sumed within biology. Wilson grew up
as a devout Southern Baptist; in his adult
years, however, he has “put away child-
ish things” and found in his consilient
worldview adequate solace and sense of
purpose. He is not an atheist: “On reli-
gion | lean toward deism but consider its
proof largely a problem in astrophysics™!
Nevertheless, God —whatever He may
be—has nothing to do with our life on
earth.

Mr. Wilson fails once more to slay the
transcendentalist dragon. In a well-writ-
ten dialogue between a Transcendental-
ist and an Empiricist, he has the former

say:

Where do the laws of nature come
from if not a power higher than the
laws themselves? . . . Put another
way, why is there something rather
than nothing? The ultimate
meaning of existence lies . . . out-
side the province of science.

Here, for once, is excellent philoso-
phy; unfortunately, Mr. Wilson passes by
this argument entirely when the Empiri-
cist speaks. The imperatives of con-
silience and reductionism will not be de-
nied.

When Wilson sticks to science, his
work is valuable and illuminating. He
quickly demolishes a key tenet of Freudi-

an psychology, using the “Westermarck
effect,” and he has wise things to say
about the excesses of Franz Boas and his
school of anthropology. If only he had
left philosophy alone!

David Gordon is a senior fellow of the
Ludwig von Mises Institute and the
editor of the Mises Review.
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he status of the American Negro
is that of an oppressed national
minority, and only a Soviet system can
solve the question of such minorities,”
William Z. Foster, long-time chairman
of the Communist Party, U.S.A., wrote
in his 1932 book, Toward Soviet America.

“Who are we?” is a question that has

answer that question and the country’s

inventions of an alien civilization—are
explored in this timely book. Russia’s

haunted Russians for centuries. The crisis
of identity that underlies Russia’s efforts to
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response to the universal challenge posed
by modernization’s erosion of community

bond of human association—the kinship
tie—as Allensworth here defines
nationalism. The author draws on rare
Russian sources to explore the various
ways nationalists have responded to
modernization and to chart a likely course
for Russia’s future development. From
National Bolshevism to Christian
nationalism, from Zhirinovskiy to
Solzhenitsyn, this study ties the ideas and
ideologies of nationalism to the question
that produced them and cements their
connection to the crisis of modernity.
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Accordingly, the right of self-deter-
mination will apply to Negroes in
the American Soviet system. In
the so-catled Black Belt of the
South, where the Negroes are in
the majority, they will have the
fullest right to govern themselves
and also such white minorities as
may live in this section.

Thus, by sheer sleight of hand, an ethnic
majority would be transformed into a mi-
nority on its own home territory.
Thankfully, Foster and company nev-
er got the opportunity to enact their pro-
gram for rectifying what they believed to
be America’s irredeemably racist past.
But suppose they had? Following the
model actually put into effect by the So-
viet Union on the territory of the former
Russian empire, it 1s not hard to see how
this principle would have worked out in
practice: an African-American republic
in the Deep South, a Spanish-speaking
republic in most of the Mexican Ces-
sion, large territories in the West as-
signied to various Indian nations (“Na-
vajo Autonomous Republic”), small
francophone enclaves in Louisiana and
northern Vermont and Maine, and so
forth —all under the tight control of an
avowedly non-national, even anti-nation-
al, regime determined to efface any
memory of the former American nation.
A truncated “American” (i.e., white, En-
glish-speaking) republic would occupy
most of the Midwest, Upper South, and
Northeast, itself riddled with autono-
mous regions for Indians and real or
imagined ethnic minorities, like Penn-
sylvania Germans, Chicago Poles, and
Cape Cod Portuguese. Even within the
borders of this rump America, the residu-
al non-minority American identity, still
suspect as the former oppressing power,
would be subject to unblinking scrutiny
for any signs of reawakening chauvinism.
And now, suppose that—ater the bet-
ter part of a century —the whole system
were to collapse, and all the arbitrarily
drawn lines to become the borders of in-
ternationally recognized states. The re-
sulting “America” —that is, the territory
that had not been assigned to one or an-
other of the formerly oppressed minori-
ties—finds itself the mutilated remnant
of its former, pre-Foster domain, while
millions of non-minority Americans, lit-
erally overnight, find themselves “for-
eigners” under the not-too-tender rule of
African-American, Hispanic, etc., gov-
ernments, which consider their very



presence an offense to their “national”
dignity. Is there any doubt that, among
non-minority Americans, there would be
a nationalist reaction, not only over the
treatment of dispossessed “Americans” in
the minority-ruled statelets but against
the dismemberment itself?

