It is the antagonism that pre-unification Germany and the Arab states felt towards colonizing powers that made both, according to Bassam Tibi, a perfect breeding ground for ethnic nationalism. 

“[...] this type of nationalism was directed outwards rather than inwards and it demanded the end of foreign rule and the creation of national independence rather than the establishment of liberal democratic institutions. This important aspect of ‘counter-nationalism’ in Europe shows why the nationalism of colonial and semi-colonial countries has a formal and philosophical similarity to German [...] nationalism . . .”
 

Tibi is a Syrian political scientist who received a western education and has German citizenship. His books covering both German and Arab nationalism are extremely valuable resources, in part because he has an insider’s perspective on both cultures.


 It is not surprising, given the features of the German and Arab unification movements the outcomes were quite similar. Originally the Arab and German unification movements were reactions to legitimate desires to end colonial domination. However, both movements were ultimately reactionary and conservative. Arab and German governments based on the principles of ethnic nationalism led to very repressive dictatorships because this kind of nationalism places the country above the individual. However, despite these similarities, Germany was able to achieve its goal of unification while the Arab states were not. The problem lies with the uncritical acceptance of the German style of nationalism by the pan-Arabists, in particular al-Husri. They saw German nationalism and state formation as universally applicable and placed too much faith in the power of language and the idea of the Volk to unite a people and form a nation. In taking their inspiration from the unification of Germany in 1871 and applying Germany’s experiences to the Arab states, they ignored any connections between political and socio-economic development and historical events. al-Husri  echoes Herder almost exactly, blatantly ignoring the uniqueness of the situation in the Arab world, when he says,

 “. . . neither religion nor the state nor a shared economic life are the basic elements of a nation, and nor is common territory. . . If we want to define the role of language and history for a nation we can say in short that the language is the soul and the life of the nation, but history is its memory and consciousness.”
  

The pan-Arabists  believed that enthusiasm for unity among the general population was enough to unify the Arab states. However, German unification was aided by political, economic and social factors that were not present at the time of the Arab unification movement.


In 1871, conditions in the German states made unification almost inevitable. By the end of the 1850s the influence of the conservative Reaction was becoming less forceful. The late 1850s “[...] came to be known as the ‘new era’. The entire complex of ideas and policies opposing national consolidation seemed to collapse [...] Demands for the political integration of central Europe became clamorous and insistent.”
  This desire for unity expressed itself through numerous civic organizations. Some, such as the Nationalverein, which was committed to creating a unitary central authority and German parliament, were quite political. However, professional, athletic, and choral societies also became outlets for nationalist sentiments.
 


The rise of liberalism in Prussia and the victory of the Liberals in 1858 lent strength to the nationalist cause. Many Liberals in the German states were committed to a Kleindeutschland and worked through the Nationalverein “[...] co-ordinating the policies of the Kleindeutsch Liberals in each state, this attempted, with mixed success, to exert pressure on the German rulers to work toward the creation of a unified Germany under the Prussian crown.” 


German unification was also aided by economic factors. By the second half of the nineteenth century, there were clear economic reasons for unification. The German states had nearly caught up to France in coal production and other industry. Newly built railroads increased internal trading and broke down economic and geographic obstacles to unification.
  The Zollverein, or German Customs Union, was created for the purpose of fostering inter-German trade. Importantly, for the Kleindeutsch cause, the Zollverein excluded Austria which significantly increased Prussia’s economic domination. The growth of industry and the construction of railways were important factors in uniting the far-flung provinces of Prussia and in permitting her to assert her power more effectively within the German states. The fact that the German states were linked through trading, and all were operating under one economic system, removed a significant barrier to unification. 


Diplomatically, the unification of Germany faced very little opposition. Europe was still reeling from Napoleon’s violent expansionism. Although during the Vienna Conference, France was again under the rule of an age old monarchy, the other Great Powers in Europe were concerned with limiting France’s influence. By 1860, France’s annexation of Nice and Savoy had caused a resurgence of the fear of Bonapartism throughout Europe.
 A decline in Austria’s power after the collapse of the Austro-Russian axis lessened Austria’s influence in Germany thereby making her less able to oppose Prussia’s growing dominance. The dissolution of other alliances between France and Austria and France and Russia also created an atmosphere in which Germany’s unification would go unchecked. “Both Britain and Russia were to welcome German unification as a potential check on France, and each regarded Germany as a possible ally against the other.”
 The obsession the Great Powers had for maintaining the balance of power through alliances worked in Germany’s favour. 


The time was right for German unification in 1871. However, without one strong unifying force the German states would not have come together. Prussia, led by Bismarck, was that unifying force. Although he was working in favourable conditions, Bismarck’s talent at diplomacy and the manipulation of these conditions is indisputable. 



The greatest opposition to German unification came from Austria and France. Bismarck dealt skilfully with this opposition by waging a series of wars that at once defeated his enemies abroad and at home, as “Once the war started, [...] the traditional alchemy of patriotism began to work and public opinion rapidly veered round to supporting Bismarck.”
 In the primarily Catholic south Bismarck had faced not only local nationalism, but also what he considered to be “an essentially alien society which would not integrate easily with the Protestant north.”
 To unify Germany he needed to reignite a feeling of German nationalism as opposed to local nationalism. He accomplished this with a decisive victory in the Franco-Prussian war. He had ensured that “it could be fought and won in isolation, while simultaneously exploiting the outburst of patriotism to complete German Unification.”


However, before Prussia made her move, there were already currents of ethnic nationalism throughout the German states and a large portion of the population demanded unity. Before unification “Germany” was made up of hundreds of tiny states. The force of popular nationalism laid the groundwork for unification efforts, but without other factors, popular nationalism itself would not have been strong enough to unite Germany. The economic situation in the German states at the time of unification, and the diplomatic situation in Europe fostered conditions that a strong Prussia used to her advantage to spearhead German Unification. If one of these elements had been removed, the cause of German unity would have faltered and could not have occurred
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