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administrators, missionaries, ‘ progressive traditionalists’, elders and

anthropologists. Those like Ngugi who repudiate bourgeois elite
culture face the ironic danger of embracing another set of colonial ;

inventions instead. Ngugi himself solves the difficulty by embracing
the tradition of Kenyan popular resistance to colonialism. As this
chapter suggests, young men, women, immigrants — the exploited
groups with whom Ngugi has sympathy ~ have sometimes been able
to tap the continued vitality of the mingled continuity and innovation
which. resides within indigenous cultures as they have continued to
develop underneath the rigidities of codified colonial custom.

As for historians, they have at least a double task. They have to
free themselves from the illusion that the African custom recorded
by officials or by many anthropologists is any sort of guide to the
African past. But they also need to appreciate how much invented

traditions of all kinds have to do with the history of Africa in the .

twentieth century and strive to produce better founded accounts of
them than this preliminary sketch.
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',_7. Mass-Producing Traditions :
-Europe, 1870-1914

"ERIC HOBSBAWM

- Once we are aware how commonly traditions are invented, it can

easily be discovered that one period which saw them spring up with

' particular assiduity was in the thirty or forty years before the first
- world war. One hesitates to say ‘ with greater assiduity’ than at other
times, since there is no way of making realistic guantitative

comparisons. Nevertheless, the creation of traditions was enthusiast-

- ically practised in numerous countries and for various purposes, and
" this.mass-generation of traditions is the subject of this chapter. It was
* both practised officially and unofficially, the former — we may loosely
e call it “political’ — primarily in or by states or organized social and
. political movements, the latter — we may loosely call it ‘social’ -
. mainly by social groups not formally organized as such, or those
" whose objects were not specifically or consciously political, such as

clubs and fraternities, whether or not these also had political
functions. The distinction is one of convenience rather than principle.

4 Itis designed to draw attention to two main forms of the creation
& of tradition in the nineteenth century, both of which reflect the-

profound and rapid social transformations of the period. Quite new,
or old but dramatically transformed, social groups, environments

§ and social contexts called for new devices to ensure or express social

cohesion and identity and to structure social relations. At the same
time a changing society made the traditional forms of ruling by states
and social or political hierarchies more difficult or even impracticable.
This required new methods of ruling or establishing bonds of loyalty.
In the nature of things, the comnsequent invention of ‘political’
traditions was more conscious and deliberate, since it was largely
undertaken by institutions with political purposes in mind. Yet we
may as well note immediately that conscious invention succeeded
mainly in proportion to its success in broadcasting on a wavelength
to which the public was ready to tune in. Official new public holidays,
ceremonies, herces or symbols, which commanded the growing
armies of the state’s employees and the growing captive public of
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schoolchildren, might still fail to mobilize the citizen volunteers if
they lacked genuine popular resonance. The German Empire did not §:
succeed in its efforts to turn the Emperor William I into a popularly ¥

accepted founding father of a united Germany, nor in turning his

birthday into a genuine national anniversary. (Who, by the way, now ¥

remembers the attempt to call him ‘William the Great’?) Official

encouragement did secure the building of 327 monuments to him by - :

1902, but within one year of Bismarck’s death in 1898, 470 munici-
palities had decided to erect ‘Bismarck columns’.! '
Nevertheless, the state linked both formal and informal, official
and unofficial, political and social inventions of tradition, at least in
_those countries where the need for it arose. Seen from below, the state
increasingly defined the largest stage on which the crucial activities
determining human lives as subjects and citizens were played out.
Indeed, it increasingly defined as well as registered their civil
existence (état civil). It may not have been the only such stage, but
its existence, frontiers and increasingly regular and probing inter-
ventions in the citizen’s life were in the last analysis decisive, In
developed countries the ‘national economy’, its area defined by the
territory of some state or its subdivisions, was the basic unit of
economic development. A change in the frontiers of the state or in
its policy had substantial and continuous material consequences for
its citizens. The standardization of administration and law within i,
and, in particular, state education, transformed people into citizens
of a specific country: ‘peasants into Frenchmen ’, to cite the title of
an apposite book.? The state was the framework of the citizens’
collective actions, insofar as these were officially recognized. To
influence or change the government of the state, or its policy, was
plainly the main objective of domestic politics, and the common man
was increasingly entitled to take part in it. Indeed, politics in the new
nineteenth-century sense was essentially nation-wide politics. In

short, for practical purposes, society (‘civil society’) and the state . :.

within which it operated became increasin gly inseparable.
It was thus natural that the classes within society, and in particular

! G. L. Mosse, ‘Caesarism, Circuses and Movements®, Journal of Contemporary
History, ¥i, no. 2 (1971), Pp. 167-82; G. L. Mosse, The Nationalisation of the
Masses: Political Symbolsm and Mass Movements in Germany from the Napoleonic
Wars through the 3rd Reich (New York, 1975); T. Nipperdey, ‘ Nationalides und
Nationaldenkmal in Deutschland im 19. Jahrhundert®, Historische Zeitschrift
(June 1968), pp. 529-85, esp. 543n, 579n. - :

* Bugen Weber, Peasants into Frenchmen: The Modernization of Rural France,
1870-1914 (Stanford, 1976).
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the workiﬂg class, should tend to ideptifj_r theniselvc's tl}rough natlolill-

wide political movements or organizations ( part1e§ A anc_l ec_:luahy

natural -that de facto these should operate essentially within the

confines of the nation.® Nor is it surprising that m(_)veme.:nts S}aeklng
to represent an entire society or ‘ people’ should envisage 1ts existence
essentiallyin termsofthat ofan independez:it oratleastanautonomous

nation and society converged. '

