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r icr (-)I a rt.rt:iit~ ki~itl ot ux11 cflec r i  i c, t~nr~ , i t i r a l  r~iotlcrriily 2 n d  
;IIG{:) on !lie (~:III:;PI.~ 01' ( x ~ ~ I ~ c r ; ~ i i ~  r e t ~ i  In  movemt!nts tlii~t iri tlie 
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Tout ronjrnmrt en  ?nyatiquc ct tout finit cn polt- 
tiqerf. 

CllARI,TS PECUY 

:I.F 11 I - ~ ~ I P  . . . i t  ~ l ~ e ~ r l ' t  profif mc t o  r ~ n d  1r:rerninds 
agoins1 F ; ! I I - ~ J I c  example of a l i t t le  good Iins tnore 
e f l f c t .  

fLrILLIAM JAMES 

This  is a s tudy in t h r  pnthnlogy of cultural criticism. Ry 
anal!~ing thc thought and influence of three leading critics 
of nloderrl Gcr~nnny,  this study wiIl dcnionstrate the tl;~ngers 
and dilemmas of a particular type of c_uhgral-.despair. Lagmde, 
Langhehn, arid h l o e l l ~ r  vat1 dell Bruck-their artivc Iivcs spari- 
ning the years from t h ~  middle of the past cetltury to the 
threshold of IIitlpr's Third lteich-attacked, of~er l  incisivcIy 
;it>rl j ~ ~ s t l y ,  the rlefirit!nries nf Germnn c r ~ l t l ~ r e  a n d  thc Gerrrinn 
spirit. But thcy were mote  than tlie critics nf Gcrrnany'~ rul- 
t u r d  crisis; they werc its s)rrlptoms anrl victims as  well. Unable 
in endure the iIls t\-hicll they diagnosed and which the)' had 
expcricnrerl in their orvn liws, they sought to become prophets 
who would point tlic way to a 11atio11;il rebirth. Hence, thcy 
proponnded 311 rnitiirlcr of rcfnrms, ruthlcss s n d  idealistic, na- 
tioiialistic and ~rtopiiin. I t  w a s  this lcnp lrom despair to utopia 
across all existing realit): that pve^'their thought its fantiistic 
quality. 

;Is moralists and a5 the gusrdianc of rt-hat they thought wns 
an anc ien t  Ir;ldition, they at tackcd the progress oE modernity 
- ~ I I P  gr(-)~\.it~g POI\-PI. of l i l ~ ~ . r : ~ l i s ~ i i  ant1 s~ .cu la r  ism. ' l ' l i~y  ?nu- 
r~ic.rntt=(l ihc rli5contcntq nf Gerrr~iiny's industrial civilization 
;1r1cl rt7arnt.d ag;~irlst t h ~  IOSS of faith, of unity, of " ~ a l u c s . "  All 
tl11-ct! were foes of commerce ;irlrl cities as I+-ell--heroic vital- 
i . L r5  ~ 1 1 0  d~i~ijiriitccl reason ancl routinc. Deeply diasatisficrl 





Foui l1 i .c '~  tertn, e'dPes-force.?, because t l~esc ideas "united the 
imagination wit 11 the wi l l ,  the a n  ticipnted vision nf things 
with their execution." 

T h ?  idcas o f  I.ngm-dc, I,nngl~ehn, a n d  Xiocller were not 
c1;lsped in  3 %)$tern, but tflcir irnport strongly nffccterl the 
sentiments, the I ~ b ~ n . ~ < y ~ ~ ~ ' J i i J t l r .  of respect?bIe Germans for twn 
generat inns bctorc Hitler. 'I'hese -id&cs-~ot.;rs remninr:d, to he 
surc, :I subterraric:~ri - . force, an  unt lcrcut~ent  of heliyf, risible 
only it1 lnnineilts o f  crisis. Dut they rlurturcd thc iclenlistic 
rcjcctinn of inodcrri society and the rcsentinent against [lie 
imperfection:, nf MTcsterri ideals anrl i n s t i t l ~ t i o ~ ~ s ,  that mn- 
tributerl so greatly lo the ilcbility of clernocracy irl Germany. 

T h e  ;lppc;11 uf these irlPeq-fol-ras s t . 3  heightvncd by the stvle 
of Lagnrdv, La t ~ g b e l ~ n ,  anrI hioellcr. All  three rvru te with 
gren I fervot. ;111d ~);1~5inn.  They cor~r lcr~~ncr l  or  prophcsicd, 
rather 111an c>xporitcr! or ;irgued, nntl all their 1vri~ing.5 showed 
that ihey d (~~p i s r t l  thc d i sco~uw nf iritcllect~~,tlr, deprerintcd 
reawn, and ex;iltetl intuition. Hl~morlcss ;ind murky, t h ~ i r  
pmse war fitlully lit 1111 11) m)stirnl, bu t  npnrl ic~ic ep ip r~n i r .  
For d e r a d e ~  the) Mcrc hailed ;IS C:ermaiiic critics atld prophetc. 

t chwe thest: thrce mcn not hecause their ideas were par- 
ticular]) original, hut because their l h o u ~ l ~ t  :~rlrl their impart  
on Germ'ln life dernonstrnte the existence n l  a cultural crisis 
i n  modcrrl Germany. l 'hese three nlcn were the sick analyst? 
of a partly hick hotietp-anif as 5i1ch [hey played an inlportnnt 
2nd hithcrto ~icglecrerl role in Gci-rnan history. The usual 
n~e thods  r ) l  iritrllec t11;il history rv t~l~ld  riot have been nppropri- 
:ttr to this subjcct. I( lcc~lgt: .~cl~ichtr,  the critical exposition 
of illen?, cannot =;I-:ISP the s t ) l c  ;~ntl  spirit of thesc men'5 rvork 
nor would i r  be e n o l ~ g h  to s k c t ~ h  their ideas ag;iir~st I he back- 
g r ~ u t ~ !  of t l ~ ~  t i n ~ r .  T l w y  tvrole diserily o l ~ t  ot tlicir own 
suffcritigs ;it i lI  c~pe r i rnccs ,  ancl hence (he  p5ychic dit~iensions 
of tllcir biojix:iptiies w ~ r c  singi~lnrly rcIevant in t l ~ c i r  work. 
T h t s c  I h:~r-c trictl 10 s11g,cc.e5t: tent~t i t -e l?  ;~ncT withour strayin5 
inro Lelcls thn t 111-opcrly h c l o n q  tn psychologict?. T 3 ttcrn~)tcrI 
i o  ahnrv tl-te i~ril~or.taricc. o f  lhic ncr\- t ! i )c  of  c u l t ~ r t ; ~ l  ma1cor1- 
tcrlr. ;lrltl to shorv hori- IIC f;irilil;itcd the i r~t r~ts ion i n ~ n  politic-< 
r,C cswnli,~ll!- unpo1itic;tI griet-;~t~cc$. 

This stutl!-, t h ~ n ,  tijkcs u p  thcl origins, ro l~tcnt .  n11cl irnpnrl 
of an iclr>ology whir11 riot ortly resomblrs nntioi~nI socinlism. 
bu t  M-hich the N a t i o n i ~ ~  Soci;~lisis tI1emselvc5 arknowl~dgerl  
;is nil esaer1ti;il pal-t ot their legacy. But it wiIl also point to 

another littk, ;~(lmittedly less tiingiblc-to wit, that  the Ger- 
manic critics in  t!ic pcculiar tcnsiorl bet~t-cc~i tlicir lives and 
their idct~logirnl n ~ p i i - r ~ t i o ~ ~ s  nnticip;tte thc type of m;ilcontent 
who, in the 1!320'c, fnun(l ;t haven in the idenlisrn of the IIitler 
mnvernet1t. Th i s  mny \11gjiest that rz71iile in our IlictoricnI intcr- 
pretalionh of Hitler's tri11r111111 rve I-tave nntrd el-erything. l r o ~ n  
thc d ;~nycrs  of Xrticlc -1s of the Fl-eimnr C:onsritutinn to the 
rolc of Rig Rli$irirs~. I\-V 111;iy r l ~ t  h ; ~ v ~  suffi~ientl?, reckoned 
rl-it11 t71r pr,Iitit.:~lI>- c<l,~oit:il~lc discu11tc:rit w1iich for so long 
lias bcen ~nlbet ldcd ill C;c~mnn culturc. 

