characteristics, and aspirations, in which they enjoy a group ex­

istence which makes them recognizable as a people apart in th© inter­

national community*. 

Professor P. Gooch (1) defines a nationa as a spiritual entity. He 

states that neither the occupation of a defined area, nor community 

of race, language, religion or economic interests are indispensable to 

national self-consciousness, yet each of these factors constitute a 

powerful tie and tend to produce the cohesiveness and solidarity in 

which the strength of the nation resides* 

B, Joseph (2) contends that a nationality as a quality is the subject­

ive corporate sentiment permanently present in and giving a sense of 

distinctive unity to the majority of the members of a particular civi­

lized section of humanity, which at the same time objectively consti­

tutes a distinct group by virtue of possessing certain collective at­

tributes peculiar to it such as a homeland, language, religion, history, 

culture, or traditions. Nationality as a concrete designation denotes 

a group possessed of the quality of nationality as so defined. 

Prof, Miller (2) discussing the attributes of a nation, emphasizes 

that a nation usually has some geographical relation but may exist with­

out it. It may adhere a consciousness of blood relationship, but 

1, Gooch, P. Nationalism 
2, Joseph, B, Nationality 
3, Prof, Miller Nationalism 
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aliens may be adopted in it. It may turn on tradition and history, but 

myth may be just as effective. It may claim high moral justification 

and purpose but an analysis of its history may show that it cam© into ex­

istence by ruthless injustice, A nation is merely a psychological union 

for politeal and economic administration. It also satisfied th© yearnings 

of the individual to belong to a group that will giv© hirn social dignity, 

H. Syrkin (1) asserts that th© true foundation of a nation is spiritual 

and cultural, A social group which has perfected in th© course of gener­

ations a certain ©quality and unity in its spiritual life, in its thoughts 

and feelings, and possesses a historical fate of which it is conscious, 

and has a desire for further historical continuity - such a group is a 

nation. Common reminiscences, common consciousness of its present and 

common aspirations for the future - these build a nation* 

According to th© above concepts conquered, scattered, peoples, peoples 

robbed of their rights by ruling powers, still have a right ao a nationa­

lity and national recognition and are to b© considered as nationa as long 

as th©y possess yearnings, a common will and consciousness for their 

future national d©stini©s. 

1. Syrkin, H, Zionism 
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Chapter XL 

The Individual and Nationality 

What is the relationship between the individual and the national group? 

What has priority, the individual or the nation? 

J. Hegel, and the German philosophers sine© Hegel, have spoken as if a 

nation, particularly the German nation, was th© embodiment of a special 

spirit of divin<fe or mysterious origin and as if th© advancement of that 

spirit was demanded for the improvement not only of themselves but of th© 

world, 

H©g©l recognized various national missions in nationsm missions charged 

by historical processes. He developed the theory that human history fol­

lows a plan and that th© historical epochs represent distinct acts in th© 

universal divine drama. For Hegel, history was the march of spirit to­

wards freedom* History works unconsciously, but it has a certain prede­

termined way, and ideal good,,the realization of an absolute idea. The 

state, according to Hegel, is the realization of an ethical ideal. The 

tru© state is th© ethical whole and th© realization of freedom* The 

Stat© is th© March of God through the world. 

These claims of Hegel raised th© stat© to a supernatural level. The 

stat© is superior to all individuals and associations which are within it. 

Everything is for the state. No individual may claim natural rights or 

civil liberties which th© state is obliged to recognize. There is nothing 

outside the state* It was Hegel who said that Germany needed a hero of 

blood and iron and it was Hegel who claimed that there was an ethical 

element in war, because it preserves the entity of th* stat© by taking 
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away th© mind of th© nation from internal problems. 

W, Pillsbury (1) in discussing this contention points out that th©r© ar© 

th©ori©s that would assign to the nationa mind v?ry much as mind is as­

signed to an individual. According to this theory a nation possesses 

a super-individual mind and that by living together the members of a 

nation in jome way develop an actual new mind that is related to the 

bodies of th© individuals in very much th© same way that the mind of the 

individual is to the cells of which his body is composed. The fact re­

mains, however, that we hav© no evidence of the existence of a super-

consciousness in society. No one knows the consciousness of a crowd a-

part from the minds of the individuals who compose.it. Society has no 

means of expression apart from the language of its members. One knows of 

the emotions of a crowd or what a nation believes, only on the basis of 

the assent of its members or the emotional expressions of individuals* 

There is no possibility of communicating with the souls of a nation other 

than by way of the souls of its elements. 

The social whole, in our case a nation, cannot be reagrded as an entity 

apart from or added to the individuals who compose it. The social whole 

has no means of acquiring knowledge. Th© sense organs of a group ar© th? 

sense organs of its members. All that a group may add is a readiness to 

interpret the contributions of the senses in harmony with the suggestions 

received from others, 

A nation does not think, Th© thinking is always of th© individual but th© 

acceptance is determined by the group. As a mind, the nation as a whole 

originates nothing. All reasoning of th© nation is limited to th© accept-

1, pillsbury, P, The Psychology of Nations 

http://compose.it
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anc© or rejection of suggestions made by individuals, A nation thinks 

only as individuals that compose it think, but it must b« added that th© 

individual would not think as he does were he not a member of the nation. 

All that the nation does is to express more clearly the ideals that are 

latent in all, 

W, Pillsbury comes to the conclusion that the social mind is merely a 

metaphor and has no real existence. Nevertheless, the phenomena that it 

is used to designate are real. The nation is in a sense a mental aggre­

gate, and ability to develop and to b© controlled by common ideals and to 

carry out acts in common is th© prime criterion of th<#» existence of a 

nation. In many ways the naition provides a medium in which th© ideal of 

the individual may develop to th© fullest extent* Th© nation spurs the 

individual to accomplishments that he would not otherwise b© capable of, 

and restraints div*rg©nt tend©nci©s that he would be liable to in another 

environm©nt# 

The thought is, how©v©r, always th© thought of th© individual, the acts 

ar© th© acts of individuals, th© ©motions are reverberations in the bodies 

of individuals. National ideals hav© no- existence except as they are ex­

pressed by individuals* What makes th» group b©hav© as a nation are the 

qualities of the individuals that compos.© it, not a single super-individ­

ual entity* Nationality is an ideal rath»r than a material inheritance 

of races of men. It grows with experience, which is the experiences of 

individuals, which are effective only in so far as these individuals make 

them appeal to themselves and to others. 