This, roughly, is the position that Rus-
sia and the Russians now find themselves
in, with the dismantling of the Soviet
Union. To be sure, as Wayne Allens-
worth insightfully describes the spec-
trum of Russian national opinion, there
has been a reaction against the vivisec-
tion of Russia’s national territory that oc-
curred in 1991, by which the Soviet
regime was finally laid to rest. Yet what is
surprising is not that this reaction has oc-
curred but that, given the increasing mis-
ery into which most Russians have been
plunged in the post-Soviet era, it has not
been a more forcetul one. Astock theme
of some of the more extreme (and nu-
merically insignificant) nationalist ele-
ments, such as Aleksandr Barkashov’s
proto-Nazi movement, Russian National
Unity, is the international anti-Russian
conspiracy, in which

the United States works in concert
with the International Monetary
Fund (IMF), the UN., NATO,
and an internationalist-oriented
elite in the mass media to under-
mine Russian sovereignty, military
security, and cultural identity.

Given, however, the role of U.S. “ex-
perts” in turning Russia’s post-Soviet pri-
vatization into the biggest looting of a
nation’s resources in world history (esti-
mated by some authorities at upward of
$400 billion), coupled with a U.S. policy
(begun under Bush but compounded
under Clinton) that is cynically con-
temptuous of Russia’s legitimate interests
in the Caucasus, the Balkans, and the
“near abroad” (that is, the newly inde-
pendent states, first delineated as admin-
istrative subdivisions within the U.S.S.R.
by Lenin and Stalin, the borders of
which the United States now considers
sacred), and the threat posed by an un-
necessary and gratuitous expansion of
NATO, the mystery is not why some
Russians go in for conspiracy theories
but why most have not—vet. (Back in
the days of communism, the United
States meekly acquiesced in the “Brezh-
nev Doctrine,” under which the Soviet
Union had the right to ensure that so-
cialist states would remain eternally so-

cialist. But today, not only is post-com-
munist Russia not entitled to a Monroe
Doctrine in its own neighborhood, it is
regarded as aggression per se if Moscow
objects to the establishinent of an Amer-
ican sphere of influence in areas vital to
Russia, but of negligible importance to
America.)

Allensworth, a Russia analyst at the
U.S. government’s Foreign Broadcast In-
formation Service, is superbly equipped
to explain the complexities and nuances
of the kaleidoscopic variations of Russian
nationalist opinion. Allowing, perhaps,
the wish to become father to the thought,
Allensworth confronts the dominant
anti-nationalism of American policy—
anti-nationalist in its hostility not only to
Russian nationalism but to American na-
tionalism and to every other manifesta-
tion, in any country, of a patriotic con-
sciousness not completely subordinate to
globalist ideology —with the fact (or at
least the hope) that Russia is down but
not yet out. “Russia is at a crossroads. A
choice must be made, not between na-
tionalism and internationalism but be-
tween Russian nationalisms.” From
among the contenders to succeed the
terminally decrepit Boris Yeltsin and his
hopelessly corrupt U.S.-supported re-
gime, he clearly prefers retired general
Aleksandr Lebed, now governor of
Siberia’s Krasnoyarsk region and a lead-
ing advocate of what Allensworth calls
“reform nationalism.” As the most con-
structive variant of nationalist opinion,
reform nationalism, Allensworth sug-
gests, not only can restore Russia to the
status of a respectable great power in a
very dangerous neighborhood; it has the
moral authority to pull the country out of
the domestic morass into which it has
sunk. Echoing Aleksandr Solzhenitsyn,
the acknowledged godfather of Ortho-
dox Christian patriotism in Russia,
Lebed believes that a healthy Russia
must be reestablished on authentic na-
tional traditions—notably, the mutual
reinforcement of the army and the
Church. (While Solzhenitsyn is, of
course, a professed Orthodox Christian,
Lebed, so far as this reviewer knows, has
never declared his religious faith. He has
criticized former Soviet apparatchiki
who have opportunistically rushed to de-
clare themselves believers in the post-
communist era; on the other hand,
Lebed was the only presidential con-
tender to attend the recent interment of
the royal martyrs, Nicholas [ and his
family, at the Peter and Paul Fortress in

St. Petersburg.) As Lebed puts it in his
autobiography:

So let us remember what Russia
stands on, and return the Church,
which was separated from the state,
to its bosom and create a powerful
spiritual state institution. And seri-
ously, thoughtfully, as we can be
when we want to be, let us reform
the army and bring it back to its
former might and grandeur. The
Church strengthens the army; the
army defends the Church. And on
this restored spiritual axis—the two
forces of our great power —we can
begin to feel like Russians again.

To feel like Russians again. It is hard to
read Allensworth’s book without mental-
ly comparing, more than once, the paral-
lels between nationalism in Russia and
the quandary of American national iden-
tity. When will we be permitted to feel
like Americans again? While Foster’s
Sovietstyle plan for American denation-
alization never made it past the drawing
board, other programs, structurally dif-
ferent but kindred in spirit—multicul-
turalism in education, multilingualism,
affirmative action, dual citizenship, un-
controlled immigration —have confused
and demoralized Americans’ national
consciousness. In the final analysis, de-
spite the genocidal ministrations of the
Soviet regime and the dashed hopes of
de-communization, Russians still know
they are Russians. Yet how many Ameri-
cans, by comparison, can describe with
any degree of coherence who we are as a
people? Indeed, apart from the univer-
salist cant about “one nation, many peo-
ples” that has become de rigueur in pub-
lic discourse today, is it even permissible
to speak of an American “nationality” at
all?