'I'he surce5s ol na t i r ,~~ :~ l  ~ocialisni in  Gcrmnny should not ob- 
srure I he fert 1 1 ~ t  ihc n ; ~ ~ i n n n l i ~ t  attack o n  rrloderrl culture is  L~ 
g!!c!a.lA !!'fsle~n phcnornet~on t h a t  prprpcied and has ol~tl ived 
rletion:i1. so~ialism. I n  1!)',7, j~ l s t  before [he  final rise nE nntionnl 
soci;,lisrn. rcr:) E r ~ r  o i ~ e ; ~ r ~  writers of very different persuasion 
r;~lTctl r i t~c r~ t io i~  tc.~ this rnotmctncrit, 1;il~eIing i t  thc "cnnserva- 
ti{-e ~ .cvolut io t~"  ;111d tlitl " I ~ C ; I $ ~ I I  uf tlle intellectuals." 

?'lie Xustri ;~n 1jor.t. ~I_I!g~.A-~on-.I~~~fn~nnnsth:~l, himwlf a 
1;ittc.r-(In7 supportrr- of tllc rrioverrlcrit, spoke nf the  many 
Gcrr11;ins rvi~cr  sought 

nut  frc:eclorrr 7)ut  r - c ~ r ~ ~ ~ r ~ r ~ ~ l a l  f ~ o ~ l d s  /llindv71~1. . . . ?;~r.cr 14.35 a Ger- 
rrl;trl fixlit for frvr,doiri rrlcjrrL I'r~rr-rmnt rtr11I yet rrlose tenacin~rs than 
t l ~ i s  li::llt f n r  tl.uc> rrwrridnr~ [il:c'nn<]. 11tis r r ~ f u s ~ l  tr, sur re~i r ler  to a 
covrcic)~? 1li,11 %<.A\ not (cjcn i \ ~  C I I ~ . P ~ I ~ I I .  . . . [ r t  hrt21i 351 rtn i nne r  
n~)p r>> i t io r~  to t l ~ , ~ t  upiritrl;ll r~pIre;~val nf the  <iuternth rctltlrry wIiir11 
11.c ~1k:i:tllx qr;l,p in itc trrn ; 1 ~ 1 ) r ~ r t ~ .  r l ~ r  Kvr~a i \*a r~ r t  arid thc Rrfor-  
~ r ~ a t i r ~ ~ > ,  T : ) : I )  ~ [ > ( : ~ k i ~ l ;  r ~ l  ;I l)rc-~t-vss ~,lhi(-lt is 11otl1111q 1 ~ 5 s  ~!I;III a 
LrJt155 ri..~tii-c r(>\ cj1t11 !OII.  of , I  < l i i r ~ ~ ~ ~ , i o r ~  ~l l i t -11  511rlm<q(-< any t l~ inx  
tlh'it F I I I O I > C : I I I  11i\tory ~ I : I ,  \! V I I  w f :~ r .  I t i  yo,11 is to :~chievc 3 fnrni. 
3 11t:ii- ( ;< - ,~TI I : IT I  r[,;ility i r ~  u!1;(11 ;if1 ( ; ~ , I - I ~ I ; I I I ~  (:{[I p;trticipi1Ic.4 

~ 1 j o 1 1 r  ls(lij rll{- I I I ~  1 1  oi  f e f ~ r r ?  t . , l j ~ (  i:1111 i11 Fr:irlre 2nd 1121y. rralizr,(! 
I< i t 1 1  ' ~ h t o ~ ~ i > l l  illy , I ? [ L I ~ C I ~ ~ : , ~  t 1 1 ~ i  t I!IC do[ t r  i~if:\ of :1111fir:1rv : t l~ lh r~ r i t v ,  
t l i>( i l>l i i~v.  lr :~<Iit ior~.  ~011tvr11; i~  f11r t l~ r ,  kpil-it of' lilj! itv. ;~kwrlic-~t~ 0 1  
rllr rl~c~r,>li!>, r ~ f  u - ,~ r  slid , l i i \ rmr~ .  11-c-rt. opl.)rjrtur~iric\ for I i , ~ t ~ y l ~ ! v  2nd 

risitl ~josr,s inlrrlitclv Illnrt. l iktl i  rn krl-ikr. t l ~ c  irtt;lyirintio~~ r > f  ~ i n ~ p l c  
w n l ?  t h n n  thr. <( t ~ t i r ~ ~ c ~ ~ t ; ~ l i t i c : \  of I.il,c-rsli9tn ;trdrl f rurr~:tr~it ;~rinniini .  
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Hc dcnounc~r l  t t l i s  risc of poIitici11 passinns and (lie E11t.n- 
pe;ftl Inoverrlcrlt ;lg;~inst Jcrv~-!-, cIctrlucrac\:, ;lrlrl soii;lli5rn, ;iiid 
Ilis pnrtici11;ir targets wcrc the iiitcllcctirals whc  "bcgnn to 
]>lay thc game c)f  politirnl p;issio~is. . . . Our , I~P i~ indetld 
the ag-c of tllc illicllrrllinl o t - g n ~ l i z t l t i r n ? ?  of ,+)olitico! I7nf)-rrl.~." 
1 I!nj~ctto shutl- t t~ ; t t  ours is the ;Ige rhe politicul organizniion 
nf ru1tur;il h;ttrccl.s ; i t ~ d  1)esson;il kc.,enlment5. 

IJntil rcccritl!; this cotiscr.v;irivc revolulion-let ;llone it5 piin- 
Europc;lrl cl~aractei--13 as r.,c;~~)crl h istor-i;~tiu." ts irl tcl1octu;il 
message has  hccn so clusivc ;tint1 its po1itic;ll xrl:~riiicstntioris 
have heen so .sporadic t h i ~ t  few rrieri h;~\-e tecogiij~ed tlie power 
and pcrv:~si~r>rlcss of this rt~r.olirtioriary rriood. B c c a ~ ~ s e  nf its 
very i1lr)~ir:ali ty, tlic tcrIri conservarive revol~rtion is  apt. ?>c 
-&cl.embocly ;i pnr~tlox: its iollnwers ,.;o~~ghl. tn rle- 
.stray thc despiser1 presetlL in nrtler In I.ernplurc ;in irleali/od 
past in an i m ~ g i t i : ~ r ~  f111ure. They  were disin heri tcrl consctva- 
tives, wlln h;id no~l l ing  to conserve, l>cc;i~rw tht. s[)iritu:~l v:~lues 
of the  past harl I;IY-gel:, hecn but-ietl anil thc n~iiterjitl rcrrlrlarlts 
of conservative pat$-cr did not iritcrcat tkicrrl. 'I'hey sought a 
hre;ikthro~lyh to the l ~ s t ,  arid tllcv lorlgcrl lor  a riert. conl- 
rnunity i n  tvhidl old itlc;~s nrld ir;s"iilirtiuns ~vould  onrt, again 
cotnm;inrl t~rli~-crs;tl allcgi;~ricc. 

TIlc tortrl coiist:1-rntivc ~ - e v t ~ I r ~ t i o i ~  nc usetl in chi.; hrmk 
r ler~utes  tllc illcoloyir.;~l 2tt:lr.k on iriodt.rnitv, nn t l ~ e  r o l n p t s ~  
of i{lcaa 311d i i l~li t l l  tioils f113t rhararltarize o u t  l iher;ll, qen~lar ,  
and inrlusti-ial rivili7ntion. For nenrly two hunrlrcd p r s  ihis 
;~tt;rt:k Iins 11rt)rr~t.dt:d o n  many level5, gninitlg ~ > n l i ~ i c ; ~ l  strength 
ar~rl  I o c i n ~  iri~elIerlun1 c-nhcrcncc. Its his~nry is tIic xecur-d of 
a grc>;~t vriIfi.~ri7stinn, Cavorerl i~ltvays I > >  ilie ernergrncc o f  so- 
rial wenknes5es at-trl hy thc  sprc;~d of rr~otlcriiity to w c r  new 
arc35 of 11le rvnt11I. C)tlt- 1iIjcr;il ;ir~d ir1lluatri;il society leave5 
many penplc (libs;~ ti\ficd- s~ ) i r  i tt1:11ly it~id rrintcrinlly. -1 ' 11~  
spiri~ualIy ;if icn~itcrl hitxe vftcrl tui-ricrl tu tlic itlr:nlog~ of I he  
cnn~ervativc rct-olu tion. 