The nation as a concept is a reality. It has a self. Increasing or im­

proving it gives th© m©mb©r of th© nations ©motions of joy. Impairing its 
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existence or efficiency gives sorrow or anger. Beeause a nation is a 

spiritual concept it is more effective in controlling the action of the 

individuals than any mat«rial forces* This now brings us to the place 

of the individual in society. 

H, Sommerville (1) discussing th© indestructible sense of right states 

that every one of us has physical faculties like sight, hearing, speech, 

small, touch; we have organs like hands and feet. In addition to these 

physical possessions, which are part of our human nature, w« are conscious 

of moral endowments called rights, A right is a power in a person which 

is morally wrong for others persons to violate. 

There is a sacredness of the Human individual. As one man cannot treat 

another as a mere means to an end, as a thing instead of a person, neither 

may any group so sacrifice the individual. The State, or the nation, do 

not represant ends towards which the individuals may serve only as a means. 

On the contrary, the state is a means to enable th© individual to attain 

his ends. It is only by regarding rights as inherent in human nature that 

we can safeguard the dignity of personality, giv© meaning to th© notion of 

human equality and condemn tyranny, slavery, and other forms of ©xpskoita-

tion of man by man. 

Th© false philosophies of superiority of the state over the individual 

maintain that if rights come only from th© stat© there are no unjust laws. 

If all m©n ar© not persons, that is, if every man is not an end in himsell, 

whom it is wrong to treat merely as a means, th©r© is no wrong in slavery. 

The pagan philosopher's definition of a slave was "animated tool", i.e., 

1. aommerville, H, A Course of Social Studies for Catholic Clubs 
pp. 40-44 
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h© was another's instrument, not an end in himself. We must assume, 

therefore, that all men are created equal and ar© endowed by their 

Cr©ator with certain inalienable rights. No other doctrine protects 

human personality, 

W. Lippman (1) writes that to the masses of the western world th© news 

that all men are more than things was proclaimed by the Christian gospel 

and was celebrated in its central myst©ri©s. It proclaimed the news to 

all men that they were not brute things, to all men without exception; 

th© weak, the outcast, the down-trodden, the enslaved and the utterly Re­

jected. The influence of that gospel has been inexhaustible. It anchor­

ed the rights of men in the structure of th© universe* It set these 

rights apart from and beyond human interference. 

Thus the pretensions of despots became heretical. And since that revela­

tion, though many despots have had th© blessings of the clergy, no tyranny 

has possessed a clear title before th© tribunal of the human conscience, 

no slave has had to fe41 that the hop© of freedom was forever closed,, Far 

in the recognition that there is in each man a final essence, that is to 

say, an immortal soul, which only God ean judge, a limit was set upon the 

dominion of men over men. The prerogatives of supremacy were radically 

undermined. The inviolability of the human person was declared. 

J.J. Wright (2) in discussing the primacy of personality in Catholic so­

cial teaching as on© of th© most essential postulates in th© study of pa­

triotism stat©s that logically, at least, prior to all social groupings 

and all positive conventions,there exists man, the human person, with th© 

1. Lippman, W. The Good Society p. 379 
2. Wright, J.J, National ffaantotism in Papal Teaching pp. 6-8 
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dignity and dominion over all things that God conferred upon man. The 

primacy of Adam over all things created was based on the spiritual nature 

by which he was fashioned in th© image of God and which indicated his im­

mortal destiny. 

For Catholic moral teaching ©very man, in th© phrase of St. Augustine, is 

Adam which implies th© premise of the primacy of individual personality. 

All things cr©at©d hav© for their essential purpose, their raison d'etre, 

to assist in th© p©rf©ction of th© moral p©rsonality which is man. In 

this universal subordination of created things to man is included the sub­

ordination of all society and of each community. 

J.J. Write quotes Pope Pius XI (1) as saying that in the plan of the 

Creator, society is a natural means which man can and must use to reach 

his destined end. Society is for man and not vice versa. This must 

not be understood in th© sense of liberalistic individualism, which 

subordinates society to the selfish use of the individual; but only in 

the sense that by means of an organic union with society and by mutual 

collaboration is th© attainment of earthly happiness placed within the 

reach of all. In a further sense, it is society which affords the op­

portunities for th© development of all th© individual and social life 

bestowed on human nature...It is according to th© dictates of reason 

that ultimately all mat©rial things should^ordained to man as a person, 

that through his mediation they may find their way to the Creator, 

1. Pope Pius XI Divini Redemptoris para 29-30, cited by 
J,J. Wright ibid 

2, Pope Pius XL Mit brennender Sorge para 34 AAS XXLX (1937) 
pp. 159-160, cited by J.J, Wright ibid 
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In another quotation Pope Pius XI (1) emphasizes that the true public 

good is finally determined and recognized by the nature of man with 

its haimonious coordination of personal rights and social obligations, 

as well as by the purpose of the community which is in turn conditioned 

by th© sam© human nature. The community is willed by the Creator as 

the means to the full development of the individual and social attain­

ments which th© individual in give-and-take has to employ to his own 

good and that of others. Also those higher and more comprehensive 

values that cannot be realized by the individual but only by th© com­

munity, in th© final analysis are intended by the Creator for the sake 

of the individual, for his natural and supernatural development and 

perfection* 

Thus, the individual person enjoys a primacy over all created things, 

society and its subordinate communities included, and possesses a 

claim to their sergice in accordance with their nature, that he may 

employ th©m to his own good and th© good of others. 

Thus, man, is the measure of all things in the social sphere, Human 

society in general, and national communities in particular, exist in 

ultimate subordination to the claims of spiritual personality, to the 

needs of man. 

S. Pope Pius XI Mit br©nnender Sorg© para 34 AAS XXLX (1937) 
pp. 159-160 cited by J.J. Wright ibid 
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CHAPTER Xll 

Nationalism as a Constructive Force 

Should Nationality Survive? 

Has nationality a future? Should nationality survive, and if it should 

survive what role should it play in the social world organization of 

the future? Under what conditions could nationality become a construc­

tive force? 

Nationalism today is one of the most serious problems men have to 

solve. All th© evils of the world order have been laid at its doors -

international hatreds, rivalries, wars, etc. There is no doubt that 

nationalism, without a sound moral principle? can be and has been a 

source of evil in the world. Its record is sordid enough. But there 

is no reason, why nationalism, based upon sound moral principles, 

should, be rejected as undersirable and without any good in it at all* 

S. Herbert (1) discussing the future of nationality starts off his 

discussion with the question whether or not we desire the survival of 

nationality. And he replies that we can best work towards a reply to 

this question by an analogy. What is it that gives its main valu© to 

social intercourse? The answer is obvious, it is individuality. We 

feel that it is necessary and good that men should be themselves, 

should develop their own natures, and not be the pale patterns and im­

itations of other men. This development of the unique in persoanl 

qualities is the avowed aim of our education. 