Stalizrst?: Z;lme reason, the state, seen from abo':fc in thq perspective
of its formal rulers or dominant groups, raised ur'lpreoedented
problems of how to maintain or even establish tI.le obedxenr‘:ff, loyal-ty
and cooperation of its subjects or member;», or its own .legltupacy 13
their eyes. The very fact that its direct an-d_ mcreasgagly 1'ntru151ve an )
regular relations with the subjects or citizens as mdx:ndua 8 (C.)I‘ a

most, heads of families) became increasingly central to its oPeratlor}Si
tended to weaken the older devices by means of which socia

subordination had largely been maintained: relatively autqnomoqs
collectivities or corporations under the ruler, b1.1t controllmg -thelr
own members, pyramids of authority lir}kedl to hlgher authorities at
their apexes, stratified social hierarchies in w}nch each stratum
recognized its place, and so on. In any cas¢ social tr_ansformatlo;ls
such as those which replaced ranks by classes undermined them. The

. 5 problems of states and rulers were evidently much more acute where

their subjects had become citizens, that is pqoplle whose pohtuﬁll
activities were institutionally recognized as spmethmg that had to be
taken note of — if only in the form of elections. T.h‘ey became even
more acute when the political movements of citizens as.1:na;sses
deliberately challenged the legitimacy gf the systems qf politica c:r
social rule, and or threatened to prove incompatible with the §t'f1te §
order by setting the obligations to some other hulpan collectivity -
most usually class, church or nationality — above it. K 1
The problem appeared to be most manageable where socia
structure had changed least, where men’s fat_es appeared to llae.subj 3(21:
to no other forces than those which an inscrutable dm‘mty ha
always unleashed among the human race, and w}‘xere the ancient \.va{s
of hierarchical superiority and stratified, multiform and relatively

1 autonomous subordination .remained in force. If anything could

3 This was conclusively demonstrated in 1914 by thc_: soci'alist par_ties o.f the Swg:!cl

" International, which not only claimed to be egﬁseptlllally mtern;té?:atl }:: :cgap;:l,o but
metimes regarded themselves officially as no ; t

:::ri?)l:?; sgf a global movement. (‘Section Frangaise de D'Internationals

Ouvriére’).
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mobilize the peasantry of south Italy beyond their localities, it was
church and king. And indeed the traditionalism of peasants (which
must not be confused with passivity, though there are not many cases
where they challenged the actual existence of the lords, so long as

. these belonged to the same faith and people) was constantly praised

by nineteenth-century conservatives as the ideal model of the
subject’s political comportment, Unfortunately, the states in which
this model worked were by definition ‘backward’ and therefore
feeble, and any attempt to ‘modernize’ them was likely to make it
less workable. A ‘modernization’ which maintained the old ordering
of social subordination (possibly with some well-judged invention of
tradition) was not theoretically inconceivable, but apart from Japan
it is difficult to think of an example of practical success. And it may
be suggested that such attempts to update the social bonds of a
traditional order implied a demotion of social hierarchy, a strength-
ening of the subject’s direct bonds to the central ruler who, whether
this was intended to or not, increasingly came to represent a new kind
of state. ‘God save the King’ was increasingly (if sometimes
symbolically) a more effective political injunction than ‘God bless
the squire and his relations and keep us in our proper stations’. The
chapter on the British monarchy throws some light on this process,
though it would be desirable to see a study of the attempts by more
aunthentically legitimist dynasties, such as those of the Habsburg and
the Romanov, not merely to command the obedience of their peoples
as subjects, but to rally their loyalty as potential citizens. We know
that they eventually failed, but was their failure a foregone
conclusion?

Conversely the problem was most intractable in states which were
completely new, where the-rulers were unable to make effective use
of already existing bonds of political obedience and loyalty, and in
states whose legitimacy (or that of the social order they represented)
was effectively no longer accepted. In the period 1870-1914 there
were, as it happens, unusually few ‘new states’. Most European
states, as well as the American republics, had by then acquired the
basic official institutions, symbols and practices which Mongolia,
establishing a sort of independence from China in 1912, quite rightly
regarded as novel and necessary. They had capitals, flags, national

-anthems, military uniforms and similar paraphernalia, based largely

on the model of the British, whose national anthem {(datable ¢, 1740)
is probably the first, and of the French, whose tricolour flag was very
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? : generally imitated. Several new states and régimes could either, like ‘
¥ the French Third Republic, reach back into the store of earlier
& French republican symbolism or, like the Bismarckian German
@ Empire, combine appeals to an earlier German Empire, with the

3 - myths and symbols of a liberal nationalism popular among the

F middleclasses, and the dynastic continuity of the Prussian monarchy,

‘_ of which by the 1860s half of the inhabitants of Bismarckian
@ Germany were subjects. Among the major states only Italy had to
¥ start from scratch in solving the problem summarized by d’Azeglio

in the phrase: ‘We have made Italy; now we must make Italians’. The
tradition of the kingdom of Savoy was no political asset outside the

3 north-western corner of the country, and the church opposed the new
- Italian state. It is perhaps not surprising that the new kingdom of

@ Italy, however enthusiastic about ‘making Italians’,
. unenthusiastic about giving the vote to more than one or two per

was notably

cent of them until this seemed quite unavoidable.