Th i s  mnr.emcIit ngaillst rriorltbrni ty Eins Eonc t h r r ) ~ ~ g h  marly 
siagcs. Tt hcgan as  a ci-itirisni or motlcrnity i n  ~ l t c  rnintls of 
snmc tr>rn;ir~tics; it rt:ccivcti its mo.st rsdicaI irltc.llcctu;~l cu- 
pres>inn irl Nictzsche arlcl l>nstoevaki, rvhr-) clccl)cr~crI 111e ; ~ t -  

rnrk nn motlerriit): by 3 radir:iI r-ointr>rp~~.iat ir ,r~ r>f tnirrl ;111(1 

who conrlu(lcr1 rvith a pcrvasivc pessimi~m rc:)nc-et n i r ~ g  tllc 
fu ture  o l  the FVcst. The  licxt stage-and ~ h e s c  s t :~gcs  I-c1)rc- 
set1 t I ~ O  Icgi timate successiori ol idcar;-was the Ira nsfnrnm I io11 
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nl  this c u l t u ~ a l  criticism it110 n vnjirlc 1>olitic:11 idculugy of 
thc rig11 t. C:ornbi~ii~~g cl1111u,nl rritirisrri wit11 c\  trcruc riation;~I- 
isrrl, thcsc iclcoIogist3 n i ; ~ i n l ~ i n e d  that  the cli;~ractcr 01 modern 
liber-ill \or-ipty !%-;is ;~Iicn 10 the spirit and ti-;1ditio11 of thcir 
pwple.;. Th i s  idcolog!-, ;ti t ~ ~ n c d  though it was to thc rlislinrt 
1iatiorl;if ~ n d i  tinns o f  cacti L O I ~ I I L ~ ~ ,  ti7;is essentially s+il;!ri~ 
~ Y C I ; ~ ,  Cnrltii~ental ct~uritry. T h e  originrtlnrs o l  this idcology 
wcrc themselves already the victi~ns of mo(lernity, writirig no 
longcr as critics but as partisaris 3 r d  ~ ) t a ~ ) I l c i ~ .  These ideolo- 
gists appcaletl to  a still less intcllt.ctiia1 grou1)-a group I 
woukI c:~ll, nftcr lhe machine  breaker^ of  he ISYj's, r u l t u r ~ l  
Lucldites, ~vho in their resentment of rrlutlernily sought to 
s&isll the wliolc nli~chinory of rulture. I t  w;is a t  111;s point 
lhat the mriscrvative tcvoluiion couId erupt irito politics; 
usually i~ took the lor111 of some rlcrpernte force o l  the right 
that was able, with tlic holp of this ideology, to exploit the 
spiritr~iil and psyrhological gricvar~ces of masws of men. Riotl- 
crrl society h a ~ b o r s  many such pcol,Ic, ;ind ;it moments of 
1)riv;itc or p~ tb l i c  strain the cultr~rnl  diacc)ntent may turn  into 
r iolcnt  politic3 l disa Kertio~l. In  tirrics of lie;~lth, a sociely pro- 
ducts fcrvcr sucll men ancl rail coiit:~ii~ this form of discnt~tent; 
i n  tinics of t roul~lc  and tlivision, this discoritcr~t gruws strnnger, 
as srlcicty gruivs lcss cap;ihlo n l  tlpaling. ~vit l i  it. 

The intcllcctual roots nf the conservative rcvolutiori reach 
back to a fornlid;jbIc t ratlit inn. K o u s ~ e a ~ i  11;ltl I'atl~cled 3 new 
typc nf rult l lr i~l  ~ r i t i ~ i l r n ,  ;itlrl ~~s'folIowprc,  particularIy in 
Germany, linkcd his ~ ~ i t i ~ i s n l  LO a n  itllack on what tlicy cailed 
the nalve rationaIisrri arid the mcchanisiic ~ h n u g h t  of the En- 
lig-htcrnnenl. Hsving distorted tlie Elilighte~inlcnt, they then 
held it responsible for every kind of cultur;~l  ill, arirl insisted 
that  enlightcricrl thoughf was pnu,ei-le5s even to  grasp these 
ills. 111 Cc i -~nar~y ,  frotn 1'770 ln 1630, c u l t u r ~ l  criticism and  
the denigration of r;itionalisn~ were often I'usecl, and it wi~s 
this ttarlitinn ~~1 i i c I1  TZ':IS 10 [ ) la)  so important a role in thc 
formation ol the l n t ~ r  conset-vi~tivc revnlution in Europe. Irl 
the Wesl, 1%-here rriodcrri so~ ic ty  was ;11reatly emerging, a suc- 
cessiot~ of innralists from Gill-lyle to Burckhnrtlt wa r r~ed  about 
the ~ I I - t i r u l a r  ills of this 11cw culturc. The  rlehntc about tlic 
democratir dangers to irectlo~rl 2nd abc)ul  he leveling tend- 
ency of mass soriety, FO l:~~llili:lr to US today, i~ ii11 old concern 
in E:urnpe. 

Upspite the many diHerences bctwcen them, h-ieusche - arid 
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~ n s t o c v s k i  rnay be regat-tlcrl as the leilding L g ~ ~ r c s  of this movc- 
__._C--"' 

ment.  111 thcir attacks on contemporary-cui111rtl they piercccI 
to the 13e;irt of 1ib~rnIistn :ind tlet~icrl its p!-tiIosophiraI prcIn- 
ises, hlnn is not primaril! ralion;tl, but volitional; h c  is not  
by n i tu re  good nor  capable of pcrlcrtibiIit\:; the politics of 
Iiberal inilivirlualistn rcst o n  211 ill~ihinn; cl-il exists and iq an  
inherent aspect of llurnarl lire; positivistic scierlce and riitinnal- 
ism are divorced from reality ;trid a t  heat only partly valid; 
thc idea 01 h i s t o r i d  progress is False and hlinds men to thc 
approachilig catnatropherj of the t~i-eri ticth rentury. N ie tnckc 
was the first lo urldcrsiand tlie p~):choIogiral force of ruscnt- 
ment arid to warn a g a i t x ~  its soul-destroying powcr. 'The catas- 
trophcs that  hc a r ~ d  1)ostocvski for-chaw wolild be the more 
terrible because of the  ovcrrz,helniing lac t of the nineteenth 
century-because, in h'iet~srhe'a words, Gocl is deatl. 

The historic fact of this decli~lc in  Christian faith deeply 
affected the next srage of the conscrvntive revolu~io11, the stagc 
of the irleologists rvho did not have Nietzschc's courage to 
condemn the prescn t without scilselessl y glorifying the past 
or pronlisitlg a final collcr~ive rcdemptiun. For thcsu men, tlie 
loss o f  religion heigIitcned every other uiicert ainty, a n d  tkcy 
saicI-and olten thcnisclves felt-that l i l t  in the pnsl-Chris- 
tiari, 1iher;ll era was uribenrable.* 

The  conservative rev011 ~tio~iar-ies dcnnuncetl every a s p ~ c t  
of the capitalistic soriery a r ~ d  ils putative m;itcrialism. T h e y  
railed against the ar~iri111;11 t:mp~iriess of life in ; i n  urban,  
cornn~crcial civiliznribn, ;11id I R I I ~ C I ~ ~ C C I  tllc decline nf ir~tcllect 
and virtue in  a mass socicty. They attacked the prcss as ror- 
rupt ,  the politicel p,trtics ar the ;Igenls of riatinn;iI d i w t ~ s i o n ,  
and the new rulers as inen'ectual ~nediocritics. The  hIedkcr 
their picture of tllc plcsen t, t l ~ u  ~nrrre attlartive s ~ ~ n l e d  the 
past, anil they i1111~1lgetl in r l o s ~ n l g i r  rccollectior~s of the un-  

* " T h e  uncIlrisl~ning o f  Europe iri 0111 time is r ~ o t  quite  corr~plctc; 
nrithcr war hrr  ch1i9tcnir15 in lllc T):ilk Agcs. Rut  roughly speakiog 
wr rriay say that r4-hc1-c;ts all h i s to rk  was for our  arircstors divitferl into 
rive ~w~iods, t he  prc-CIlrislian and the C:hristiar~, and two only, for 
ur il falls into thrcv-thc pre-C:hrisiiar~, thc Clhrislian, and what may  
rcnsonahIy bc tallrrl thr. poht-C.hrisriar1. This surely must lriake a 
momenlous diifcrcr~c.t.. I a117 not hrrc con~itlcririg citIlcr thc christening 
nr thc uncliristenirl~ f r o r ~ ~  a thco1opital point of view. I arn ronsidurir~g 
thrm simpIy as rriltural rhdllges. tV11rr1 I do rhat, it appears to mc 
ihat the srcond change is cvcrl mnrc radical than  the first." C. S. Lewis, 
Dt D c ~ ~ r r j ) t i o u e  I l ' e~r l /~o~-ur~r ,  r ln  i ~ z ~ l n g z i  rol Lcrtlrrp, Cain bridge, Cam- 
bridge University P I C S ~ ,  1!)55, p ,  7. 

corrupted life of eat-Iici- rural co~rlniunities, when men were 
peas;inls 31ld kir~gs true rulcrs. Most of them ~ h o ~ r g h t  that  this 
worIcl had becn dcstroycd by evil hands; cnnscqucritly they 
firmly belicvcd i n  a conspiratorial view of history and society. 
? 'he villniil ~ l s ~ n l l y  W;I.S rhe Jew. ~ * I l o  tnore arid more fre- 
quently rnme tn bc clepiried as the ver) inrar~ia t ion of mo- 
derni t):. A ll of these c h xrges, ho~t-cvcr cxaggera ted and dis- 
torted, h;td some basi:, irl rc;tlity. If there had beet3 n o  specu- 
1;itixe hoot11 arid frai~tlulc~ice iri Cerrriany in the early 1870's 
ancl no F'ariamn S~~i r i t1 ;~ l  in  France, it would h w c  been harder, 
anrt pcrh:~ps irrlpossiblr, to rcrite this particular kind of indict- 
rnc~i t  o l  Jcwry and ~no t l e~n i ty .  T h e c h a r g e s  tvcre linked ta 
reality, ant1 that  T ~ S  tlle preuonditio~i of their success. 