The question is hardly an idle one. Al-
lensworth aptly closes his book with a
chapter on “The Global Regime and the
Nationalist Reaction™

The conclusive stage of the eco-
nomic, political, and social ratio-
nalization that began in early mod-
ern Europe is its globalization.
The fear that all nationalists ex-
press of the developing hegemonic
global monoculture is inextricably
tied to their intuitive grasp of the
fundamental meaning of mod-
ernism’s final drive toward domi-
nance: The real question facing
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both the Russians and other na-
tions is the question of survival.

The fact that Russians are addressing
that question —sometimes, admittedly,
in reprehensible (the Nazism of Bark-
ashov), unattractive (the “national bol-
shevism” of communist leader Gennadi
Zyuganov), and bizarre (the ranting of
“liberal democrat” Vladimir Zhirinov-
sky) ways—Is itself unacceptable to the
global managerial elite that dominates
their country and ours: hence Russian
nationalism’s bogeyman status among
the “democratic” intelligentsia of Ameri-
ca and Russia alike. [f Allensworth is
right in believing that a nationalist of
some sort will come to power after
Yeltsin, we can expect a full-blown
“Who Lost Russia?” hysteria from the
globalist apparatus in Washington, and
maybe even a new Cold War. But a sur-
vey of the current American political
scene, alas, offers little hope that the
globalists may soon be crying in their
Perrier, “Who Lost America?”

James George Jatras is a policy analyst at
the United States Senate. The views ex-
pressed are his own and do not represent
any Senate member or office.
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f dispassion is the tone best suited for

writing about contentious ethnic and
demographic issues, this lucid survey of
the numbers question across much of
the Northern Hemisphere deserves every
plaudit. With palpable restraint and
sometimes maddening equivocation, de-
mographer Michael Teitelbaum and
historian Jay Winter survey the inter-
twined issues of birth rates, immigration,
and other factors contributing to demo-
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graphic instability in nine countries,
where the resulting conflicts range from
the relatively muted (in France, Fn-
gland, Germany, and the United States)
through the more nettlesome (Canada,
Russia, and the former Soviet Union)
to the downright horrific (the former
Yugoslavia). The authors are plainly
aware that expressions of uneasiness
concerning these issues may either be
demagogic or inspire accusations of
demagogy, and that in establishment cir-
cles throughout the contemporary West
it is considered bad form to worry pub-
licly about the demographic decline of
one’s own group. For this reason, they
write as the most cautious professors: to
inform, not to alarm. While they occa-
sionally point to the deeper and more
contentious questions raised by their
subject, they nearly always step back
from the brink, refusing to venture an-
swers of their own. Nevertheless, their
work does convey that something very
significant is going on throughout the
Western industrialized world. As Teitel-
baum and Winter claim, “every coun-
try’s public life is vitally affected by de-
mographic issues,” and the Western
developed countries, having surmount-
ed (often painfully) the traumas of indus-
trialization, nonetheless face “an uncer-
tain future” as their internal ethnic
balances undergo dramatic shifts.

Nearly all Western countries have low
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birth rates, often combined with high
and rising levels of immigration. The
authors begin with Germany, where fer-
tility rates dipped below replacement lev-
el (an average of 2.1 births per woman)
in 1970 and kept dropping through the
mid-1980’s. The idea of German citi-
zenship—forged in the 19th-century
unification battles—is based on a com-
munity of common descent. Thus, guest
workers from Turkey and elsewhere who
migrated to West Germany in the 1950’
were never considered German, nor
were their children. In the 1980’s, asy-
lum seekers from all over the Eastern
Hemisphere began to enter the country.
These migrations would surely have
seemed less significant were the Ger-
mans themselves not shrinking in num-
ber. When hoodlums engaged in spo-
radic violent attacks against the migrants
in the early 1990’, they found a consid-
erable cushion of popular support. As
one German banker notes, “Of course
we need foreigners, but how many? Our
elites have not been able to come up
with good explanations for the fears peo-
ple have about Germany’s future.” At
present, the political establishment
seems to have coalesced around a sensi-
ble middle ground: expanding the eligi-
bility for German citizenship to include
the long-resident Turks and others, while
reducing the flow of new immigrants.
But as long as ethnic Germans do not

THE DYING OF THE LIGHT

A NOVEL BY MADISON JONES

“NASHVILLE 1864 elongs in the charmed circle
of Crvil War novels that have accurately called
up that savage era.”

« Winner of the MicHAEL SHAARA AwARD For Crvir War FicTion

+ Winner of the T.S. ELior AwARD FOrR CREATIVE WRITING

— George Garrett

SPECIAL 10% DISCOUNT TO CHRONICLES SUBSCRIBERS
Normal retail price is $17.95. Send check for $16.15 plus $3 shipping
to: J.S. Sanders & Company, PO Box 50331, Nashville TN 37205.

Or call (800) 350-1101,

Fax (615) 790-2594.