Yet if the establishment of the legitimacy of new states and régimes
was -relatively uncommon, its assertion against the challenge of
popular politics was not. As noted above, that challenge was chiefly

@ represented, singly or in combination, by the sometimes linked,

§ sometimes competing, political mobilization of masses through
§ religion (mainly Roman Catholicism), class consciousness (social
§ democracy), and nationalism, or at least xenophobia, Politically

these challenges found their most visible expression in the vote, and

§ were at this period inextricably linked either with the existence of,

X or struggle for, a mass suffrage, waged against opponents who were

mainly by now resigned to fighting a delaying rearguard action. By

¥ 1914 some form of extensive if not universal manhood suffrage was
& operating in Australia (1901), Austria (1907), Belgium (1894),
& Denmark (1849), Finland (1905), France (1875), Germany (1871),

Italy (1913), Norway (1898), Sweden (1907), Switzerland (1848-79),
the United Kingdom (1867-84) and the U.8.A., though it was still
only occasionally combined with political democracy. Yet even
where constitutions were not democratic, the very existence of a mass
electorate dramatized the problem of maintaining its loyalty, The -
unbroken rise of the Social Democratic vote in imperial Germany
was no less worrying to its rulers because the Rclchstag in fact had
very little power.

Thewidespread progress of electoral democracy andtheconsequent
emergence of mass politics therefore dominated the invention of
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official traditions in the period 1870-1914. What made it particularly
urgent was the dominance both of the model of liberal constitutional
institutions and of liberal ideology. The former provided no theor-
etical, but only at best empirical, barriers against electoral democracy.
Indeed, it was difficult for the liberal not to expect an extension of
civic rights to all citizens — or at least to male ones — sooner or later.
The latter had achieved its most spectacular economic triumphs and
social transformations by systematically opting for the individual
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against the institutionalized collectivity, for market transactions (the

‘cash nexus’) against human ties, for class against rank hierarchy,
for Geselischaft against Gemeinschaft. It had thus systematically
failed to provide for those social bonds and ties of authority taken
for granted in earlier societies, and had indeed set out to and
succeeded in weakening them. So long as the masses remained
outside politics, or were prepared to follow the liberal bourgeoisie,
this created no major political difficulties. Yet from the 1870s
onwards it became increasingly obvious that the masses were
becoming involved in politics and could not be relied upon to follow
their masters.

After the 1870s, therefore, and almost certainly in connection with
the emergence of mass politics, rulers and middle-class observers
rediscovered the importance of ‘irrational’ elements in the mainfen-
ance of the social fabric and the social order. As Graham Wallas was
to observe in Human Nature in Politics (1908): “Whoever sets himself
to base his political thinking on a re-examination of the working of
human nature, must begin by trying te overcome his own tendency
to exaggerate the intellectuality of mankind’.* A new generation of
thinkers had no difficulty in overcoming this tendency. They
rediscovered irrational elements in the individual psyche (Janet,
William James, Freud), in social psychology (Le Bon, Tarde, Trotter),
through anthropoiogy in primitive peoples whose practices no longer
seemed to preserve merely the childhood traits of modern humanity
(did not Durkheim see the elements of all religion in the rites of the
Australian aborigines ), even in that quintessential fortress of ideal
human reason, classical Hellenism (Frazer, Cornford).® The intel-
lectual study of politics and society was transformed by the recognition

4 Graham Wallas, Human Nature in Politics {London, 1908), p. 21.

& Emile Durkheim; The Elementary Forms of the Religious Life (London, 1976).

First French publication 1912,
8 J. G. Frazer, The Golden Bough, 3rd edn (London, 1907-30); F. M. Cornford,

From Religion to Philosophy: A Study of the Origins of Western' Speculation
{London, 1912). -
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that whatever held human collectivities together it was not the
rational calcuiation of their individual members.

This is not the place to analyse, even in the most CUrsory manner,
this intellectual retreat from classical liberalism, in which only the
economists failed to join.” Its relationship to the experience of mass
-politics is obvious, not least in the country where a bourgeoisie which
had, in Burke’s words, ‘rudely torn off...the decent drapery of
life,...the pleasing illusions which made power gentle and obedience
liberal’® in the most irrevocable manner, now found itself nakedly
confronted, at last, with the permanent necessity to rule by means
of a political democracy in the shadow of social revelution (the Paris
Commune). It was plainly not enough to regret the disappearance
of that ancient social cement, church and monarchy, as the post-
Communard Taine did, having no sympathy for either.? It was even
less practical to restore the Catholic king as the monarchists wanted
(themselves hardly the best advertisements for traditional piety and
belief, as in the case of Maurras). An alternative ‘civic religion’ had
to be constructed. The need for it was the core of Durkheim’s
sociology, the work of a devoted non-socialist republican. Yet it had
to be instituted by less eminent thinkers, if more practical politicians.

It would be foolish to suggest that the men who ruled the Third
Republic relied mainly on inventing new traditions in order to
achieve social stability. Rather, they relied on the hard political fact
that the right was in a permanent electoral minority, that the
social-revolutionary proletariat and the inflammable Parisians could
be permanently outvoted by the.over-represented villages and small
towns, and that the Republican rural voters’ genuine passion for the
French Revolution and hatred of the moneyed interest could usually
beassnaged by roadssuitably distributed around the arrondissements,
by the defence of high farm-prices and, almost certainly, by keeping
taxes low. The Radical Socialist grandee knew what he was about
when he worked his electoral address, through appeals to the spirit
of 1789 —nay 1793 —and a hymn to the Republic to the climax in
which he pledged his loyalty to the interests of the viticulteurs of his
Languedoc constituency.1?

! Presumably because they were able to eliminate from their field of vision
everything which could not be defined as rationally maximizing behaviour; at the
cost — after the 1870s — of a considerable narrowing of their subject.

® Edmund Burke, Reflections on the Revolution in France, Everyman edn, p. 74.

® I. P. Mayer, Political Thought in France from the Revolution to the 5th Republic
(London, 1961), pp. 84-8.