The full possession of character, of personality is the end towards 

which 
1. Herbert, S, Nationality and its problems pp. 155-170 
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which we strive. It is the final justification of all culture, of all 

esthetic and intellectual effort. Nationality to a social group is 

what personality is to an individual. It is a complex product of here­

dity and environment leading to differentiation. That being so, the 

justification for its persistence is clear. Does any one really de­

sire that national differences should disappear, and all human goups 

should look alike, think alike, reaftito the same stimulif respond to 

the sam© emotions? 

Th©re is a fundamental likeness between all men. There are some basic 

things that unify mankind. But these basic things apart, we wish, as 

we say, to be ourselves, and this is true of nations as of men. Na­

tions, too, wish to be themselves, to retain their unique qualities, 

to make,unhindered, their peculiar contribution to- the sum of human 

effort, W© should desire the survival of nationality feeling that its 

disappearance would rob life of colour and significance and would ult­

imately involve the undermining of personality itself, 

J.G, Herder (1) pictures the history of mankind as a series of national 

organism, each one growing like a tree on its stem, Eaeh national org­

anism has a national soul which is the basis and mother of all culture 

upon the earth. The national group is a genetic individual. Having a 

body and a soul it becomes a personality, an individuality. It expres­

ses itself in all the phenomena of its history, in all its aspects, 

such as its language, its literature, art, science, etc. The sum of 

all its expressions is the culture of the nation. Each nationality has 

something peculiarly characteristic, and it should contribute the ex-

1. Herder, J*G. Sammtliche Werke Quoted in Esgange "Herder and the 
Foundation of German Nationalism" 
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pression of i t s nat ional type to the development of humanity in general 

Herder envisaged the world as a garden of separate flower beds, each 

beaut iful and fragarnt in i t s d i s t i nc t i ve manner, each deserving to be 

tended and f i l l e d with loving care, and together const i tu t ing the mul­

t i -coloured, mult i-scented bouquet of perfect humanity. He dwelt upon 

and amplified h i s p ic tu re of the idea l na t i ona l i t y , conscious of the 

dignity of i t s own her i tage , reverencing i t s task, labouring with in ­

formed a b i l i t y toward the future consummation of the promise of the 

pas t , respecting the s imi la r -d iss imi la r a c t i v i t i e s of other peoples, 

reaching out toward the object of a f u l f i l l e d humanity, - the common 

end toward each na t iona l i ty eame struggling up in i t s own way. 

The tendency of people to fom nat ional aggregates i s not a tragedy 

but a triumph of ftivilization. Through the f u l l development of nat ion­

a l cul tures a universal human culture i s being created. Every nation 

has a r igh t to e x i s t . I t i s a t r i b u t e t o the moral health of any human 

and socia l organism that i t refuses to yield to dismemberment and that 

i t reaches for r e b i r t h for new l i f e and new c r e a t i v i t y . 

We have seen the des t ruct ive p o s s i b i l i t i e s of a cosmopolitan society* 

I t attempts t o un i te men on a purely economic ground, and f a i l s to r ea ­

l i z e that the sa t i s fac t ion of merely mater ia l needs can never be a l a s t 

ing soc ia l bonu. On the other hand, chauvinis t ic nationalism i s a b i t ­

t e r l y react ionary th ing. I t s aim i s not service and cooperation but 

exclusiveness and monopoly. I t i s concerned with keeping men apart 

ra ther than bringing them together . I t i s not na t i ona l i t y which makes 

1 , Herbert , S» ibid 
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wars, but its perversion, a perversion due to a radically false social 

philosophy. 

To fashion men nobly for noble ends should be the aim of social life, 

and what better instrument for this purpose can we find than national 

tradition contends S* Herbert (1). To seek out what is best and high­

est in the heritage of the past, to mould it into the very fabric of 

he living present, that is the task of constructive nationalism. This 

oes not mean that nationality must be a fugitive and cloistered cul-

ure which shrinks from, contact with the outer world and strives to 

erpetuate itself in impossible purity. The inevitable fate of such a 

ational culture is to etiolate and die. 

ust as the mingling of diverse races has given birth to vigorour na-

ional coamunitities, so th* contract of different cultures has pro-

uced a higher culture. Chaucer's genius was not weakened by acquaint-

nce with the Romance literatures. The French philosophers did not lose 

ut gained by sitting at the feet of Locke and Newton. It is obvious 

hat the German geist of Goethe was influenced by the English geist of 

hakespear and the English geist of Shake spear was influenced by the 

°wish geist of the Bible. The lover of his nationality will not re-

r>ct the proffered gifts of other nations as alien and unclean. He 

ill seek out what is best among them and put to good use all that is 

apable of assimilation by his own national spirit. 

f course there must be political machinery for the protection of na-

Lonalities. National states must be protected in their rights and 

, Herbert, S« ibid 
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national minorities must be protected against oppression. We need po­

litical institutions to safeguard national liberties. In this connec­

tion one thing must be remembered. Th© most elaborate political insti­

tutions, framed with most just intentions, vail produce ©veil rather 

than good if they ar© manipulated by men of ill-will. Figs are not to 

be gathered from thistles, nor will justice and freedom live in. a commu­

nity drunk with hat© and the desire for vengeance. Until men learn 

that their own liberties depend upon the respect they show for liber­

ties of others, political machinery, though planned with utmost care, 

will be of small avail. A mountain of legal documents will notprevent 

a nation imbued with the fatal philosophy of sacro-egoismo from oppres­

sing another nation, £?ome superior power is needed to control the na­

tional egotism. 

J.J. Wright (1) discussing the solution of the problem of Nationalism 

in Papal Social Teachings states that the reconstruction of the inter­

national order, insofar as it involves the solution of the moral prob* 

l©m of nationalism, must begin, as must the solutiibn of any social prob 

lem in accordance with papal teaching, with the moral reclamation of 

the individual. The reclamation of the individual, as it were, is the 

first condition of social reconstruction. Society, as composed of in­

dividuals can only be the sum and expression of the morality of the 

individuals, who compose it. The community, national or international, 

will be only as moral as are its members, since from these its qualities 

flow, and on these, its vigor, moral and otherwise depends. 