The  chief target of thc coilsorvative revolutionaries, how- 
ever, TZYIS liber:~lism, All tlie ~ ~ 1 s t  and undesirable changes in 
the lives anil fcclir~gs of M'estcrn rrinn they blamed on liberal- 
ism. Thcy sensed that  1ibcr;tlisni ~ v a s  the spiritual a n d  po1itic;il ; 
hnsis of rnodernity and  they sought to eqlxntc liberalism with 
hianchcatcrism, with the disregnrd of man's spiritual aspila- 
tions, wit11 the acreplanre of ecotion~ic selfishness a n d  ex- 
ploitation, with the ~ m b o z r r g e o i s e m r : ~  of life and rnoraIs. The): , 

ignored-or maligned-the irlcel aspiratio~is o l  liberalism, itr ,, 
rlcclirntian to lreerlnm, the lir,spitality to scicncc, thc rational, ' 
humane, tolerant view of man. For what they loosely c;illed 
liberal i s m  r n n s l i t ~ ~ t c d  little lcss than the cuIn1ine tion of tllc 
serulnr, morel tfiirlitiorl oE the West. 

'I'hat libet-alism was much rriorc than a n  ecotiotr~ic or  po- 
litical philosophy has becn recognized for ;i Inng tinlc. In the 
1861)'s ;ilrei~{l~-, Cardinal Nerz~mat~ said of liberalism: "It  is 
scarcely 11ow a party: it is thc ctlucated lay world . . . it is 
nothing else than that  deep, plausible scepticism, rvhicl~ I 
spoke about as being the tlcvcIoprnent of human reason, :IS 

practirelly eserciserl the natrlral man." Nearly a century 
;i Ism rv;1s our  latrr, Idionel Tr i l l ing  said of  Amcrira that liber 1 ' -  

"solc i t~tellectunl tr;irlition." 8 -  l t  wns liberalism in this larger 
sensc tha t  the conservative rrvolutinn fought, 3 r d  by tloing 
so, it ~ n u l l l  most e:~sily rr1;lke  he leap from c ~ ~ l t t r r a l  to po- 
1itic;il criticism. 

T h c  cnnsert-;itivt= ~cvolutionaries \<::ere not  the only, or cvcn 
t h t  dominant,  opponents o l  liberalism. T h e  Catholic Church, 
~ ~ t r t i c u l a r l y  uncler the reign oi Pope Pius IX, some Protestant 
g r o u p ,  conservstirc.s, and socialists were agreed on the inatlc- 
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qllncy of Iiberalisrn.* Ry h e  end of the nineteenth century, the 
libernls thcnlsel\-cs clxinged their political philosophy by gradu- 
ally arlopt irlg a ternalistic program. As a cullsequence, to- 
day ' s  poli~icnl rlictnric i c  full nf cnnfusiori cotlcerning the truc 
nreatlirig clt Iihernl iam. Amidst this confusion, some critics 
persist in  hlatnirlg lil~eralisrn for- cvprything thcy find unde- 
sirable i n  trloclet-riit). 

T h e  ideulogists nt the conscrvatire r c ~ o l u t i o n  supcr impo~ed 
a vision nf naticrnnl rerlcrr~ption upon thpir d i ~ s ; ~ t i ~ f ; ~ c t i ~ r i  ~\,itIl 
libcml nrlture 2nd wiih lllc Ln\,s of ;iutl>oritative h i l h .  T11cy 
posed as the truc ch~mpio t i s  ot n~tionalisrn,  and berated the 
socialisis [or their i t~~crna t ion :~ l i sm,  3nrl tllc 1ibcr;lls fur lllcir 
pncifism nnrl thoir i t~diffcrcntc tr-r natiwnnl greatness. : I t  the 
very least they deinaiirletl grcatrr tlatiollnl authol-iry anrl cn- 
Ilcsic~r~, nrlcl u5u ; l l ly  they rvcrc 1);lr.r isms of inipctinlism or 
n:ition;tl a g g r ~  ndirerrl~nt ;IS \+-(#I 1. Of1 e n  t hcir longing for na- 
t i o n ~ I  lwruisnl lptl t h r r ~ l  to ivnrship vinlc~ire,  which i r i  t i~ r l i  
thr!y justifiecl 1)~.  ; i r ~ u t i ~ c n t s  t1r;in.n from sori;ll llarwinism or 
r;~cism. 

T h t w  n;~tionnlist itlcologis~s ; I ~ I ) C : I ~ P C X  s i n ~ t ~ l t a t ~ ~ n ~ ~ s l y  it1 31- 

n m r  every C(-) r~~ir~cnt ; i l  r n t l I l t r ) ; .  I n  the Iast decades of the 
rerltur !-, i t  hcc;inw n I ) r ) n r  cnt t l in~ the idenlogy of  cull ural 
d t s~x i i r  ;t rl(l rj;i1 io~la l rc<Iel~~j>t it111 c o ~ ~ l d  ~ I ~ O I ~ S C  1 1 1 ~  SII pport nf 
3 htil1 I v s , ~  i ~ r t r l  i(hr11~;11i/~<l gi oup. ant1 COIIILI T ~ L I S  he (-;~rriccl 
inttj ~mlitic,,s. Thr. s i ~ ~ i 1 . 1 1  i ~ i ~ s  l ~ ~ ~ l i - t l c ~ l  tllc t111 cc ~vritels allit- 
l!/c(l i ~ i   his J I O O ~  ; I I I ( I  \ I :~ I I I  1-25 ~ 1 1 t l  Ik~rrks, I>'.Al~r~~lni,io a n ~ 1  
lir~t-iro C:orr;~tlirli, arc i~lcsmy);~l)l(- ;tntl n r c  r.pflrc:trrl nlsn i n  thc 
sirrlult;~rlt~nrls crrlrr,ccbl-rrc of thcir kil~cl of i ~ l c o l r ) ~ ?  irlto the 
polilics of t l ~ r i r  ror~ntries. TIic .1r1io11 Fr;itlr;;lisr ;1ni1 the ;inti- 
nrtl>CusartIc, tIlc C :h l i s t i~ t~  Sr-~ci;lli~ts i t 1  I ' icnna untlcr k';~rl 
1,uegcr. I lie ]x~n-C;c.~ rrl;lns nncl tljc an1 i-Scmitir yl;lrt ics in C(3r- 
-- 

(Jf ~-c~lr .~ , rncc i l l  111 ic t rjnncrtic>tl :11-(. R1:j.: 1l'cl)t.r'~ rt.~nnrl;\. ' .Tit~ 
c l t u r r t ~  h t ~ l n n j i ~  11) f h c  r o ~ j c r . ~ r ~ r i r t .  I(>rcru in F.urr)[~r~ar~ ~ r )unr r i r c :  in-51. 

l I l ?  Kol1rdll Cathcdic I : l l~t i - ( ] l  . . . hut  aT+o tI>c I.i~tIit>r;ir~ C,I?t~rrh n o t h  
of tiit35r < ! I I I ~ < I I ( : ~  & I I { ~ I C ~ I ~  thc  pc:i\arlI. n i ~ h  his  ~ o r l % c ~ \ , + f i v r  I?:IV of 
lire. ag:iit~$t [Lt! ~ I t l r j t i ~ ~ i o ~ ~  r ) f  I I I - ! ~ ~ I I  i : i l ior i~~Ii~L < 1 1 1 ~ ~ 1 r c ,  . . . I t  h ~ p .  
IWIIF 1li111'.111:4!5 ill llit' ~ i ! i l i i ~ t 1  I R I ~ I I I I ~ C S - : I  pcrul iar  a ~ l r l ,  in  ~ n r i r c  
rhan c~rir rc.rl>r.rr, a scrio115 i,lcr-lhar thc rcpreccnr;ttirrs of the hi2hrur 
ititrrcqlr rrl r ~ ~ l l ~ l r t ~  rurtl t l ~ t i r  c\rb.; l ~ d r k ,  a1111. rtirll tjt.c'~i nntiparhv 
s ta~ir l ing oppo\rr! Lo t hc  inc.\ir,~lll{, d e v e l o ~ ~ m c t ~ t  nt r a p i ~ ~ l i s m ,  rt.lusr. 
to rrl-npcrdrc iii rcdrin:: thr. hlruclurc c ~ f  rhc future." Max i+'t.l)rr, 
"C:apitalis~rl a n d  Rura l  . 5 c ~  irry in  C:crmanv," in  I;~,orn X l  (rx Il'f,hcr. 
E . r r n ~ s  irr S o c i o l r ~ g ~ ,  cll. b!- H. H. Gcrth  anrl C. \$'right \fills, Ncrt 
Yurk. Oxf<lrd Llni\rrsity i'rr:ss. I l , l t i ,  pp. 3TibYi2.  