W Jean Touchard, La Geuche en France depuis 1900 (Paris, 1977), p. 50.
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Nevertheless, the invention of tradition played an essential role in
maintaining the Republic, if only by safeguarding it against both
socialism and the right. By deliberately annexing the revolutionary
tradition, the Third Republic either domesticated social revolution-
aries (like most socialists) or isolated them (like the anarcho-
syndicalists). In turn, it was now able to mobilize even a majority
of its potential adversaries on the left in defence of a republic and
a past revolution, in a common front of the classes which reduced
the right to a permanent minority in the nation. Indeed, as that
textbook of Third Republican politics, Clochemerle, makes clear, the

main function of the right was to provide something for good °

Republicans to mobilize against. The Socialist Labour movernent

resisted its co-option by the bourgeois Republic to some extent;

hence the establishment of the annual commemoration of the Paris
Commune at the Mur des Fédérés (1880) against the institutional-
ization of the Republic; hence also the substitution of the new
“Internationale’ for the traditional, but now official, ‘ Marseillaise’ as
its anthem during the Dreyfus affair, and especially during the
controversies on socialist participation in bourgeois governments
(Millerand).! Again, the radical Jacobin Republicans continued,
within the official symbolism, to mark their separation from the
moderate and dominant ones. Agulhon, who has studied the charac-
teristic mania for putting up monuments, notably of the Republic
itself, during the period 1875 to 1914, acutely notes that in the more
radical municipalities Mariane bared at least one breast, while in the
more moderate ones she was decently clothed.?? Yet the basic fact
was that those who controlled the imagery, the symbolism, the
traditions of the Republic were the men of the centre masquerading
as men of the extreme left: the Radical Socialists, proverbially ‘like
the radish, red outside, white'inside, and always on the side the bread
is buttered’. Once they ceased to control the Republic’s fortunes —
from the days of the Popular Front onwards — the days of the Third
Republic were numbered.

There is considerable evidence that the moderate Republican
bourgeoisie recognized the nature of its main political problem (‘no
enemies on the left’) from the late 1860s onwards, and set about

* Maurice Dommanget, Eugéne Pottier, Membre de la Cominune et Chantre de
I Internationale (Paxis, 1971), ch. 3.

1 M. Agulhon, ‘Esquisse pour une Archéologie de la République; ’Allégorie
Civique Féminine'. dnnales ESC, xxviii (1973), pp. 5-34; M. Agulhon, Marianne
au Combat : I Imagerie et la Symboligue Républicaines de 1789 & 1880 (Paris, 1979).
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solving it as soon as the Republic was firmly in power.!? In terms
of the invention of tradition, three major innovations are particularly
relevant, The first was the development of a secular equivalent of the
church — primary education, imbued. with revolutionary and repub-
lican principles and content, and conducted by the secular equivalent
of the priesthood - or perhaps, given their poverty, the friars — the
instituteurs. X There is no doubt that this was a deliberate construction
of the early Third Republic, and, given the proverbial centralization
of French government, that the content of the manuals which were
to turn not only peasants into Frenchmen but all Frenchmen into
good Republicans, was not left to chance. Indeed the *institutional-
ization’ of the French Revolution itself in and by the Republic has -
been studied in some detail.1® '

The second was the invention of public ceremonies.’® The most
important of these, Bastille Day, can be exactly dated in 1880. It
combined official and unofficial demonstrations and popular
festivities - fireworks, dancing in the streets — in an annual assertion
of France as the nation of 1789, in which every French man, woman
and child could take part. Yet while it left scope for, and could hardly
avoid, more militant, popular manifestations, its general tendency
was to transform the heritage of the Revolution into a combined
expression of state pomp and power and the citizens’ pleasure. A less
permanent form of public celebration were the occasional world
expositions which gave the Republic the legitimacy of prosperity,
technical progress — the Eiffel Tower — and the global colonial con-
quest they took care to emphasize.?

The third was the mass production of public monuments already
noted. It may be observed that the Third Republic did not - unlike
other countries — favour massive public buildings, of which France
already had a large supply — though the great expositions left some

* Sanford H. Elwitt, The Making of the 3rd Republic: Class and Politics in France,
1868-84 (Baton Rouge, 1975).

1 Georges Duveau, Les Instituteurs (Paris, 1957); J. Ozouf (ed.), Nous les Maitres
d Eeole: Autobiographies & Instituteurs de la Belle Epogque (Paris, 1967).

** Alice Gérard, La Révolution Francaise: Mythes et Interprétations, 1789-1970
(Paris, 1970), ch, 4,

18 Charles Rearick, ‘Festivals in Modern France: The Experience of the 3rd
Republic’, Journal of Contemporary History, xii, no. 3 (July 1977), pp. 435-60;
Rosemonde Sanson, Les 14 Juillet, Féte et Conscience Nationale, 1789-1975
(Paris, 1976), with bibliography.

7 For the political intentions of the 1889 one, cf. Debora L. Silverman, ‘The 1889
Exhibition: The Crisis of Bourgeois Individualism®, Oppositions, A Journal for
Ideas and Criticism in Architecture (Spring, 1977), pp. 71-91.
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of these behind them in Paris — nor gigantic statuary. The major
characteristic of French ‘statuomania’l® was its democracy, antici-
pating that of the war memorials after 1914-18. It spread two kinds
of monuments throughout the cities and rural communes of the
country: the image of the Republic itself (in the form of Marianne
which now became universally familiar), and the bearded civilian
figures of whoever local patriotism chose to regard as its notables,
past and present. Indeed, while the construction of Republican
monuments was evidently encouraged, the initiative, and the costs of,
such enterprises were undertaken at a local level. The entrepreneurs
catering for this market provided choices suitable for the purses of
every Republican commune from the poorest upwards, ranging from
modest busts of Marianne, in various sizes, through full-figure
statues of varying dimensions, to the plinths and allegorical or heroic
accessories with which the more ambitious citizenry could surround
her feet.’® The opulent ensembles on the Place de la République and
the Place de la Nation in Paris provided the ultimate version of such
statuary. Such monuments traced the grass roots of the Republic—
particulatly in its rural strongholds — and may be regarded as the
visible links between the voters and the nation.