Pope Pius XL (2) stating the general rule for all social problems 

1. Wright, J.J, Nationalism Patriotism in Papal Teachings pp. 287-322 
2. Pope Pius XL Encyclical Quinquagesimo ante anno AAS XXL (1929) 

cited by J,J# Wright ibid 
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writes that to the extent that individuals progress in spiritual devel­

opment, by that1 much is probity and virtue added to public life and mor­

als. Pope,Pius XI describes excessive mationalism, as disguised indivi­

dualism, an egotism made sacred and being to the interest of private 

parties th© social good and structure of nations. It is an individual­

ism which subordinates and orders everything to his own advantage. The 

good of human society has preference and is above the good of individual 

nations. The interests of the individual nation ar© subordinate to hu­

manity, and the social unity of the human community finds its perfection 

and seal in th© universal subordination of humankind to God and His 

regal dominion over human society* 

What are the advantages of nationality to the individual, to the group 

and to civilization? 

A Zimmern (1) writes that only those who have seen what a moral degra­

dation the loss of nationality involves can realize what a vast reser­

voir is lying ready, in the form of national feelings, t&. the hands of 

teachers and statesmen. To seek to ignore or to stamp out this force is 

to promote spiritual impoverishment. You cannot make, writes A. Zimmem 

a Jew or an Italian or a Pole into an inheritor of Puritan or Virginian 

culture by waving a flag before his admiring ©y©s. But what you can a-

chieve thereby is to kill in him his own little spiritual inheritance* 

You can make him ashamed of Mazzini and Kossuth and th© Vilna Gaon, of 

the songs and stories of his father and the teachings of his rabbi, of 

the lump in his throat at th© mention of the holy names of Rome, Poland, 

or Palestine. 

1. Zimmern, A. Nationality and Government pp. 55-75 
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B. Joseph (i) lists,among oth©rs, th© following advantages of national­

ity. Nationality promotes liberty and democracy. It inspire* peopl© to 

strive and struggle for freedom. The individual members of a national­

ity also derive added vitality from their nationality, for they are cap­

able of greater things when working amongst their own people in surround­

ings and under conditions of life to which they ar© accustomed and sym­

pathetic, The individual, is strengthened in his private effort and en­

terprise by th© consciousness that they areaa part of a larger endeavour. 

National groups as such also benefit greatly from their nationality. 

The ideal of nationality appears to have reinvigorated many backward na­

tions. Nationality tends to eliminate social strife and encourages soli­

darity, A variety of national lives enriches the general civilization of 

the world, 

C*D, Burns (1) sums up the benefits following the national diversity, 

asserting that in the first place, as th© destruction of individuality 

may destroy g©nius, so the attempt to make all groups of men exactly a-

like in their customs and creeds may destroy some special character of 

endurance or wit which may be developed even in small nations. There is 

som© special quality in ©very group which it would b© well for th© sake 

of the whole of humanity to preserve. But this can only b© preserved if 

th© group has an opportunity for characteristic development of its own 

laws and institutions, Just as the individual should not model himself 

altogether upon someone else, even though he may receive hints and cor­

rections from th© study of others, so the nation should b© conceived as 

having a separate character, distinct from that of any other nation. 

If each nationality is to develop its own eharacteristics, then each 

1. Joseph, B* Nationality pp. 360-369 
2. Burns, C.D. Political Ideal pp. 179-183 
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nation is valuable to every o12ier, not as a rival of exactly the same 

kind but as a contrast, and humanity at large is benefited by the pre­

servation if so many distinct types* For the human race is not at its 

best when every man or every group is a copy of ©very other. Civiliza­

tion progresses by differentiation as well as by assimilation of inter­

ests and character. 

B. Joseph (1) continues to emphasize th© advantages of nationality say­

ing that it profits humanity by bringing out the better qualities of 

the individual, his altruism, his spirit of self-sacrifice and his sense 

of duty to the community. The sentiment of nationality impels the indi­

vidual to mak© sacrifices for his nationality and to endeavour to live 

up to the national ideals. Nationality also fulfills a fundamental 

need of organized civilized life. Nationalities are the framework of 

Civilization* To constitute nationalities the natural normal units of 

such organization is to satisfy the instincts, proclivities, spiritual 

and cultural associations, and corporate sentiment of th© individual, 

and to afford him an opportunity of serving humanity through the med­

ium best suited for the purpose. 

Whatever may be said for or against nationality and nationalism, the ex­

istence of it is in any case unaffected by views as to its expediency 

or desirabiity. The question and th© problems which remain and which 

require solution is how to restrict the undesirable aspects of nation­

ality to a minimum and how to extract from it the maximum of good. In 

other words, th© problem is how to make nationality a constructive 

force. 

1. Joseph, B, ibid 
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Rabbi I, Eisenstein (1) discussing the question of Jewish nationalism 

and Jewish nationhood emphasizes the point that nationalism today is 

on© of th© most serious problems men have to silve, but there is no 

reason why nationalism should b© rejected as undesirable and without 

any good in it at all. Nationalism is a powerful force, and can be 

used for good or bad purposes. It is like dynamite: dynamite can be 

us©d to wreck a train and kill people, or it can be used to stop a 

raging fire. Chemistry can be used to cur© disease, and it can be used 

to manufacture poison gas. Dynamite, chemistry, nationalism, as such 

are not destructive. It all depends on how they are used. Nationalism 

properly understood can be harmonized with th© highest ideals of men. 

It can contribute to peace, culture, security, to all that men desire. 

What the world needs today is an ethical conception of nationalism. 

That nationalism can be a source of ©vil in the world has been proven 

all too tragically by the faots of the current catastrophe in Europe. 

Each nation considered itself a law unto itself. So long as this feel­

ing prevailed peace could not be achieved. Th© nationhood was used for 

evil purposes and the state used the spirit of nationalism to whip up 

enthusiasm for slaughter. Spurred on by aspirations of a chauvinistic 

militant nationalism, Nazi Germany set th© world aflame. 

To promote th© glories of nationhood men hav© been willing to commit 

falsehood, arson, and murder; to violate ©very plighted word and every 

ideal of honour and right. Liberals, religious and secular alike, have 

frequently spoken in dispraise of nationalism. All the evils of the 

modern world have been laid at its doors - international hatreds, 

1, Rabbi I, Eisenstein The Nationhood of Israel 
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rivalries and wars, 

Th© doctrine of nationalism is considered by some as obsolete as feuda­

lism and could only mean an ©v©ij deeper hell on earth. Th© indictment 

of the sordid manifestation of nationalism is as Dr. B.S. Bokser (1) 

staied, however, no indictment of nationalism itself. It can, for ex­

ample, be shown that loyalty to family life has had a similarly sordid 

record in th© history of civilization. Men have evaded the most press­

ing social responsibilities because of preoccupation with family life. 