nlany, n~irl t l ~ c  Italjall ~lntiollalists that  erncrgccl in 1003- 
; i l l  oT t l~r. ,c.  ; ~ ~ t c s t c r  l the pot\-cr. mid iiril~ortanrc c h  the ltlenlnfl 
of Kc.~critl~lcr~t. * Pcrhay)a ~ e r t a i ~ i  aspccts of X I I I C ~ ~ C ; ~ ~ ~  ~ ' O P L I ~ ~ S I ~ I  
coultl Ijr ill(-l~irlcrl licrc as wcll. ' l 'hc po1itir;tI org;lniratinn of 
t I ~ i s  01~lx)sitiou t o  libcrn! socicty roinrirlcd rj-it11 tlie I\-e;iken- 
ing i)l Iit,cr;~l ru l t  itsolf. .At thc bcgii~rlirlg of tlie ttvcritiedl cc11- 
tusy, Lut-i)j,~;~ns, ior the first ri~rlc, iountl solace iri nntic~rliilist 
irlenlisrr~, ill tile ~ ? i l ~ I t ; ~ t i ~ i i  01' 11~rois111, mid iri the rag"" social 
;lrltl i i i~pcri ;~l  proniiscs oi' ~ r ~ i i i o r  p r o p l i e t ~ . ~  

LTnder- thc auspicious ronilii ions nf derIining liberalism, 
this political orgnr1i7arion oi resenlmen t erullteil time a n d  
;tg;titl. 11 first arose in the 1 XlO's ,  snrl i~ became powerful again 
i n  ttic I ;~ic  1!)!?0's a n d  early I!)SO's, ~ r n r l e t   he impact of the 
depl-cs.,ior~ and the  cnfechlcmctlt of dcmoc t-;ICY. Nor were we 
purger1 of tjiis ;~fllii ti011 hy 1945. A I I ~ O I I U  I V ~ I D  rcrnerrlbers the 
short-livc~l Pouj;~diat IrlovcrrlcIit, for cxarnpIe, or hlcC;~rllly- 
is~rl, or w!io rcads tlic col t r~n~is  ol oirr Krltior~nl K C I J ~ L ' I L ~ ,  will 
be uiilikcly tu 1,rolIoilncc tlie ~onscrvativc r e ~ o l u t i u n  dcar1.t 

Yet rrlotlrr n ~ r i l i t s  ha le  o f ~ c r l  liulctl to  irt o g r i i ~ r  lh is  m o r c ~ n c n t  and 
it.; \l.r$icrn rliruei15it>il. 11s i r~ i i i a l  appcalnricc i$ sornclimcs cntirely 
rirtglec Ir.tl, as it1 thi:i ir.ccill huritrnary: "TI l r  itlcologic\ 01 t h e  r l i~ lc t zen th  
rcritur) r r c ~ , c  u ~ ~ i v c r $ n l ~ + ~ i c ,  hunlanirlic,  and I ;~s f~ ioncd  by intr l lectu-  
aIs. . . . 3 11c (driving lolccs u i  t he  old iclenlogics wcre social erlualily 
and, in tllc In>-gcst sc>n?r.. Irr.cdoni." 1)nnicl Hrll. I lle k . l ~ d  ( I T  I rIroIog 
i r t  Lhr: 1 F ~ s l .  Orz t h e  I, 'rhni~,tiorr nJ I'olitirrrl lriror in  thc kaflies, 
tilcncoc, I'rc3r P r c r ~ .  1900, p. 313. A sta+nrI:irtl \$orl, r,n r r lo r l c r~~  idcolo- 
gitbs tlirt rwt gct h t ,~ rmr I  rht. 1111~.11iufattr,r! f r~~ t~ l l r l a t i<>r i :  "l(lcolo~ically, 
t he  c o l n l , i ~ l : ~ t i n ~ ~  of t rrr1)rbrat i ~ i i  arltI lrlarti~ i ~ . i t  iolhnli$~r+ cqua l s  fa~cislll." 
k:ugthnc. ( lo loh,  TI!( ,  I . l~ns .  A II th lory  urrd Lr:crlttnlir~n, T c w  York, 
I ln rpc l  k Hi-o~ , ,  1951, 1,. 560.  On f l lc  t r > ~ h l r a ~ y .  lhc  1rrollIcln i s  to  
dissuci.~tc tliic pIlr~ic,lrlcllr~n irr)rr~ the I-otl\cnic.nr lal)cl <I(  i;iciirm ar~ci 
t o  c \ p l ~ ~ r t :  111c ~ ~ ~ ~ t l i o l r ~ g i r ~ a l  n~jt-1 l)olili tal ~oc i t s  oc [!]is Irnnl of tlis- 
r -o r i t~ r i f .  TIit! r ~ a > o l i  w11y I ~ ~ ~ L O I ~ ; I I I <  11ijvc on 11?c ~\.hol? i ~ r l r > r t < I  l h c  
sul l j r r t  o t  lurrlctl to  i t  nnly al'tcr it a iw~nc>rI  t l ~ t .  forr~!  o f  rlntional 
bo ( id l i s~~ j ,  is t11;1t the?- ;jre rr-~irlerl 1 0  dt*aI r%ith i r l c ~ \  a11d c ~ - C l ~ t s ,  nr)t 
r ~ i t l i  a pr>r\-c.r of dis t r )~~n!i l t  a5 t:xprt~s~crl 111 unrca.-c~r~ and farltaky. 
Uut this kirlr! OF s \ r I l t t~ r ra~ lcn l~  arid 11rurr)uc ~ ( I I C L ,  1s l~l t r i~lr i i r l l ly  i111. 
po r t an t ,  arirl sherls l ight  on t l ~ c  111o1c 1~101ni11cnt ;ind hr:alri~itrr clc- 

. - 
'.'I h e y  hat-c Iittlc in comlrlon N-ith rhc, rrJrnllcratc arirl coiuliron~i.;ing 
spir i t  01 t r l l r  rr>l~\pr\:+tikni i t +  ~ l ~ r  1ld5$i~dl  ~ C I I S C  01 t hc  wntrl. arid [hey 
arc f;lr I1-cm1 ~>lca$t , t l  ~ i t h  l h c  d r , t r l ~ r ~ a t ~ t  pr :~r t i ra l  tr~rlsrrr-atis111 of . .  t he  
n>otnc1a1 a$ i t  is rc~lrc.scri~c~d th(: J ~ i ~ c i ~ h o ~ v e r  . \ r i r ~ i i r l i ~ t ~ ~ a t i o ~ ~ ,  ' I  hcir 
pr)lilital ~ c ; i c t i o l ~ s  cxprt:Ys r d t I i ~ r  il pr(~fr~rlr+CL i l  1;llgcIy U ~ C V I I S C ~ O U S  
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Rather we must accept the fact that this kind of rebellion 
--- against modernity lies latent in Western society and thic- its- - - 

cunised, fantastic program. its irrational and ~~npolitical rhe- 
toric, cmborlies aspirat~ons just as genuine, though not as gen- 
erous or tangible, as the aspirations embodied in other and 
more familiar movements of reform. 

Cultural pessimism has a srmng appeal in America today. 
As political conditions appear stable at home or  irremediable 
abroad, American intellectuals have become concerned with 
the cultural problems of our society, and have substituted 
sociological or cultural analyses for political criticism, No 
culture has ever been more solicitous about itself than ours, 
and in this constant pulse-taking of our cultural health many 
ills are discovered and often wrongly diagnosed. In the past 
two decades attacks on our materialism, on the decline of our 
moral stamina, on a11 the putative ilh of our mass society 
have been heard from every side. A prominent clergyman has 
told us that 'aAmericanism without God is synonymous with 
paganism, nazism, fascism, and atheistic communism," and a 
professional educator that "the very atmosphere of the uni- 
versity tends to corrode the average student's traditional moral 
and religious beIiefs." l o  We hear as well the familiar call for 
faith and order in the often strident voices of the Angry 
Young Men.* Rehind the slogans-and the -unreflective critic. 