Some other characteristics of the official ‘invented’ traditions of
the Third Republic may be noted in passing. Except in the form of
the commemoration of notable figures from the local past, or of local
political manifestos, it kept away from history. This was partly, no
doubt, because history before 1789 (except perhaps for ‘nos ancétres
les Gaulois’) recalled church and monarchy, partly because history
since 1789 was a divisive rather than unifying force: each brand - or
rather degree — of Republicanism had its own corresponding heroes
and villains in the revolutionary pantheon, as the historiography of
the French Revolutiondemonstrates. Party differences wereexpressed
in statues to Robespierre, Mirabeau or Danton. Unlike the U.S.A.
and the Latin American states, the French Republic therefore shied
away from the cult of Founding Fathers. It preferred general
symbols, abstaining even from the use of themes referring to the
national past on its postage stamps until long after 1914, though most
European states (other than Britain and Scandinavia) discovered
their appeal from the mid-1890s onwards. The symbols were few: the

18 M. Agulhon, ‘La Statuomanie et I'Histoire’, Ethnologie Frangaise, nos. 3-4

_ {1978), pp. 34
13 Agulhon, ‘Esquisse pour une Archéologie’.
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tricolour (democratized and universalized in the sash of the mayor,
present at every civil marriage or other ceremony), the Republican
monogram {RF) and motto (liberty, equality, fraternity), the ‘ Mar-
seillaise’, and the symbol of the Republic and of freedom itself, which
appears to have taken shape in the last yeats of the Second Empire,

4 Marianne. We may also note that the Third Republic showed no
¥ official hankering for the specifically invented ceremonies so charac-
* teristic of the First - ‘trees of liberty’, goddesses of reason and ad

hoc festivals. There was to be no official national day other than 14
July, no formal mobilizations, processions and marches of the
civilian citizenry (unlike the mass régimes of the twentieth century,
but also unlike the U.S.A.), but rather a simple ‘republicanization’
of the accepted pomp of state power — umforms parades, bands,

§. flags, and the like.

The Second German Empire provides an mterestmg contrast,
especially since several of the general themes of French Republican

_, invented tradition are recognizable in its own. Its major political
2 problem was twofold: how to provide historical legitimacy for the

Bismarckian (Prusso-Little German)} version of unification which
had none; and how to deal with that large part of the democratic
electorate which would have preferred another solution (Great
Germans, anti-Prussian particularists, Catholics and, above all,
Social Democrats). Bismarck himself does not seem to have bothered
much about symbolism, except for personally devising a tricolour
flag which combined the Prussian black-white with the nationalist
and liberal black-red—gold which he wished to annex (1866). There
was no historical precedent whatever for the Empire’s black-white—
red national banner.2® His recipe for political stability was simpler:

2 Whitney Smith, Flags through the Ages (New York, 1975), pp. 116-18. The
pationalist black—red-gold appears to have emerged from the student movement
of the post-Napoleonic period, but was clearly established as the flag of the
national movement in 1848. Resistance to the Weimar Republic reduced its
national flag to a party banner — indeed the militia of the Social Democratic Party
took it as its title (* Reichsbanner”), though the anti-republican right was divided
between the imperial flag and the National Socialist flag, which abandoned the
traditional tricolour design, possibly because of its associations with nineteenth-
century liberalism, possibly as not sufficiently indicative of a radical break with
the past. However, it maintained the basic colour scheme of the Bismarckian
empire (black-white-red), while stressing the red, hitherto the symbol only of
the socialist and labour movements. The Federal Repubhc and the Democratic
Republic both returned to the colours of 1848, the former without additions, the
latter with a suitable emblem adapted from the basic model of the Communist
and Soviet hammer-and-sickle.
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‘new interpretation of German history, or rather a fusion between
older romantic ‘invented tradition’ of pre-1848 German nation-
g-alism and the new régime: the most powerful symbols being those
ere the fusion was achieved. Thus, the mass movement of German
-gymnasts, liberal and Great German until the 1860s, Bismarckian
after 1866 and eventually pan-German and antisemitic, took to its
eart three monuments whose inspiration was basically not official:
e monument to Arminius the Cheruscan in the Teutoburg Forest
much of it constructed as early as 183846, and inaugurated in
875); the Niederwald monument above the Rhine, commemorating
the unification of Germany in 1871 (1877-83); and the centenary
emorial of the battle of Leipzig, initiated in 1894 by a ‘German
atriotic League for the Erection of a Monument to the Battle of the
eoples at Leipzig’, and inaugurated in 1913. On the other hand, they
ppear to have showed no enthusiasm for the proposal to turn the
o onument to William I on the Kyffhduser mountain, on the spot
- where folk myth claimed the Emperor Frederick Barbarossa wouild
- appear again, into a national symbol (1890-6), and no special
reaction to the construction of the monument to William I and
‘Germany at the confluence of the Rhine and the-Moselle (the
 ‘Deutsches Eck’ or German Corner), directed against French claims
to the left bank of the Rhine.2

Leaving such variations aside, the mass of masonry and statuary
which went up in Gerrnany in this period was remarkably large, and
made the fortunes of sufficiently pliable and competent architects and
sculptors.?? Among those constructed or planned in the 1890s alone,
we may mention the new Reichstag building (1884-94) with elaborate
historical imagery on its fagade, the Kyffhiuser monument already
mentioned (1890-6), the national monument to William I - cleatly
intended as the official father of the country (1890-7), the monument

to win the support of the (predominantly liberal) bourgeoisie by
carrying out as much of its programme as would not jeopardize-
predominance of the Prussian monarchy, army and aristocracy, to
utilize the potential divisions among the various kinds of opposition
and to exclude political democracy as far as possible from affecting
the decisions of government. Apparently irreconcilable groups whi
could not be divided —notably the Catholics and especially thé
post-Lassallean Social Democrats — left him somewhat at a loss.”
fact, he was defeated in his head-on confrontations with both. Oné
has the impression that this old-fashioned conservative rationalist,
however brilliantin the arts of political manoeuvre, never satisfactorily
solved the difficulties of political democracy, as distinct from thc
politics of notables.