They have frequently violated every ethieal imperative in their quest 

for family security. No one would, however, dream of translating this 

fact into an indictment of family life. 

Family lif© at its best is fully compatible with the more comprehensive 

claims of society as a whole. It ©quips a person with new resources of 

faith and power with which to function as a social being* The same is 

true of nationalism. At its best, nationalism is fully compatible with 

loyalty to mankind as a whole, and it is a source not of strife but of 

added power to serve the cause of world citizenship. The tendency of 

people to form national aggregates is not the tragedy but the triumph 

of civilization. Through the medium of national life, unique values in 

culture, religion, art, and social relations have come into the world 

and have been made available to all men* 

The future of civilization demands not the dissolution of unique na­

tional units but their subordination to a transcending loyalty, an in­

ternational world order. Th© future of civilization demands not the 

1. Bokser, B.S. What do w© Mean by Nationalism? 
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liquidation of distinet national communities and th© creation of a cos­

mopolitan world state, but an international f©llowship of free societies 

each pursuing its unique destiny and dedicating the best in itself to a 

common human service. 

Such a conception of nationalism was developed by th© prophets of anc­

ient Israel, fhey loved their people and wer© devoted to its tradition. 

Through the medium of their identification with Israel's national life, 

they cam© into possession of ideals and values which they could never 

hav© cultivated in detachment from national life. But they never re­

garded their nation as the ultimate moral end. Loyalty to th© nation 

th©y held is to b© superceded by a transcending loyalty to God and to 

humanity as a whole. Their nation was itself an instrument ehosen for 

a larger service to all mankind* 

Nationality is a fact, and the tides of nationalism ar© still rising* 

Taking th© present world situation we can see that a dangerous paradox 

faces th© world* Th© moment is on© in which recognition is being ac­

corded to th© fact that most international ills at present ar© derived 

from clashing nationalism and that th© only remedy for th© dangers which 

beset the world is of abating national sovereignity in favour of closer 

international cooperation. Yet against this situation, the tendency in 

most parts of the earth is towards a rising nationalism, increasing in 

intensity where it existed before and being born where it had not pre­

viously existed. 

In the cas* of Russia it has become conmonpiace to point out that her 

original internationalism has now become converted into Russian nation­

alism. Against the strong nationalism of Moscow is opposed a. strong 

nationalism in the United States. 
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Throughout Europe the t i des of nationalism are r i s i n g high, Iceland and 

the Faroe Is lands are showing coolness towards Denmark, Slovakia i n ­

s i s t s on autonomy from Prague0 Warring nationalism clash a t many c r i t i ­

cal po in t s , I t a l i a n and Yugoslav in Tr i e s t e , Serbian nationalism and 

Yugoslav federalism within Yugoslavia, Pol ish and Russian a l l over? 

Europe. Greek and Albanian in northern Epirus; Greek and Bulgarian in 

eastern Greece; Turkish, B r i t i s h , Russian, and American a t the Darda­

n e l l e s . 

In the Near East , two new nationalisms have a r i s e n , that of the Arabs, 

hardly conscious in the past of any conmon i n t e r e s t s , and that of the 

Jews. In I ran , a minute na t ional ism, that of Azerbidjan i s a r i s i n g . The 

East Indian nationalism and Indo-Chinese nationalism are carrying on the 

struggle against Dutch andFrench nat ional ism. Thus the world today i s 

s t i l l a battleground of nat ionalism. 

Attempts are being made to. create and to effect in te rna t iona l cooperation. 

League of Nations and in te rna t iona l organizations are being set up. Th© 

point to remember, however, i s tha t if the pa r t i c i pan t s in a league of 

nat ions consider thf> spec i f ica l ly na t iona l values a s the highest values, 

in te rna t iona l col laborat ion agains t aggressive and t reaty-breaking s ta te 

w i l l not work, regardless of any clever scheme invented for an in te rna ­

t iona l parliament and the d i s t r i bu t ion of voting power among the several 

s ta tes* The League of Nations did not f a i l because of technical de f i ­

c iencies in the League's Covenant. I t f a i l ed because th© nat ions ack­

nowledged the supreme value of nat ional consciousness, attempting to use 

an in te rna t iona l organization for na t iona l aims. But i f na t iona l con­

sciousness should recede into the background and th© consciousness of 
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valu© common to a l l mankind should gain in s trength, a n©w League of 

Nations may very well succeed. 

What i s i t tha t we need to make nationalism a construct ive force? 

Briefly the answer was given. We need an|©thical conception of na t ion­

alism, where loyal ty to the nat ion i s superceded by a loya l ty to man­

kind and by a transcending loyal ty to God. The Holy Father , Pius XLl 

(1) , in answering th© question a s to what i s the fundamental cause of 

th© i l l s of th© world a t th© present time s ta ted that before a l l e l s e , 

i t i s cer ta in that the radical and ul t imate caus© of th© ev i l s which we 

deplore in modern society i s the denial ana re ject ion of a universal 

form of morality as well for individual and social l i f e as for in te rna­

t iona l r e l a t i o n s . By a universal norm of morali ty i s obviously meant 

a standard of morali ty that has reference to human nature , and tha t i s 

applicable at a l l times and in a l l p l a c e s . 

Th© foundation of a universal moral judgment s t a t e s Rt . Rev. Msgr. F . J . 

Sheen (2) i s conscience which i s a r e f l ec t ion of God's Eternal Reason 

and Holy Will ordaining us to preserve order in His universe and through 

i t to com© to se l f -perfec t ion in Him which i s happiness. Good and ev i l 

thus becom© judged not in terms of my in te res t or my pleasure , or those 

of our race , our c l a s s , or our nat ion, but in t©rms of th© purpose for 

which we a l l were made, namely God* 

Nationas ar© individuals of humanity. Any n a t i o n a l i t y , no matter how 

small, has th© inherent right to i t s nationhood. To us a l l as to Seneca-

1 . Pop© Pius XLl Sumni Pontif icus B.C.W.S, p . 63 quoted by J.J .Wright 
ibid 

2# Sheen, F.J. Addresses delivered during Catholic Hour January 1940 
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Homo res sacra homini. Man is sacred in th© ultimate r©cess©s of his na­

ture under God. One of the greatest paradoxes of our times is that as 

mankind is drawn closer and closer mechanically, it has grown further 

and further apart spiritually, ^adio, telephone, telegraph, the aero­

plane, have pulled men together spacially, but at a moment when m©n have 

lost all common id©als and purposes, Th© explanation is simple* Men 

have lost the unifying bond of the spiritual. A scientist can bring to­

gether in his laboratory ©v©ry chemical constituent of th© human body, 

but h© cannot make a man. What these chemicals ar© without a soul, 

that our civilization is without God, We cannot create a brotherhood 

of men without th© Fatherhood of God* 

Nationalism can be a constructive fore© only on on© condition and that 

is that as no man can be law unto himself, so each nationality must 

recognize that it also cannot b© law unto itself. 