A- - i s - t h e - r e d - s u m  of men. There is a discontent in the 
Tirestern world that does not stern fmm economic want or 
from the threat of war; rather i t  springs from dissatisfaction 
with life in an urban and industrialired culture-a dissatis- 
faction that the three critiu discuswd in this book felt and 
fostered. 

hatred of our society and its wa- hatred which one wouId hesitate 
to impute to them i f  ane did not have sug~estive clinical evidence." 
Richard Hofstadter, "The Pwudo-Conserlative Revolt: in The 
hrcw American R t ~ h t ,  cd. by Daniel Belt. New York 1955, p, 35. 
The English outriders make the search For authority explicit. hs Colin 
Wilson said: "I believe that our civilization is in decline. and that 
Quuiiders are a symptom of that decline. They are men in reaction 
against scientific materialism: men who awuld ance hove found their 
ori~ntation i n  the Church. . . . The Outsider's sicknes is an instinctive 
craving for discipline. He is too intelligent to wrve a cause that his 
intellect finds contemptible. Consequently, he lnust find a discipline 
that his critical intellect can approve-a moral discipline, a spiritual 

~ 1 ~ h ~ g h ~ t h e c o n r d ~ ~ e ~ o I u t i o n ~ n ~ a s ~  a-European phe- 
nomenon, only in Germany d id  it become a decisive intellec- 
-tlr;d ancl political force. 1 helicse t h - ~ ~ t h i ~ a ~ i ~ ~ l l a r - r e a c t i o n  , 

- - 
I 

to moriemirv was r l c c p l ~ e n ~ l ~ c d ( l e ~ l  in Cerman thoughr and ', , 
;Girtr, ilni14.fllat ?hi\ L L I ~ / O L I I I \  ~ i l t . i ~ l ~ q t i ~ ,  l l l lPnGt ic~ l  t l i s c~n-  , 
I C T I I  conrtiruter the main link between a11 that i s  venerable ' 

aml great in the German past ancl the uiumph of national 
socialism. 

There are three main reasons for the appeal of this form 
of discontent, a11 of them exemplified in the wide influence 
that  Lagarde, Lan~behn ,  and hfoeller van den Bruck had an 
German thought and politics. first, the style and intent of 
their ______  criticicm - were in the line of some of-?he most important 
ciil ir~ral tratl i tbn< ~ ( ~ c r m a n v . ~ S c m n B .  t he i r .~ i r i c i s~ touched  

;Ipnli sumc-of thc clue . eaknessa of German cultore, and by -- 

it< \+cri\imilitii<lr p i n e ; ~  credmrc. T h i r r l , . t ~ ~ ~ _ ~ o l i t i c a l  life of 
Cennany from LFTII to l O I l l  war marked bv the very di~irive- 
nccs thnr these men decricd, and this in turn facilitated the 
intrusion of their sentimenu into politia. The conservative 
revolution in general, and the thoocht of these three mcn in ' 

particular, s u c h e d  the realities of German life more closely 
than thc similar thought of conqervative revolutionaries else- 
where. 

There is another reason for the success a£ the conservative 
revolution. AF we saw, the primary tarRet was modernity as 

discipline. But society lackr the Outrider's penetrating critical iinkllcct. 
In i t <  Pccrct craving for a dircipline. for some thin^ to follow. it rUnS 
after evcrv f ire-eat~n~ polit~cian. evcry heart-thmb wangelisi, W q  

tlictator with a pro~'lmme." According to Stuart HoFroyrl. "The ob- 
staclcc which pwvcitt the avcraEc modcm man fmrn ever attaining To 
the religious attitude are numrrour. Three centuries of humanigt CUP- 
turc havc hequeafhcd uq a burden of ideas and attitaderr which few 
people rver get arnuntl even to questioning. and which-are quite 
incnmpntihlo with the religiouq attitr~rle. l,il~cralism, the d v a  of 
equality, the faith in wientific method, the myth of p r a m s  and the 
idra OF the perfectibility of man, may k cited a3 examples. We all f F W  

up in the rllmatc of thew ideas, and it is dificult hor ru to shake 
ourscIves free ni them. nut we must, somehow, if we are to survive as 
anvthing more than a race of inwnious little animah." Colin fvilson, 
"Ilcvond the Oursirler," in Dpclnmlion, ed, hy Tam Maschler. Lonrlon. 
h l a w i h h n  and Keen 1857, pp. 37 and 42; and Stuart Holroyd, "A  . n- - . . 
Scnsc. of Crisis."' in ibid., p. 188. 
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emhodicd in the rational, Jihernl. and mpitrlhtic society, 
whir11 in it$ political Form was shaped, at  least on the Conti- 
nent ,  by the French Revolution. So far as the  German critics 
opposer! this society, they could more carit? appeal to a p o r e r -  
1111 strain in German nariona1i.m. T h c  ~ e n c n t i o n  of l r n d r  
and Piclitc liar1 . alrcatly denounced liberal ideas and political 
inqtitiilion5 ar alien, "ttn-German," and T\Zctern. Tile kcr -  --- 
r n n r i l r  critics cnl~lt! mnrc rentlily dirrniss thc idraq of 17RS as 
alien frar~rls than could Rani,$. wr, or  hbrrrrar. Finally, liher- 
alicm a ntl the parliomentarv trarlitinn had ncJJer been aq 

stronq i n  Germany as En the Ifrestern countries, and were thme- 
fore caqicr to ntmrk. h Germany, where lihcrrliim had had 
so arcommorlatinp .r character and so i~nroccerslul n political 
crrcer, i t  was ensy first to make i t  de~picahle and then to 
cleqpise it.11 

f a p r d e ,  L a n ~ b e h n ,  and Moeller van den Rruck were ideal- 
irrs, and 31 such ~ h c y  appealed to the educated d a s s a  of Cer: 
many, ~vhnce y c ~ r n i n g  to Iwjrledistic pretEisposec1 them to this 
kin[! of appeal. The  term <iiIrali\t" i% rlmbiqunur in English: 
i t  is still more clurive in ( .rrt~i;~n. where i t  connot?? as ~vell  
the major philosophical traclition of rnorlern Grmnnv.  Rut 
the iclr;lli.rn I hnvc in mincl w a ~  no lnnqer n formal phil* 
50phirrl s?qtcm. Rather i t  waq ~ t j t s t l e  toward life, a set 
o>c_nrirncntr m(17valucr, thr t  the educated clasces inheritrtl 

Torn mmmon irrfcllcrf1~a1 rrarlitions and that W C ~ C  patlually - 
~ l ; ~ I ~ ~ d  to their position i n  m c i ~ t \ f .  Intrllectenllv thic idea1i.m 
tv;15 (10 irul l ~ n m  the Errst tvorls of thc idealist period, from 
G n r ~ l ~ e , K a n ~ d - S c h i l l e r :  it war taught a t  thr hiqhcr tchonl. 
nncl r t ~ l t ~ r a i r d  i n  tllc i~omrc. Tile re.irlue of the carlicr phi- 
Inrophy ran  be found in ihe rhrtorir of the iatrr  period, in 
the con t~n~c~ll?ye~li~e.c~ionIor~bstract and metaphvriwl terns, 
in tllc implicit i~eliei  t h a t  the spirit or the idea 1 i - 3 ~  the ulti:+ - - 
rn;irl-> t-xlwmsion of reality. T h i ~  irlcnlism in~,nlved also tlie 
rrrollrrirrln of eariicr moral imperative? and errhetic iclealr; 
the D r a t  clacrici~t Lurlarig Clrrti~rr tvrote of the icleal of err- 
man h s m m k m :  "This 'pure humanity' ~ v a .  not a pale ab<trrct 
theorv, hut a moral commmd, d i r c r t d  a t  each individual, 

br the rrron.trurtion of hir personal life." Thi. command, 
the ecscnce of what the C-nmmr often callccl-indiriclu- 
c0t11tI hext he follorred by the purstlit of ml~are ,  111 lirrrary 
ant1 esthetic ctlucntion. T 2 ~ i d e a l i c m  pi-thclater nineteenth 
century em bodied an cxccptional veneration for learning, for . -  - 