The invention of the traditions of the German Empire is therefore
primarily associated with the era of William II. Its objects were
mainly twofold: to establish the continuity between the Second and
First German Empires, or more generally, to establish the new
Empire as the realization of the secular national aspirations of the
German people; and to stress the specific historical experiences which
linked Prussia and the rest of Germany in the construction of the
new Empire in 1871. Both, in turn, required the merger of Prussian
and German history, to which patriotic imperial historians (notably
Treitschke) had for some time devoted themselves. The major
difficulty in the way of achieving these objects was firstly the
history of the Holy Roman Empire of the German nation was difficult -
tofitinto any nineteenth-century nationalist mould, and secondly that |
its history did not suggest that the denouement of 1871 was
historically inevitable, or even likely. It could be linked to a modern °
nationalism only by two devices: by the concept of a secular national
enemy against whom the German people had defined their identity

and struggled to achieve unity as a state; and by the concept of §- to William I at the Porta Westfalica (1892), the William I monument
conquest or cultural, political and military supremacy, by means of 3 atthe Deutsches Eck (1894-7), the extraordinary Vathalla of Hohen-
which the German nation, scattered across large parts of other states, 3 . zollern princes in the ‘Avenue of Victory’ (Siegesallee) in Berlin

mainly in central and eastern Europe, could claim the right to be ¥ = Hans-Georg John, -Pofitik und Turnen: die deutsche Turnerschaft als nationale

united in a single Greater German state. The second concept was not g,}':‘g‘;g""g :’Tﬁ‘.""“m”e” Kaiserreich von 1871-1914 (Ahrensberg bei Hamburg,
PP

one which the Bismarcldan_en.lpire; specifically ‘Little German’, & ¥ ‘Fate determined that, against his nature, he should become a2 monumental
cared to stress, though Prussia itself, as its name implied, had been g sculptor, who was to celebrate the imperial idea of William II in giant monuments
historically constructed largely by expansion into Slavonic and Baltic of bronze and stone, in a language of imagery and over-emphatic pathos.” Ulrich

. . E Thieme and Felix Becker, Allgemeines Lexikon der bildenden Kiinstler von der
areas outside the range of the Holy Roman Empire. : Antike bis zur Gegenwart (Leipzig, 1907-50), iii, p. 185. Ses also in general entries

Buildings and monuments were the most visible form of establishing under Begas, Schilling, Schmitz.
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(1896-1901), a variety of statues to William I in German cities
(Dortmund 1894, Wicsbaden 1894, Prenzlau 1898, Hamburg 1903,
Halle 1901) and, a little later, a spate of Bismarck monuments, which
enjoyed a more genuine support among nationalists.”® The
inauguration of one of these monuments provided the first occasion
for the use of historical themes on the postage stamps of the Empire
(1899).

This accumulation of masonry and statuary suggests two com-
ments. The first concerns the choice of a national symbol. Two of
these were available: a vague but adequately military ® Germania’,
who played nonotable rolein sculpture, though she figured extensively
on postage stamps from the start, since no single dynastic image
could as yet symbolize Germany as a whole; and the figure of the
‘Deutsche Michel’, who actually appears in a subordinate role on
the Bismarck monument. He belongs to the curious representations
of the nation, not as country or state, but as *the peopie’, which came
to animate the demotic political language of the nineteenth-century
cartoonists, and was intended (as in Jobn Bull and the goateed
Yankee — but not in Marianne, image of the Republic) to express
national character, as seen by the members of the nation itself. Their
origins and early history are obscure, though, like the national
anthem, they are almost certainly first found in eighteenth-century
Britain.?® The point about the ‘Deuntsche Michel’.is that his image
stressed both the innocence and simple-mindedness so readily
exploited by cunning foreigners, and the physical strength he could
mobilize to frustrate their knavish tricks and conquests when finally
roused. ‘Michel’ seems to have been essentially an anti-foreign
image.

The second concerns the crucial significance of the Bismarckian
unification of Germany as the only national historical experience
which the citizens of the new Empire had in common, given that all
earlier conceptions of Germany and German unification were in one
way or another ‘Great German’. And within this experience, the
Franco-German war was central. Insofar as Germany had a (brief)
‘national’ tradition, it was symbolized in the three names; Bismarck,
William I and Sedan.

B John, op. cit., Nipperdey, ‘Nationalidee’, pp. 577f.

# J. Suret, ‘La Premiére Image de John Bull, Bourgeois Radical, Anglais Loyaliste
(1779-1815)", Le Mouvement Soéial, cvi {JTan-Mar. 1979), pp. 65-84; Herbert M,
Atherton, Political Prints in the Age of Hogarth (Oxford, 1974), pp. 97-100,
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This is clearly exemplified by the ceremonials and rituais invented
(also mainly under William IT). Thus the chronicles of one Gymnasium

® record no less than ten ceremonies between August 1895 and March
Zf 1896 recalling the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Franco-Prussian

. war, including ample commemorations of battles in the war, celebra-
© tions of the emperor’s birthday, the official handing-over of the
- portrait of an imperial prince, illuminations and public addresses on
thewar of 1870~1, on the development of the imperial idea { Kaiseridee)
3% during the war, on the character of the Hohenzollern dynasty, and
% so on.?

