GERMAN NATIONALISM
…as seen in the speeches by Otto Von Bismarck at the Reichstag

Bismarck spearheaded his “sensible efforts to improve the situation of the working class” in 1881, when he persuaded the Reichstag to approve an ambitious system of workers’ health insurance, followed by laws to compensate workers for the loss of wages during periods of illness (1883), long-term disability benefits (1884), and old-age pensions (1887). An English admirer compiled the following declarations in which Bismarck sought to persuade German parliamentarians to support this policy.

1882: …In Regards to Workers’ Rights
I am not antagonistic to the rightful claims of capital; I am far from wanting to flourish a hostile flag; but I am of the opinion that the masses, too, have rights which should be considered.
1884: …In Regards to the Right to Work and Unemployment 
Give the working-man the right to work as long as he is healthy; assure him care when he is sick; assure him maintenance when he is old.  If you do that,…if the State will show a little more Christian solicitude for the working-man, then I believe…the working-men [will] see that the government and legislative bodies are earnestly concerned for their welfare.

Yes, I acknowledge unconditionally a right to work, and I will stand up for it as long as I am in this place.  But here I do not stand upon the ground of Socialism, which is said to have begun with the Bismarck Ministry, but on that of [common, historical] law.... Is it not established in all our social arrangements that the man who comes before his fellow-citizens and says, 'I am healthy, I desire to work, but can find no work,' is entitled to say also, 'Give me work,' and that the State is bound to give him work? 

‘But large public works would be necessary,’ objected his opponents.  
‘Of course,’ was Bismarck's rejoinder; ‘let them be undertaken.  Why not?  It is the State's duty.’
1884: …In Regards to the Poor and Lower Classes
That the state should interest itself…[with]…its members who need assistance, is not only a duty of humanity and Christianity,…but a duty of State-preserving policy….[Citizens] must be led to regard the State not as an institution contrived for the protection of the better classes of society, but as one serving their own needs and interests….[It is] the positive duty of [the State to] promote the welfare of all its members, and especially those who are weak and in need of help, by means of judicious institutions and the employment of those resources of the community which are at its disposal.  In this sense the legal regulation of poor relief…recognizes as a duty incumbent upon it. 
1884: …In Regards to the “Duty of the State”
The whole matter centers in the question: Is it the duty of the State, or is it not, to provide for its helpless citizens?  I maintain that it is its duty....But there are purposes which only the State as a whole can fulfill….
"If an [business] employing twenty thousand or more workpeople were to be ruined...we could not allow these men to hunger.  We should have to resort to real State Socialism and find work for them, and this is what we do in every case of distress.  If the objection were right that we should shun State Socialism as we would an infectious disease, how do we come to organize works in one province and another in case of distress?  In such cases we build railways whose profitableness is questionable; we carry out improvements which otherwise would be left to private initiative. If that is Communism, I have no objection at all to it; though with such catchwords we really get no further.
http://web.grinnell.edu/courses/his/f04/his238-01/Readings/Bismarck_speeches2.htm
FRENCH NATIONALISM

…as seen through Émile Zola’s J’Accuse
Alfred Dreyfus was a Jewish French artillery officer and arrested and convicted in 1894 for selling military secrets to the Germans. His case revealed the ambiguity of ninetheenth-century nationalists toward Jewish citizens as well as the pressure the state’s needs placed on its courts. Dreyfus’ innocence was well established by the time Émile Zola, a famous novelists, wrote this letter, but his opponents – the Anti-Dreyfusards – argued that it was better than an innocent man be imprisoned than the government admit it had made a mistake and thereby undermine the nation. A sizeable faction – the Dreyfusards – disagreed, and the argument split French politics for years. 

- - -

Dreyfus knows several languages, crime; one found at his place no compromising papers, crime; he returns sometimes to his country of origin [of the Alsace region of Germany], crime; he is a hard worker, he wants to know everything, crime; he is calm, crime; he is worried, crime….
I accuse Major Du Paty de Clam [the first to make the accusation against Dreyfus…] as the diabolic workman of the miscarriage of justice, without knowing, I have wanted to believe it, and of then defending his harmful work, for three years, by the guiltiest and most absurd of machinations.