1 n 
elit 
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the caltivationpl-the 5ell. At its best, chi5 reneration inspired 
tile r led icxted encrpy oi Germany's schohrs; ar its irorst, it - 

eneratetl into a kind or cultttre Philistini~m, arlding a 
;crful rationali7atinn to thc all-c;~(ly forrni(l;tl>Ie harricr be- 
cn the educated an{[ thc unerluca ted classcs.13 
'his ideali~rn, u-ith its cmphasis on culture and the cultiva- 
I 01 Innrrlichkrit,  (lid not encouraEe political participation 
even political concern. Neither did the semiauthoritarian 
itical order whish Bismarck had installccl in 1871. Rebuffed 
actuality and turner? inwnrtl by their beliefc, the Gcrman 
c tentlctl LO become estranged from reality and distlait~ful 
it. I t  lost thc power to cleal with practical matters in prac  
rl term+; - . e d ~ i d ~ ~ b & s p u t ~ ~ i t :  *'SpcciGrally ,-Ger: ' 
n alsn . . . r w r  thc trbnricnc y-tn ~ l c v . ~ t e  somctlrirlg primarily 
E L ~ I ~ . I I  into :i 1in1vcr5,il ~ .~o~ l t l -v i e \ \*  tllcory." ': 
r<isrn:irck 1i;rrl ~~e: i t r . t l  statte that hiit1 no constitutional , J d  

hcury; in j~~stification, he thought, u7as that it worked. Power 
hinly di~guisecl on rhc one h n r l ,  and spirit emptied of nll 
~nc t i ca l i t y  on the other-these sttrelg were two aspects af . . 
mperial Germmy. The  link bet~vren the rwo realm% was the , 

ralimtion of power; > l i w i d d l c  clas.ec,.in Max Weber's 
,rase, "ethicizcd" Risrr~.~rck'? ;~chievcmcnt of pom+er. T h i s  
,o cncouragccl ;I crsl;~iai itlol:~try of ideali4m in politics. 
actical idcas ;md programs were discaunted in Favor of c m -  
ctc tli\intcrcstcrlnc<r atld the right kind of I-lattung or char- 
ier: J<y the r;lmc token, L a ~ a n l e ,  Langbehn, and hfoeller 
n den Rruck, nutsidcr? all, appealed ar idealirts, whether 
eir idens had a shrctl ot practicality or not. 
Finally, there men 3ppc;lled tn large segments af Gennan 
tiers becnuw rheg welt idc;llirric and religious. For the 
rntcrtant acarlcmic ~ lasw~~had . fus t t l  Cl~ristianity and German 
lcnfism so as tn forqc: . I  h.lrltr,l rrli$Gp which hid henrath 
ious allusions to 6 0 e t 6 r . ,  5t IiiIlcr, ;irrtI  he Bible a most thor- 

"ughgoing secularimtion. The-religious lone-remained, even 
after the religious faith ant1 the rcliqious canons had disap- 
peared. Hence these thrcc rncn, as well as the conserv~tivc rev- 

* .ir one euarnplc, considcr Themlor Ercl~cnhurg'~ description OF Ernst 
Rasqermann, the lcallcr of the National Liberalt d u r i n ~  m o ~ t  of the 
TVilhclm~ne pcriorl: "llir political virws were not the product of l o n ~  
rellection~, 1x1 t rorrfipontlcrl tn h is  I , p h ~ n r ~ p f i i  hl  and his sengihili tic% 
to hi$ reverent character and to the tradition in which he was rai3erl." 
Themlor Eschmhurg, Dnr k'ais~rreich nm ScheicIenteg. nnssarmnnn, 
BtrIortb und der h'locit, Bcrlin, Yerlag f ~ i r  Kultl~rpolitik, 19?q, p. 25- 
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lutinnaries generally, appealed to the religious sentimentality 
of somc, to the genuinc desire for religion of others. 

This K~rlt~crrrl igion embraced nationalirm as; ~vcll. lor j t i n -  
sistccI on  [he identity oC Gcrman ;tlc;ili\rn ;1rr2 t~ntionalisn~ 
Tlie erwnrt. of the Gern~nn nation rv;ls cuprcsscd in its spirit, 
reveaIcd by its artists and thinkers, srrd at times still rellcczetl 
in the life ol thc simple, rrnspoilcr! folk. I n  impcrial Gcrmnny, 
this type of c u l t u r ~ l  nationalism pew, unti l  i t  Inutitl its fullest 
expression i n  the First H70rId 1V;lr, \\.hen Gcrman intellcctl~als 
insisted tha t  thcg' were culturally inzlcpet~rlcnt of thr \\'rrt 
ant1 that the German empire as then constituted ftrlly em- 
bntlicd the supreme cultar;~l vnlucs ni the Gorrn:ru pcoplc. 

Given this typc of irlcnlism, it is no wontlcr that thc German 
intellectual clasws wcrc particularly rerpomir e to the plcnrl- 
i n p  of Lagartie, Lsnghehn, ant1 Xluellcr van clen Bruck. Their 
sentiments proved to have been sharctl by many people. I t  is 
often forplotten [Flat after 1871 many thollghtful Germans 
were gripped by a moor1 of mingled pride and disenchant- 
ment: pride in the pmc'cr ant1 the unity of the Reich, dis- 
enchantment with the cultllrc oE the empire, with the  
fact that l~cneath the crust of prosperorls politic5 the old Ges- 
many was tlirintcgrating, puilctl apart by rnotlernity-by libet- 
aIism, secularism, and  it1tlit5triali~11. Common were the lamen- 
tationr about  thc tlcclinc of t l ~ c  Gcrman spirit, the dcfeat of 
idealism Ry the forccs of rca l im in poiiticr a n d  of matcri a 1' iqm 

i n  busincsr. J I a n r  ~ r o ~ r i ( I  l n r e  aprcetl tvith Sictr5chc's epi- 
gram o f  1888: " ' G c r ~ n : ~ r ~  spirit': lor thc pnqt eightccn years 
;I cnntraclic~ ion in t c~ . ln~ ."  -J'llc ctlucnretl C;rrtn;tn-the aca- 
demic, the burcnucrat, thc prolcs\ional man-had for genera- 
tions occupier! n pl;~cc of (liqrinrtion jurt I ~ c l o r ~  the sri~rncmt, 
ant1 he lens now p ~ ~ ~ l l c t l  tliitr~rl>cd I,\r the rirc of n socicty 
that accort[ctl ct111nl nr strpcrinr tlistfnrtion tn mcn oC cr;fsscr 
aims ant1 morals. Diqrn;~? rvas often heard; i t  appenred 
clenrIy i n  hfomrnsen's ncatlcmic athlrcssc?, in ~vIlich time and I 

aqnin he tlcalt with 

the spiritual rrcrrlnprnrnt nf otrr pmlJlr t1111l(,r tile r;~dinnrc of good 
fortr~nr. -45 thr ~ o l d i ~ r  call niorc c;1~11y ~j.itF~rr>r~ct tlw (Int~qrrc nnrl 
deprivations of trar tllnn t l~c illrn.;ic:tri(ln nT rirlnrv, sn wc nrc lirinq 
1)cCorc ant1 sniirlrt ;1 ymnttlnrnkl\ rcgrrlrr.rtinn O F  olrl rnnral n m i c -  
tions a n d  n rpntltnlicour ~cr~t.mtintr of nrw nfllirrionq rvllirlr qprcnrl 
Ifke a n  cpidcrnic and rl.l~icl\ tl~rcntctl tllc fottnr1:ttinn.i of o t~r  snc~cty." 

INTRODUCTION 

Tear of this .- "moral decay," as Mornmsm called it, was deep 
reatrrl, ant! L1~n;r7F~TThebehn, and  Moeller van den  Rruck 
not only thuntlercd agaimt this decay, but offered remedies 
which  ~enerat ions  of vn  political, idea l i ~ t i c  Germans re~ar t led 
a s  noble and practical. 

As ~ . c  look back on imprriaI Germany, we cnn hartfly won- 
cler that the imnaenw cultural upheaval cauted such concern. 
Ttrhat iq surprising, and explicable only if we remember the 
idealistic insulation of the educated citizens, is that often c:  fi . T  ' ' 
t ~ s ~ ~ g k - c l ~ s n g e - f o r - c F e ~ l i n e _ , ~ n c l ,  comistenr with m r  
.conaprion of hirtury, ntrrihutcrl the ( m e  to a moral failing. 

- ' ' 

Certainly Gerrnnn vic~vs on c11lt11rc rvcte rlo more rc;tlistic t han  
their vicws on politics. S e l f - k n o ~ ~ l e r l ~ e  is no more common 
among nationr than amone; men; still, few societies in the 
modern world were so remote from reality as the Germans in 
the years of the empire. -- , ,- 

The-real contlitions were bad enough and justified some I * ~  

nf'tllc fclrs. Tl'ith-a-sudrlennc5r that has hat1 no parallel, the- 
r 

intlustriaL revoIutiot~ cl~;~ngctl the face and character of Gcr- 
m;jrl society. -Thr story nf that ts:rnsfnrmntinn i\ firmiliar 
enough; in the  popular mind, the classical horrors of the 
industrial revolution are properly srsociatcd with En~Iantl ,  
not with Germany. The  patent miseries nl late cightcenth- 
century industrialization did not appear in Germany. The  real 
cost, the pqychic cort, has bcen i~norerl .  Yct [Ire hi5tory of 
Germany rrom 1871 to 19.15 rccnrtfq nnt onlv the moqt extrrme 
economic antagonirm~ of nn inrlurtrial society, but the violent 
rerentmcnt a ~ a i n r t  tile R C T I ~  incl~~strialism, which in different 
quiseq erupted time a n d  again i n  German life. 