The interests of a nation must b© superceded by a transcending loyalty 

to the interests of humanity and loyalty to God. Religion, however, 

is not only a personal act, it is not only a communion of the soule 

with God. Man is not onlsy an individual, he is also a member of society 

His love of humanity and God is inseparable from his lov© of his neigh­

bour. "If any man say, I love God, and hateth his brother, he is a 

liar: for h© that loveth not his brother, whom he hath seen, how can he 

love God who^he hath not seen. And this commandment we have from Him, 

That he who loveth God, love^his brother also". (1 John 4:20-21) 

It is only through th© acceptance of this dootrine that natioaalism 

can become a constructive force. The tendency of p©ople to form na­

tional aggregates is not a tragedy but a triumph of civilization. 
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Through th© medium of national life unique values in culture, art, and 

social relations have com© into the world. Through the full develop­

ment of national cultures a universal human culture is being created. 

Th© cultural and social products of each national unit have been made 

available to all men. On th© other hand, national cultures, influenced 

by a universal culture, will b© filled with a Universal human content, 

The present day nationalism is a curse for humanity,, But the curse of 

the world today, if ©xereiz©d rightly, and if placed on a sound moral 

basis, can become a blessing to humanity of tomorrow. Of course there 

remains the v©ry important economic question, the right of ©v©ry nation 

to hav© three meals a day, th© wealth of the world can provide every 

human being with more than three meals a day and there is no reason 

why anyone in this world should go hungry. God said: "In the sweat of 

thy brow shalt thou eat thy bread", but he did not say, "Thou shalt 

not have thy bread". 

Nationalism, like any other social concept, social theory or social 

4 

movement, can be constructive foree only when th© basic elements of 

the universal norm of morality, like th© primacy of the individual 

with a transcending primacy of mankind and God, become a part of it 

and are faithfully practised. 
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CHAPTER XLll 

Unity of Mankind: Nationalism and Internationalism 

One of the main doctrin? s opposed to nationality is cosmopolitanism. 

Cosmopolitanism signifies a mental attitude prompting the individual 

to substitute for his attachment to his immediate homeland an anala-

gous relationship towards the whole world, which he comes to regard 

as a greater and higher fatherland. The cosmopolite negates the dis­

tribution of society into nationalities. The cosmopolite refused to 

acknowledge the division of humanity into Russians, Germans, Poles, 

etc. He accepts only one social entity - humanity as a whole. The 

Russians, Frenchmen, Poles, etc., are all human beings, though differ­

ing slightly one from another. 

Lessing, one of the outstanding German intellectuals believed that he 

had no conception of the love of country, and it seemed to him at best 

a heroic feeling which he was well content to be without. Shiller, 

another famous German author, considered himself as a citizen of the 

world who serves no Prince. He lost his fatherland to. exchange it for 

the great world. 

The greatest nation is to be viewed as but a fragment of humanity,, 

Cosmopolitanism believes in the unity of mankind, and it hopes that 

all nations will melt themselves into one humanity- The ideal of cos-

mopolitanism is the disappearance of separate national units and na­

tional differences. Cosmopolitanism visualizes the future humanity as 

a misture of individuals. The cosmopolite completely disregards the 

national content of culture. He claims to seek exclusively the inter­

ests of the human race as a whole and emphasizes the non-national 
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aspect of things. 

Discussing cosmopolitanism and internationalism, B. Joseph (1) writes, 

that the main argument put forward on behalf of cosmopolitanism is 

the existing tendency towards the integration and coordination of 

world interests. So many of the public facilities are provided more 

economically on an international basis, that if the maximum of progress 

and accomplishment is to be achieved, the trend of events must lead to 

the breaking down of national barriers and to the treatment of the 

world as one great society of individuals. The cosmopolites argue 

that the laws of science are universal and not national, and that the 

differentiation of mankind into national groups results in their war­

ring, to the detriment of the human race, consequently, they maintain, 

the human race will benefit from the blending of attributes and pecu­

liarities of diverse nationalities into a common union. 

The principal argument against the idea of cosmopolitanism is its utter 

impracticability. Cosmopolitanism undoubtedly, sounds very moral and 

altruistic in theory, but in carrying f'e idea to a logical conelusion 

one would have to bring about uniformity of language, religion, poli­

tics, morals, and administrative systems, a condition which is, for the 

time being, beyond realization* It is a psyohologial improbability to 

expect people to disregard the distinctions of nationality entirely in 

their relation with and affection for each other. MankinJ as a whole 

has no language or literature or history to which individuals feel a 

sense of attachment. The First and Second Great Wars furnished con-

1. Joseph, B. Nationality 
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elusive evidence of the impracticability of cosmopolitanism. The so-

called cosmopolitans soon forget their world-citizenship responding to 

national needs. The crucial weakness of cosmopolitansim is that it 

falls to the ground when put to the test. 

M. Boehm (1) writes that the form which cosmopolitanism assumes is in 

general conditioned by the particular social entity or group ideal 

from which it represents a reaction, In antiquity the dominant social 

entity was usually the polis, in the Roman Empire the province, in the 

Enlightenment the religious faith, class and state; at present it is 

mainly the state, nationa, and race. 

The cosmopolitanism of international finance and of export trade de­

velops as a protest against a merely national economy and begets the 

conception of world-wide economic interdependence. Moreover, all 

business magnates, in order to escape the strictures with which narrow 

solidarity binds the passion for gain, have a tendency,to embrace cos­

mopolitanism, and to wrest from it an ethical sanction for all their 

activity, The Marxian doctrine that economic interests take precedence 

over political and ethnical attachments find its moral basis in the 

same source. 

The sportsman and the virtuoso, who in their desire to establish record 

or to win unique fame roaming homelessly from place to place, express a 

form of cosmopolitanism. In the prevalent conceptions of the interna­

tionalism of science and of art, other types of cosmopolitanism are im­

plicit, 

1. Boehm, M. Cosmopolitanism Encyc. of Socialism 
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In all these cases it is apparent that cosmopolitanism takes form as a 

cosmic principle through an essentially uncritical generalization from 

the vocational ethic and that its guise of universality conceals either 

an unconscious recognition of the particularistic solidarity or even a 

very one-sided individual interest. 