A more detailed description of one such ceremony may elucidate

- their character. Watched by parents and friends, the boys marched
2§ into the school yard singing the ‘Wacht am Rhein’ (the ‘national
¥ song’ most directly identified with hostility to the French, though,
' . interestingly, neither the Prussian nor the German national anthem).?
¥ They formed up facing representatives of each class who held flags
‘§ decorated with oak leaves, which had been bought with money

collected in each class. (The oak had associations with Teutonic—

¥ German folklore, nationalism and military virtues — still remembered
§ in the oak leaves which marked the highest class of military
:§ decoration under Hitler: a suitably Germanic equivalent to the Latin
4. laurel.) The head boy presented these banners to the headmaster, who
¥ in turn addressed the assembly on the glorious days of the late
: " Emperor William I, and called for three ringing cheers for the
& reigning monarch and his empress. The boys then marched'un_der
| their banners. Yet another address by the headmaster followed,
‘§ before the planting of an ‘imperial oak’(Kaisereiche) to the accom-

paniment of choral singing. The day concluded with an excursion
into the Grunewald. All these proceedings were merely preliminaries

- 10 the actual commemoration of Sedan Day two days later, and

indeed to a scholastic year amply punctuated by ritual gatherings,

% Heinz Stallmann, Das Prinz-Heinrichs-Gymnasium zu Schoneberg, 1890-19435.
Geschichte einer Schule (Berlin, n.d. [1965]).

# There was in fact no official German national .anthem. Of the three competing
songs ‘ Heil Dir Im Siegerkranz’ (to the tune of * God Save the King’), being most
closely associated with the Prussian emperor, roused least national fervour. The
*Watch on the Rhine’ and ‘Deutschland Uber Alles® were seen as equal until
1914, but gradually ‘ Deutschland’, more suited to an expansionist imperial policy,
prevailed over the * Watch', whose associations were purely anti-French. Among
the German gymnasts by 1890 the former anthem had become twice as common
as the latter, though their movement was particularly keen on the * Watch’, which
it claimed to have been instrumental ir popularizing. John, op. cit., pp. 38-9.
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religious and civic.?” In the same year an imperial decree was to
announce the construction of the Siegesallee, linking it with the
twenty-fifth anniversary of the Franco-Prussian war, which was
presented as the rising of the German people ‘as oné man’, though
‘foliowing the call of its princes’ to ‘repel foreign aggression and
achieve the unity of the fatherland and the restoration of the Reich
in glorious victories' (my italics).?® The Siegesallee, it will be recalled,

represented exclusively the Hohenzollern princes back to the daysof 3

the Margraves of Brandenburg.

A comparison of the French and German innovationsis instructive.
Both stress the founding acts of the new régime — the French
Revolution in its least precise and controversial episode (the Bastille)
and the Franco-Prussian war. Except for this one point of historic
reference, the French Republic abstained from historical retrospect
asstrikinglyas the German Empireindulged init. Since the Revolution
had established the fact, the nature and the boundaries of the French
nation and its patriotism, the Republic could confine itself to
recalling these to its citizens by means of a few obvious symbols -
Marianne, thetricolour, the‘ Marseillaise’, and soon — supplementing

them with a little ideological exegesis elaborating on the (toits poorer . ‘:

citizens) obviousif sometimes theoretical benefits of Liberty, Equality
and Fraternity. Since the ‘German people’ before 1871 had no
political definition or unity, and its relation to the new Empire (which

excluded large parts of it) was vague, symbolic or ideclogical, -

identification had to be more complex and — with the exception of
the role of the Hohenzollern dynasty, army and state — less precise.
Hence the multiplicity of reference, ranging from mythology and

folklore (German oaks, the Emperor Frederick Barbarossa) through -
3 problem of national identity in some respects similar to imperial

the shorthand cartoon stereotypes to definition of the nation in terms
of its enemies. Like many another liberated ‘ people’, ‘Germany’ was
more easily defined by what it was against than in any other way.

This may explain the most obvious gap in the ‘invented traditions’
of the German Empire: its failure to conciliate the Social Democrats.
It is true that William II initially liked to present himself as a *social
emperor’, and made a clear break with Bismarck’s own policy of
banning the party. Yet the temptation to present the Socialist
movement as anti-national (‘vaterlandslose Gesellen”) proved too
strong to beresisted, and Socialists were more systematically excluded

¥ Stallmann, op. ¢it., pp. 16-19.
® R.E. Hardt, Dir Beine der Hohenzolfern (E. Berlin, 1968).
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| from the state service (including, by a specially passed law, from posts

in higher education) than they were, for example, in the Habsburg

& Empire. No doubt two of the Empire’s political headaches were

considerably mitigated. Military glory and power as well as the

- rhetoric of German greatness disarmed the ‘Great Germans® or

pan-Germans, now increasingly divorced from their liberal or even

-~ democratic origins. If they were to achieve their ends at all, it would
§ now be through the new Empire or not at all. The Catholics, as
3 became clear when Bismarck’'s campaign against them was aban-

doned, caused no serious problems. Nevertheless, the Social Demo-
crats alone, advancing with apparent inevitability towards majority
status in the Erripire, constituted a political force which, if other
countries during this period are a guide, ought to have moved the
German government towards a rather more flexible attitude.