I accuse [War] General Mercier [the person the most responsible for keeping his supposed guilt in public view…] of being an accomplice, if by weakness of spirit, in one of greatest iniquities of the century.
I accuse [War] General Billot of having held in his hands the unquestionable evidence of Dreyfus's innocence and of suppressing it, guilty of this crime that injures humanity and justice, with a political aim and to save the compromised Chief of High Command.
I accuse General De Boisdeffre and General Gonse [a strong supporter of the Catholic clergy…] as accomplices of the same crime, one undoubtedly by clerical passion, the other perhaps by this spirit of body which makes offices of the war an infallible archsaint.
I accuse General De Pellieux and commander Ravary [both of whom investigated the real criminal and found him to be guilty…] of performing a rogue investigation, by which I mean an investigation of the most monstrous partiality, of which we have, in the report of the second, an imperishable monument of naive audacity.
I accuse the three handwriting experts, sirs Belhomme, Varinard and Couard, of submitting untrue and fraudulent reports, unless a medical examination declares them to be affected by a disease of sight and judgment.
I accuse the War Office of carrying out an abominable press campaign, particularly in the Flash and the Echo of Paris, to mislead the public and cover their fault.
Finally, I accuse the first Court-Martial of violating the law by condemning a defendant with unrevealed evidence, and I accuse the second council of war of covering up this illegality, by order, by committing in his turn the legal crime of knowingly discharging the culprit.
While proclaiming these charges, I am not unaware of subjecting myself to articles 30 and 31 of the press law of July 29, 1881, which punishes the offense of slander. And it is voluntarily that I expose myself….
I have only one passion, that of the light, in the name of humanity which has suffered so and is entitled to happiness. My ignited protest is nothing more than the cry of my heart. Let them drag me, then into a Court of Justice and let the matter be thrashed out in broad daylight. 
I am waiting.

IRISH NATIONALISM

…as seen in the Debate On Treaty  speech by Michael Collins
Perhaps the most famous nationalist and patriot in Irish history, Michael Collins served as the voice of his country in the 1920s, as Ireland attempted to achieve “home rule” away from the British Crown. His life was cut short by a gunshot in the Irish Civil War in 1922, but in 1921, he sat as Irish Minister of Finance in the Anglo-Irish Treaty negations. An excerpt from the transcripts is found below. 
- - -

The position taken up by His Majesty's Government is fundamental to the existence of the British Empire and they cannot alter it. My colleagues and I remain, however, keenly anxious to make in cooperation with your delegates another determined effort to explore every possibility of settlement by personal discussion. 
The proposals which we have already made have been taken by the whole world as proof that our endeavors for reconciliation and settlement are no empty form, and we feel that conference, not correspondence, is the most practicable and hopeful way to an understanding such as we ardently desire to achieve….
I have used the word ‘intimidation.’ The whole attitude of Britain towards Ireland in the past was an attitude of intimidation, and we, as negotiators, were not in the position of conquerors dictating terms of peace to a vanquished foe. We had not beaten the enemy out of our country by force of arms.
But I am responsible for making the nation [of Ireland] fully understand what it gains by accepting [the treaty with the British], and what is involved in its rejection. Now we must look facts in the face. 
For our continued national and spiritual existence two things are necessary—security and freedom. If the Treaty gives us these or helps us to get at these, then I maintain that it satisfies our national aspirations. The history of this nation has not been, as is so often said, the history of a military struggle of 750 years; it has been much more a history of peaceful penetration of 750 years. It has not been a struggle for the ideal of freedom for 750 years symbolized in the name Republic. It has been a story of slow, steady, economic encroach by England. It has been a struggle on our part to prevent that, a struggle against exploitation, a struggle against the cancer that was eating up our lives, and it was only after discovering that, that it was economic penetration, that we discovered that political freedom was necessary in order that that should be stopped….