If, therefore, in time of crisis or upheaval, such as might be occas­

ioned by war, revolution, or personal strife, and imperative appeal is 

made to the traditional social impulses which have been crowded into 

the backgrownd by cosmopolitanism, the latter may suddenly lapse into 

its extreme antithesis, a fanatical devotion to a narrow allegiance* 

Even while his basic individualism remains untouched by such fluctua­

tions of solidarity consciousness, the former cosmopolitan may, in 

these circumstances, become an impassioned spokesman of chauvinism or 

of any other narrow social hatred* 

This brings us to another doctrine which opposes nationality as a con­

structive force, and that is the chauvinistic nationalism. 

In contrast to the cosmopolite, humanity, for the chauvinist, is only a 

word which has no meaning, an empty sound. The chauvinist claims that 

in reality there is no humanity as such, $he world is composed and 

subdivided into nations each one of which is an independent, self-con­

tained unit. It carries no moral responsibility and obligation to tlfct'. 

other nations, and if it has the power, it can do as it pleases with 

other nations. Dealings with other nations, would depend only upon the 

self-interest of the nation. Each nation has a right to wage war or to 

conclude peace and no other nationa has any right of interference. 
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The chauvinist denies completely and unequivocally the existence of a 

universal culture. He emphasizes with all the means at his command 

that national cultures are entirely different and have nothing in com-

Bon, He negates the universal concept of religion, politics, social 

life, and community of interest, which individuals of various nations 

may have in common. T 

The essence of chauvinistic theory consists in the idea that first and 

foremost a nationa must attain its national independence, and there 

where national independence has been attained, the nation should 

strengthn its independence through conquest and subduance of other 

nations, and through complete isolation of national culture from out­

side influences. The chauvinist claims that nationalism is the only 

basis for the internal and external policy of a nation. The corner­

stone of national politics, according to the chauvinist, is the devel­

opment of a specific content in every phase of national culture; it 

makes little difference whether or not the content is of desirable 

quality. As long as it has been produced by the nation it should be 

preserved as a product of the nation's spirit* 

The chauvinist does not believer in universal concepts of justice, 

truth, and beauty. He claims that these concepts differ among Various 

nations. He does not believe in a universal criteria of justice and 

truth, and^each nation exists and produces merely for its own benefit. 

The chauvinist also claims that each nation possesses a special folk 

character, folk-spirit which is transmitted from generation to genera­

tion and that no other nation can possibly possess. 

The chauvinist glorified the state-nation, claiming that the state-
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nation is the realization of an ethical ideal, and raises the state 

to a supernatural level. The state and nation are superior to all in­

dividuals and associations which are within it. No individual may 

claim civil liberties or natural rights which the state is obliged to 

recognize* Denying individual liberty and exalting the state, chau-

cinism was bound to lead to international hatreds and war* 

One of the outstanding exponents of German chauvinism, Heinrich von 

Treitschne, in his essay "Bundesstaat and Einbeitsstaat" pleaded for 

an effective unity of Germans so that they might be able to compete 

with other peoples for the commerce of the oceans, Treitschne claim­

ed that since people differed widely in character, so, too, they must 

differ in their politics. He proceeded to claim that in matters of 

politics there was no positive right or wrong. Consequently, he re­

garded international agreements as "scraps of paper". 

It was Kaiser Wilhelm 11 who uttered ideas such as "we are the salt 

of the earth...The German nation alone has been called upon to defend, 

cultivate, and develop great ideas...Our German nation shall be the 

rock of granite on which the Almighty will finish his work of civili­

zing the world. 

This is the chauvinistic nationalism which denies the right of exis­

tence to other nations, which aims to supress and subdue other nations 

and which propagates isolation from other nations. It is the nation­

alism a la Hitler* 

Between these two extremes, between cosmopolitanism on the one hand, 

and national chauvinism on the other, there arises the concept of con­

structive nationalism and internationalism. 
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There is a definite unity of mankind. The unity of mankind is not 

merely the unity of a single species, but also that of a single family. 

The human race, said E. Duthrit (1), is something more than the sum 

total of beings born one from another, who live simultaneously on the 

same planet, and who therefore succeed one another, who have a common 

father and are joined by the bond of a common species. The unity bind­

ing men is specifically social, bearing witness to a fundamental depen­

dence, universal and mutual. Even in a divided human society, the acts 

of each member have their repercussions on the others, perhaps at a 

great distance and after a lapse of time, but nevertheless with irre-

sistable strength, 

J.J, Wright (2) discussing national patriotism and international order 

writes that the social unity of the human race whichwwas in the begin­

ning suffered a gradual breakdown in which the play of natural forces 

on concrete human groups has led to the growth of particularistic ha­

bits, particular interests and particualr traditions, by which special 

bonds have united on a basis of common aspirations groups within the 

generic human family in order that the end of society itself, the per­

fection of personality might be historically achieved. 

This division, is, as we have seen from the previous chapters, both 

natural and inevitable. It is, moreover, the source of very reall pre­

ferential obligations on the part of the individual towards the sub­

ordinate social groups thus constituted. Division into particular com­

munities, however, has not broken the essential unity of the original 

1. Duthrit, E* Semain So dale de Frence p. 61 
quoted by J.J, Wright 

2. Wright, J,J, ibid p. 146 
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family, nor eliminated those exigencies of individual personality by 

which it still requires the social collaboration of the entire human 

community in order to achieve its true perfection. 

Just as the increase of contacts and relationships between families 

brought into being the fact of nations and the necessity of widened 

loyalties and moral relations proportionate to the national societies 

thus created, so the conditions of the modern worl? imposes -ho obli­

gation of embracing by explicit moral ties the wider community to 

which jcaodsm social exigencies have given explicit existence. 

Hayes & Moon (1) declare that the horizon of the civilized world is 

no longer limited to a single continent, but includes the entire globe. 

As a result of exploration, of travel, of oceanic steamships, and world 

commerce, of world politics, and of the intermingling of races by mi­

gration, our nJental outlook has become incomparably broader. Moreover, 

we have built up an economic structure that is world-wide^ with the re­

sult that each continent is dependent upon the others for every-day 

articles of food and commerce. No nation, no continent, can now shut 

itself off from the rest of the world as in bygone days* 

Thus, the same social exigencies which elicited the moral ties by which 

the national community was constitued, demand on the same principle and 

on the same validity ifehe recognition of subordination of the national 

community to the wider world society embracing individual and nations 

alike. J.J. Wright quotes the Encyclical Caritae Christi Compulsi, 

AAS XXLV (1932) p. 179, saying that patriotism finds its place with the 

1, Hayes and Moon Modern History p. 818 
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right order of Christian charity, but does not exhaust it, since should 

it become exclusive it offends against that same order implicit in the 

great law of love and human brotherhood, which embraces and holds in a 

single family all nations and peoples. 