To a people sentimental about nature and their ancient 
tll_\t-ns; the surldcn risc of monstrous!! big ant! u ~ 1 y  citics war 
tlistrcssing. Nor ditl Germany do thinffs hy halves; by 1910, ilt 
11;ltl rtlrnost as many large cities as the entire rest of the 
Continent. In  thnse cities a different way of life pptevailetl. 

' ~ h c  quiet tone anrf orrfercrl life of prcintFoqtria1 society were 
' . r ep lac~d  by a strident tone and by continual c h a n ~ e -  T h c  

prcrcures OF commercialirm were hesvy inrlccd, and there was 
wrnc truth to the chargc:cs; that thc art? and education were in 
tlcrlinc. T h c  Prntc~tant  Church waf loqing in power ant1 
xitality. And in rhis changingCermang, - .- ~ h e r e ~ r o s e ~ t h e ~ n e w l y  
c r n a n c i p a t c r ~ c y s ,  thcmsr1vc.s torn hetwecn their old irlentity - - - -  - -  
ant1 the ptomirc of a new assimilation, yho by mi.v&c.an: 
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siderable influenceover the cuItural life of the nation could ----- - - 
1,c hell! responsible for some of its shortcomings. Many a Ger- - -  - 
Inan I l n n c ~ ~ l ?  Crlt that t h i ~  new vocicty u.35 f u n d > r n e n ~ a l l ~  un- 
German, that the true character of German life had been 
r.iolatell. 

Rcynntl the fear of cult l~ral  clcrlinc Inv 9 still vaguer sense 
of malaise concerning Germany's political future. Here too 
the intFustrin1 rrvnllltion hnd v\,mr~!gIlt immcnsc change$. Bis- 
marck hacl uni6crl the Gcrman qtatcr, but the inrlustrial revod. 
lution-wrecckvr! nnriv the unity nf thc Gcrman pcoplc. Tile 
emrrgcrlce 0 1  inc!il<trii1Ti7atin~ ttn<!cr the alrracFy represriv 
ant1 ;rnachronistic regime of  Biirnnrrk dccpenrd olrl ant1 crr 
ated n q l ~ l a r ~  nntn~nnismq. Tn no other state cIftF fcurIaI an(  
pro1er:trian W F T 7 o n f i ~ m t  mrh othcr ro rlir~ctly, for in no 
nther inrilrvtsinl country rlitl the bourgeoisie play so insiEiifi- 
cant a pnlit ic;~! role. T h c  synptnm7 of there nclr divisions r\+cre 
:learly rnanilrst, ;IS wnr l7imarck's alarrninq t~re of state potrer 
to war against Catholic5 and snciaIi5ts. Rur Ferv Germans un- 
rlentood the raurc5 of t f~cse nerv antn~oni~m.,  and justifiable 
conrern was often discipstetl i n  the  rhetoric of reqcnrmcnt. If 
there \*.as pnlitir:lI conflict, QI~e-nisrn~c&"_"_~ystcrn failctl 
tn work, :hen-thc -fault must Iic ~ v i t l l  I ~ I C  1 1 0 1 ~  politir;~l mn- - -- 
C ~ I ~ I ~ ~ F - ) ,  1 v i 1 ~ 1  p:~sii:?rncntq, rrbirh poliricnl partic\, ~ \ * i t l ~  thc 
wholu ystern of frltipicnt rlcrnocracy. 7'1it,s(a rllnr~r~--r\,l~ich 
L:~~:irtlc mnrFr w i t h  qrcnt pnc.;inn ant! ~ucresc-hair a certain 
verisimilit~zdc to rhvm hccn~rw Ricm:trrk h a d  invertctl pnrlia- 
mentary bodirs rvi ti* l i t [  Ir p n w r  or re~poncil>ilitv ;~nrl hence 
t h ~ y  secmccl to hc ~ I T P J C S ~  appcntlaqcq to an nthcrrvi~e cficirnt 
Envernrncnt. Partier wcrc held in low esteem, and the ahsenre 
of a trttc confcrvntivc party, that i s ,  of a p a r t y  that was morr 
than a nnsrnw interrqt grnup, was s Ereat locs to the political 
ctlrrration of Germans. The porrcr of rrrlusion war grcat, cvi- 
rlencrd mnst clearly by the common Innging for a G ~ C F ~ T ,  for 
an l~ltirnatc autharitv that r v o l ~ l t l  ~ o m r h o ~ c  rcrnnril(, ant1 trnn- 
sccr~tl a l l  tliviqinns irltl rcnli~c the onc common gn;~I 
or all upper-class , a g-reat national future. In im- 
perial Gcrmnny, ir tlerI ant1 sentiment diquiqed, and 
it  r~quiretl  thc pcnc t ra t in~  mind of hlax 'IYcber to scr t h r o u ~ h  
the  sham ant1 to discern the true condition of Germany. As 
early as 1895, in his i n a q u r a l  adclre~r, he nnted that "to have 
a declining economic claw hord poIitical authority in its hands 
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dangerous and in the long run incompatible with the na- 
~nal  interest." But the bourgeoisie, Weber addecl, was politi- 
Ily too immature to rule, too prone to yearn fnr a new 

car, too willing to substitute 'ethical' for political ideals. 
(lid tile prolet:~riat possess the statesmanlike qualities that 

11cE allow i t  to rule.10 Others could not see IYeber's vision 
ot political truth, bu t  were oppreaserl by vague and formless 
premonitions of disaster. . - + , - ' 

Cultural discontent, Caesarism, and nationalist hopt 
r h ~  dominant sentiments of many Germans before thc 

rld War. These feelings found expression in the great 
ltation of August, 1914, when at last the cultural boredom 
.he nation was lifted, when politics were suspended, when 
nation in danger would soon become the nation trium- 

mt. The exaltation waned, but in its first flush, German 
:llectuals, most notably Thomas Mann, summed u p  the 
ole idealistic, unpolitical tradition of German life by juxta- 
,ing two tykes of --+ freedom-the .- Germanic freedom of the 
ler man and x e  exteinal Breedor Jestern" liberal 
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Tor large segments of the educated classes, ~he+JVeirn=Re, 
blic was discredited in advance, florally bankrupt before 
was established. Eer four years the Germans had battled - 
: \Vest, and many ol them elevated that struggle, t w ,  m t o  T y  '"+' ' 
: metaphysical realm, believirlg that the Germanic and the . . . ,  I ?  

estesn characters were antithetical. When the republic did , % ,  . . 
me. i t  was almost a parody of their fears. This was the I .  
/.a. I 

leral.state, as they had-dreaded it--divided, defenselcr5,-and - A -  -- --- _- 
r~aterl. the victim ol selfish-interests at home snrl ahroad. , 

for the culture ot Il'eirnar, coultI a more tlirsonant triumph 
O F  modernity be imagined? PoweriuI as cultural despair, Cae- 
sarism, ancl nationalist hope had already been in the prewar 
co,.sciousness, the very weakne~s a£ Weimar inflamed these 
feeling and madc them stronger still. 

I t  nvar in Il'eirnar that the conservative revolution reached 
the height nf its power. Moeller van den Rruck's Dm Dritre 
Reich, a final summary of the resentments and aspirations of 
the would-be conservatives, had a great appeal to many edu- 
cated Germans. The  pleas of Thomas Mann and a few others 
for the restoration of political reason and their warnings 
against the "sentimental brutality" that pervaded the German 
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right were of no avail.' Decades of political delusion had done 
tlreir work, and many a conservative German shudderingly 
admircil the terroristic idealism of Hitler's mnvement. T h e  
National Socialists gathered together the millions of malcon- 
tents, of whose existence the conservative rcvolu tionaries had 
for so I ~ n g  spoken, and for whose relief they had designed 
such dangerous and elusive ideals. 

In the declining ycars of the Weimar Republic. Thomas Mann ridi- 
culed the prctcnsionr and lthc political implications of the conservative 
revolution. He often chme academic audienm to clarify his: position 
and to dissociate himself farmally from a pn~ition which at one time 
bad k e n  hi% own. "Obscuranti~m-in politics we call i t  reaction-is 
brutality; it is sentimentat brutality insofar as it tries to bide i ts brutal 
and irrational charncter 'trntlcr the imprcrsivc mask' of Germanic 
temperament and loyalty." Thomas Mann, "Von Deotscher Republik." 
Bcmfih un~en,  &rl in 1925, p. 1 5 1 .  

I : Paul d e  Lagarde 

and 3 Germanic Religion 