Now it was not by any form of communication except through their military strength that the English held this country. That is simply a plain fact which, I think, nobody will deny. It wasn't by any forms of government, it wasn't by their judiciary or anything of that kind. These people could not operate except for the military strength that was always there….
As I have said, the English penetration has not merely been a military penetration. At the present moment the economic penetration goes on. I need only give you a few instances. Every day our Banks become incorporated or allied to British interests, every day our Steamship Companies go into English hands, every day some other business concern in this city is taken over by an English concern and becomes a little oasis of English customs and manners. Nobody notices, but that is the thing that has destroyed our Gaelic civilization….
Are we simply going to go on keeping ourselves in slavery and subjection, for ever keeping on an impossible fight? Are we never going to stand on our own feet?...Our grandfathers have suffered from war, and our fathers or some of our ancestors have died of famine. I don't want a lecture from anybody as to what my principles are to be now. I am just a representative of plain Irish stock whose principles have been burned into them, and we don't want any assurance to the people of this country that we are going to betray them. We are one of themselves. I can state for you a principle which everybody will understand, the principle of “government by the consent of the governed.” 
http://historical-debates.oireachtas.ie/D/DT/D.T.192112190002.html
AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN and RUSSIAN NATIONALISM

…as seen through Leo Pinsker’s 
Auto-Emancipation:  A Russian Zionist Makes the Case for a Jewish Homeland
Nationalists in the second half of the nineteenth century were unsure how to categorize Europe’s Jewish population. Anti-Semitism had a long history in Europe, but in an era worried about national identity, fear of Jews was based more on fears of disloyalty than religious motives. Leo Pinsker (1821-1891), a Jewish doctor born in Russian-ruled Poland, argued that the way to end these worries was not European tolerance but the creation of a nation-state (a belief referred to as “Zionism”) to which the Jews could emigrate. The Zioinist movement led to the creation of the state of Israel in the mid twentieth century. 
- - - 

A fear of the Jewish ghost has passed down the generations and the centuries. First a breeder of prejudice, later in conjunction with other forces we are about to discuss, it culminated in Judeophobia [Anti-Semitism]. Judeophobia is a psychic aberration. As a psychic aberration it is hereditary, and as a disease transmitted for two thousand years it is incurable.

The Jews are aliens who can have no representatives, because they have no country. Because they have none, because their home has no boundaries within which they can be entrenched, their misery too is boundless….Like the Negroes, like women, and unlike all free peoples, they must be emancipated. If, unlike the Negroes, they belong to an advanced race, and if, unlike women, they can produce not only women of distinction, but also distinguished men, even men of greatness, then it is very much the worse for them….

But even [the occasional] humane treatment [and sympathy] does not prove that we are welcome….

Moreover, the belief in a Messiah [and that God will return with a Savior to save us]…caused us to abandon every thought of our national liberation, unity and independence. Consequently, we have renounced the idea of nationhood and did so the more readily since we were preoccupied with our immediate needs. Thus we sank lower and lower. The people without a country forgot their country. Is it not high time to perceive the disgrace of it all?

Happily, matters stand somewhat differently now. The events of the last few years in enlightened Germany, in Romania, in Hungary, and especially in Russia, have effected what the far bloodiest persecutions of the Middle Ages could not. The national consciousness which until then had lain dormant in sterile martyrdom awoke the masses of the Russian and Romanian Jews and took form in an irresistible movement toward Palestine [the “Promised Land” of Israel]….
If we would have a secure home, give up our endless life of wandering and rise to the dignity of a nation in our own eyes and in the eyes of the world, we must, above all, not dream of restoring ancient Judea [again, the “Promised Land” of Israel]. We must not attach ourselves to the place where our political life was once violently interrupted and destroyed. The goal of our present endeavors must be not the “Holy Land,” but a land of our own. We need nothing but a large tract of land for our poor brothers, which shall remain our property and from which no foreign power can expel us…Perhaps the Holy Land will again become ours. If so, all the better, but first of all , we must determine -- and this is the crucial point -- what country is accessible to us, and at the same time, adapted to offer the Jews of all lands who must leave their homes a secure and undisputed refuge, capable of productivization.