Nationality can be considered as a necessary stepping stone between the 

individual and humanity. The problems of the world are too vast to 

enable the individual to cope with them. Nationality, on the other hand, 

is an entity which the individual understands. The love of one's 

fatherland or nation should not detract from one's sentiment of hu­

manity, any more that it should detract the affection one entertains 

for one's immediate family. 

A nation is a group of men, bound together by historic conditions, 

traditions, and other cultural ties, though concerned with its own 

well-being and advancement, yet contributes to the'service of humanity 

as a whole. If a nation exists to serve the individual, and if its 

goal is the perfection of individual personality, it exists no less to 

serve humanity. No nation has a destiny of its own. The destiny of 

a nation is that of individuals that comprise it. Through the indivi­

duals the nation achieves its destiny, rather than through the nation 

they achieve theirs. In either case, the relation of any national 

destiny to the general good of the human race proves that the function 

of the nation is subordinate to the ends of the general human commun­

ity, and that it cannot, therefore, legitimately separate a people 

from the human community they share with all men* 

Father Lachance (1) writes that the very inequalities of the nation 

1. Father Lachance Nationalisme et religion p. 32, quoted by 
J.J. Wright 
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bear witness to the need they have of one another, a need which, for 

example, Catholic social theory, has always esteemed providenlial. It 

is only in uniting and coordinating the possibilities proper to each 

people that there are finally remedied the inadequacy and deficiencies 

of each and there is produced the harmony resulting from the tone of 

all the material moral, artistic, and spritual values included under 

the term of "human good". In a free universe, concludes Father 

Lachance, as that of matter, the forces apparently most different are 

destined to balance and compliment one another; what is lacking ine 

one thing is supplied in another, 

J.J. Wright (1) says that the emphasis in papal teaching seems to war­

rant the conclusion that the international community exists not so 

much as the aggregate of the national communities to which the indi­

viduals belong, but as a community enjoying its proper existence in 

transcendence of the relation to one another of the nations, and ex­

acting its own claims diretly on the individual simultaneously with 

and superior to- the claims of the national community* First among the 

elements of unity of the human society thus transcending all national 

lines of division is the common essential human nature. 

Humanity, said Pope Pius XI in his Encyclical Caritae Christi Compulis 

AAS XXLV p. 187, is that great gamily which extends beyond the bound­

aries of any country and continent. Thus, there exists an interna­

tional human community, which acts as a natural limitation on the 

claims of the nation* There is a mutual interdependence among nations* 

1. J.J. Wright Ibid 
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As R, Muir (1) summarizes the problem of national interdependence, 

stating the war seemed, at first, to destroy the powerful movement to­

ward internationalism, yet the very ruin that it wrought showed to all 

nations how dependent they become each upon all the rest. The people 

of Europe learnt, or ought to have learnt, that they had suffered far 

more by the severence of their relations then they could conceivably 

have gained by the most decisive victory. They learnt, also, that they 

could no longer do without the non-European world. That not only 

America, but Asia and Africa were necessary to their existence. The 

war showed that civilization will be blotted out unless it could find 

some means of achieving peace and justice in the relation between 

peoples, and avoiding the hideous waste and folly of war. 

The solidarity of mankind is being made stronger and stronger as the 

means of human intercommunication become increasingly facilitated* 

W.J. Perry (2) writes that civilization connotes the sum total of the 

activities of men, the various arts and crafiBs that they have invented, 

the means of intercommunication and all that goes to make life richer 

and fuller. The more this process of development is studied the 

clearer does it cbecome that, as in other manifestations of life, con­

tinuity is the universal rule. There is no reason whatever to belisrve 

in the independent development of culture in different parts of the 

earth. What really is meant by the civilization of any country is 

simply the variety of world-wide civilization possessed by that coun­

try. Every community, like every individual, is different from every 

1, Muir, R* The Political Consequences of the Great War pp. 46-47 
2, Perry, W.J. The Growth of Civilization p. 141 
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other community, simply because circumstances of its growth and devel­

opment are different, and for no other reason that counts* 

The social unity and universality of mankind finds its expression also 

in the intellectual sphere. The good, the true, and the beautiful are 

universal. The values, therefore, by which national cultures are truly 

cultures are transcendental so that there exist no exclusively national 

truths, virtues, or things of beauty, Goethe does not belong only to 

the Germans, he belongs to the whole world, Shakespeare does not be­

long only to the English, and the Prophets do not belong only to the 

Jewish nation. They are a part of humanity. Because they are tnue, 

because they are just and beautiful, they are universal. Finally,the 

social unity of the human community finds its perfection in the univer­

sal subordination to God, 

This brings us to the conclusion that internationalism is a must in our 

society. An ideal international world means a world of nations living 

at their best. Internationalism, in this sense does not deny the ex­

istence of nationalities, on^the contrary, it actually postulates it. 

Nationality and its desire to retain its identity of ideals, traditions 

and institutions, is a prerequisite of true internationalism* The prin 

ciple of internationalism is based o n the idea of brotherhood among 

nations. Internationalism does not demand that one brother be similar 

or identical to the other. It takes two men to make on brother. In­

ternationalism would mean then that all the nations are united into 

one family of nations, where each nation enjoys equal rights, and whose 

interests are not contradictory to the interests of others. 

Just as the life of an individual is enriched by his forming part of 
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the society of others, similarly a nationality will derive benefit 

from internationalism. Internationalism does not deny the importance 

of national creativity, Through internationalism, however, the na­

tional cultures will be filled with a universal human content*, Tnue 

internationalism is concerned with the promoting the cooperation of 

nationalities and not with curbing their self-expression. It strives 

for world unity without destroying the loyalty of the individual to 

his nationality. 

We can see thus that nationalism can become a constructive force only 

whaa. it refutes the nation as the absolute value to which all life 

is subordinated, because in so doing it becomes idolatory. The 

nation replaces God. Nationalism will befiome a constructive force 

only when it will recognize that it is not law unto itself, that its 

interests are subordinated to the interests of humanity at large. 

Each nation is a member of a universal unity. It can achieve its 

ends only in collaboration with others. Nationalism becomes con­

structive when it subordinates and recognizes the supremacy of the 

entire human community and Godf 
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