Yet in a nation relying for its self-definition to so great an extent
on its ewemies, external and internal, this was not wholly
unexpected;*® ail the more so, since the by definition anti-democratic
military élite formed so powerful a device for assimilating the middle
class to the status of a ruling class. Yet the choice of Social
Democrats and, less formally, of Jews as internal enemies had an
additional advantage, though the nationalism of the Empire was
unable to exploit it fully. It provided a demagogic appeal against both
capitalist liberalism and proletarian socialismm which could mobilize
the great masses of the lower middle class, handicraftsmen and
peasants who felt threatened by both, under the banner of ‘the

¥ nation’.

Paradoxically, the most democratic and, both territorially and
constitutionally, one of the most clearly defined nations faced a

Germany. The basic political problem of the U.S.A., once secession
had been eliminated, was how to assimilate a heterogeneous mass —

¥ towards the end of our period, an almost unmanageable influx ~ of

people who were Americans not by birth but by immigration.
Americans had to be made. The invented traditions of the U.S.A. in
this period were primarily designed to achieve this object. On the one
hand the immigrants were encouraged to accept rituals commem-
orating the history of the nation — the Revolution and its founding
fathers (the 4th of July} and the Protestant Anglo-Saxon tradition
{Thanksgiving Day) ~ as indeed they did, since these now became

@ H.-U, Wehler, Das deutsche Kaiserreich 1871-1918 (Gottingen, 1973), pp. 107-10.
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holidays and occasions for public and private festivity.s (Conversely,
the ‘nation’ absorbed the collective rituals of immigrants - §t
Patrick’s Day, later Columbus Day — into the fabric of American
life, mainly through the powerful assimilating mechanism of muni-
cipal and state politics.} On the other hand, the educational system
was transformed into a machine for political socialization by such
devices as the worship of the American flag, which, as a daily ritual
in the country’s schools, spread from the 1880s onwards.®® The
concept of Americanism as an act of choice — the decision to learn
English, to apply for citizenship — and a choice of specific beliefs, acts
and modes of behaviour implied the corresponding concept of
‘un-Americanism’, In countries defining nationality existentially
there could be unpatriotic Englishmen or Frenchmen, but their status
as Englishmen and Frenchmen could not be in doubt, unless they
could also be defined as strangers (metéques). Yet in the US.A.,
as in Germany, the ‘un-American’ or ‘vaterlandslose’ person threw
doubt on his or her actual status as member of the nation.

As might be expected, the working class provided the largest and
most visible body of such doubtful members of the national
community; all the more doubtful because in the U.S.A. they could
actually be classified as foreigners. The mass of new immigrants were
workers; conversely, since at least the 1860s, the majority of workers
in virtually all the large cities of the land appear to have been
foreign-born. Whether the concept of ‘un-Americanism’, which can
be traced back to at least the 1870s,22 was more of a reaction of the
native-born against the strangers or of Anglo-Saxon Protestant
middle classes against foreign-born workers is unclear. At all evenis
it provided an internal enemy against whom the good .American
could assert his or her Americanism, not least by the punctilious
performance of all the formal and informal rituals, the assertion of
all the beliefs conventionally and institutionally established as
characteristic of good Americans.

# The history of these festivities remains to be written, but it seems clear that they
became much more institutionalized on a national scale in the last third of the
nineteenth century. G. W. Douglas, American Book of Days (New York, 1937);
Elizabeth Hough Sechrist, Red Letter Days: 4 Book of Holiday Customs
(Philadelphia, 1940). )

81 R. Firth, Symbols, Public and Private (London, 1973), pp. 358-9; W. E. Davies,
Fatriotism on Parade: The Story of Veterans and Hereditary Organisations in
America 1783-1900 (Cambridge, Mass., 1955), pp. 218-22; Douglas, op. cit., pp.

326-7.
32 T am obliged to Prof. Herbert Gutman for this observation.
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"Table 1. First use of historical stamés before 19143

First
historical Jubilee or
Country First stamp stamp special occasion
& Austro-Hungary 1850 1908 60 years Franz Joseph
'S Belgium 1849 1914 War (Red Cross}
Bulgaria 1879 1901 Anniversary of revolt
Germany 1872 1899 Unveiling of monument
Greece 1861 1896 Olympic Games
Ttaly 1862 1910-11 Anniversaries
Netherlands 1852 1906 De Ruyter tercentenary
Portugal 1852 1894 500th anniversary of
) Henry the Navigator
Romania 1865 1906 40 years ruie
Russia 1858 1905, 1913 War charity,
: tercentenary
- Serbia ' 1866 1904 Centenary of dynasty
Spain 1850 1905 Don Quixote
' . tercentenary
Switzerland 1850 1907 —

We may deal more cursorily with the invention of state traditions

" in other countries of the pertod. Monarchies, for obvious reasons,

tended to link them to the crown, and this period saw the initiation
of the now familiar public relations exercises centred on royal or
imperial rituals, greatly facilitated by the happy discovery - or
perhaps it would be better to say invention—of the jubilee or
ceremonial anniversary. Its novelty is actually remarked upon in the
New English Dictionary.** The publicity value of anniversaries is
clearly shown by the occasion they so often provided for the first issue
of historical or similar images on postage stamps, that most
universal form of public imagery other than money, as Table 1
demonstrates.

Almost certainly Queen Victoria’s jubilec of 1887, repeated ten

5% Source: Stamps af the World 1972: A Stanley Gibbons Catalogue (London, 1972).

* The *jubilec’, except in its biblical sense, had previously been simply the Hftieth
anniversary. There is no sign before the later nineteenth century that centenaries,
single or multiple, still less anniversaries of less than fifty years, were the occasion
for public celebration. The New English Dictionary (1901) observes under
‘jubilee’ “especially frequent in the last two decades of the nineteenth century in
reference to the two *jubilees™ of Queen Victoria in 1887 and 1897, the Swiss
jubilee of the Postal Union in 1900 and other celebrations®, v, p. 615.
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