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Abstract

The prominence of the political philosopher Isaiah Berlin (1909-1997) has not been dealt with in a
thorough contextual and methodological manner. Although his work has been interpreted by political
scientists, philosophers, literary critics and biographers, the context behind Berlin's writing has not been
adequately solidified. Thus, Berlin's ideas seem isolated, and the original values behind them become
increasingly obscured. | intend to approach the texts of Berlin in a manner that seeks to create a new

impression of ‘the Berlinian', itself supported by a complex set of ontological commitments.

Berlin's ontoldgy. which | define as an internalised set of values arising from the contexts of cold war,
Zionist politics, colonialism and ethno-hierarchies, had a significant impact on the shaping of Berlin's
liberal values. | examine Berlin's texts through close analysis of normative language, and make the case
that Berlin consistently employed normative language to act as the uncontested foundation for his
conception of freedom. Implicit assumptions contained within his use of language led to Berlin displaying
an authoritative ‘instructive morality’ through his work. | analyse a variety of Berlin's interpretations of
authors to illustrate this point. | utilise postmodern theory and method to justify and elaborate upon these

arguments.

The thesis also explores the role of Berlin as an intellectual figure. He appears a 'passive’ yet powerful
figure in the cold war context, yet a more visibly active intellectual in his commitment to Zionism and
Israel, This leads to geopolitical interpretations of his writing, and raises questions over the impact of the
intellectual in political culture. What emerges is an intellectual figure problematised both by his

unacknowledged ontological commitments, and his implicit advocacy of political systems that clash with

his explicitly formulated liberal values.
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Introduction

This thesis is an attempt to re-interpret the ideas and influence of liberal scholar Isaiah Berlin. A
prominent ‘historian of ideas’, and occasional political philosopher, Berlin's precise intellectual
presence has not been properly elaborated upon in the literature. An attempt needs to be made to
situate his thought in a contextualised landscape, utilising a carefully defined methodological
approach to disrupt the uncontested foundation of his thought. Therefore, before the main
introductory section | wish to outline the theoretical and methodological foundations of this thesis,
offer a sketch of intellectual influences, establish Berlin's place in the wider literature, and begin to
situate this thesis in the context of broader intellectual traditions and practices. The main body of
the introduction focuses on the personal and intellectual biography of Berlin, the varied reception

and interpretation of his work, and offers a chapter by chapter run-through of the thesis.

Comment on Theory and Method

The philosophical foundation of this research is consciously inspired by an intellectual interest in
‘postmodern ideas on truth, representation: and power. This theoretical commitment is best
expressed through my choice of methodology, namely discourse analysis..1 Justified by the
theoreticql foundation of postmodernism, vocabularies and narratives are brought to the

foreground ready to be analysed. | argue the validity of such an enterprise by recourse to

' See Gilbert Weiss & Ruth Wodak (eds.), Critical Discourse Analysis: Theory and Interdisciplinarity (London:
Macmillan, 2003); Teun van Dijk (ed.), Handbook of Discourse Analysis. Vol I: Disciplines of Discourse (L.ondon:
Academic Press, 1985). Iris M. Zavala, Teun van Dijk & Myriam Diaz-Diocaretz (eds.), Approaches to Discourse,
Poetics and Psychiatry (AmSterdam: Benjamins, 1987).




postmodern theories of the text, and build an impression of Berlin within a newly defined
‘intellectual context'. | had in mind another moral-political motivation for this thesis, which has
been expressed in the literature”; namely the failure of political theory to come to terms with the
devastating realities of the twentieth century. Isaiah Berlin can be viewed as a thinker who
encapsulates this intellectual removal from real-world problems, even when such problems had &
direct influence on the author.

My research was consciously driven by an idea of scholarship as inter-disciplinary, where
" theoretical insights could be borrowed from a variety of sources based on utility. | began with the

confidence that abstract theoretical insights mapped onto the texts of Isaiah Berlin would open up

new interpretations of these texts, and this approach would be sufficient. However, as my
research developed, it became clear that a partial reliance on more ‘empirical' research was a
necessary and instinctive part of my work. The newly accessible Isaiah Berlin Papers’, and the
use of unpublished correspondance between Berlin and Noam Chomsky, has given this thesis a
hardqr contextual edge than anticipated, closing in on difficult to define networks of influence in
both institutions and the ‘real-world’.

White's 2002 article in Political Theory argued that 'there is at present no dearth of
political theory...complaints now centre not on its demise, but rather on such things as where

exactly our energies are best expended'’. The energy in this thesis is directed towards a

? See George Kateb, ‘The Adequacy of the Canon', Political Theory, 30, 4 (2002), pp.482-505.

* The Isaiah Berlin Papers, Department of Special Collections and Western Manuscripts, Bodielan Library,
Oxford. '

* Steven K. White, *Pluralism, Platitudes and Paradoxes: Fifty Years of Western Political Thought', Political Theory,
30, 4 (2002), p.476.




strenuous critique of the basis of liberal thought, and an attempt to contextualise the thought of a
prominent intellectual figure who has not, as yet, been sufficiently scrutinised. To explain the
contemporary relevance of my research, it is necessary to outline h‘ow my work fits into the
broader academic landscape at present. Combining the field of cold war studies, and the
disciplines of modern history, political science and political theory, | argue that a wilfully complex
study of an unproblematised intellectual figure is timely.

The ‘cultural turn' has had a clear impact on cold war studies, with the continued growth
in the number of scholars interested in reinterpreting the cold war in terms of culture, Christopher

Lasch's The Agony of the American Left’ was the first text to explore the cultural aspects of the

N

cold war, and Larry May's pivotal text Recasting America: Culture and Politics in the Age of the
Cold War® argued the importance of the dramatic alteration of American culture in the years
following 1945. Many scholars, and periodicals such as The Journal of Cold War Studies, have
embraced the challenge of the cultural cold war, and this will be elaborated on in Chapter One,
where | will promote the relevance of the narrative approach to cold war history.

Driven by an increasingly inter-disciplinary ethos, the journals History and Theory and

Rethinking History have begun to challenge Berlin's legacy with some sophistication. History and

Theory offers sophisticated challenges to traditional conceptions of history. As Kelley writes,

‘the postmodern predicament, or at least its rhetoric, posits an end to subject-centred
rationality, a decentering of language, the illusory character of presence, and a radical
indeterminacy of meaning.J

Chnstopher Lasch, The Agony of the American Left (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1973).

Larry May (ed.), Recasting America: Culture and Politics in the Age of the Cold War (Chicago: University of
Chlcago Press, 1989).

" Donald R. Kelley, The Descent of Ideas: The History of Intellectual History (Burlington: Ashgate, 2002), p.306.



Kelley promotes the idea that the post-modern intellectual historian must embrace forms of

eclecticism® when approaching a subject matter that situates language in the theoretical
foreground. More generally, important terms and concepts used in the thesis, such as 'ontology’
and ‘intellectual’ have recently come under scholarly scrutiny, with the consequence that forms of
analysis within intellectual history are continually expanding .

In the field of political theory there continues to be a rich literature on pluralism. However,
there is a historiographical gap in the mainstream literature that leaves the foundations for the
political philosophy of twentieth century liberalism uncontested and unproblematised. This has

meant that recent research focused specifically on Isaiah Berlin is limited. To counter this gap, |
have utilised Nietzschean inspired scholars to counter dominant liberal ontology.

Lastly, my study is situated in a stream of intellectual history inspired, firstly, by the
‘Cambridge School' scholars Quentin Skinner and J.G.A. Pocock®, who argued that focus on
language and authorial intention would lead to the creative re-thinking of texts in context. This rich

tradition of self-reflective intellectual history is also practiced by LaCapra, who writes

'‘a context has its own comblex particularity that calls for detailed
interpretation...intellectual history shares with disciplines such as literary criticism and the
history of philosophy, however, an initial focus upon complex written texts and the need to

formulate as a problem what is often taken, deceptively, as a solution: the relationship
between texts and their pertinent contexts.’”

® See also review article, Randall Collins, ‘Is The History of Ideas a Principled Eclecticism?’, History and Theory,
43 (2004), pp.136-145.

° See Quentin Skinner, Visions of Politics. Volume 1: Regarding Method (Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2002); J.G.A. Pocock, Politics, Language and Time (London: Methuen, 1972); James Tully (ed.), Meaning
and Context: Quentin Skinner and his Critics (Oxford: Polity, 1988).

" Dominick LaCapra, Rethinking Intellectual History: Texts, Contexts, Language (London: Cornell UP, 1983). See
also Dominick LaCapra, History and Reading: Tocqueville, Foucault, French Studies (Toronto: UTP, 2000).



The influence of Wittgenstein is confirmed in James Tully's introduction to Meaning and Context

when he writes

'language is an intersubjectively shared multiplicity of tools for various purposes, yet one
in which only some elements are open to subjective criticism, modification, and change at
any time. This is because language Is woven so deeply into human action that the whole -
language and ways of acting - itself provides the grounds in the light of which criticism
and change take place.'”|1

Secondly, and most explicitly, this study is inspired by more radical continental ideas. The work of

Michel Foucault is a significant presence in the thesis. The work of Thomas Dumm and Edward

Said, heavily Foucault inspired, is also prominent. | utilise these thinkers to argue that a form of

discourse analysis is a legitimate way in which to ‘uncover' new ontological meaning within the
texts of Berlin. This meaning does reflect the way in which Berlin reinforces the dominant political
and ontological status quo in the liberal west.

Steven E. Aschheim's The Nietzsche Legacy in Germany 1890-1990 serves as an
important inspiration for my interpretative approach, as he presents the efficacy of the ‘synoptic’
approach to intellectual histc::ry..12 In a sense, my insistence on using ‘ontology’ is a thematic
gesture that, unlike Berlin's approach, does not attempt a ‘dialogue’ with texts. The one similarity |
would acknowledge with Berlin's use of ‘reconstructive imagination’ is that | do maintain a distinct
understanding of ‘reality’ can occur through reading practices. The understanding of ‘reality’ is

provisional, and one possible construction of ‘reality’. | am not making a comment on ‘inherent

" Tully (ed.), Meaning and Context, p.8.

' A useful discussion of Aschheim's approach appears in LaCapra, History and Reading: Tocqueville, Foucault,
French Studies.




truth, falsity, or even plausibility that must lie at the center [sic] of historical analysis.’ " Indeed, as

Aschheim writes, ‘the cultural historian cannot claim access to a privileged grasp of the
unadulterated text by which all subsequent uses should Ibe juc::lged.'14 | would argue that
Aschheim's careful treatment of Nietzsche's complicated legacy is essential. However, for a
thinker such as Berlin who has a less controversial legacy, my work does tend towards a more

radical re-interpretatioh. where the term ontology is utilised to build a case; to argue for the

possibility of other powerful readings of Berlin.

These broad areas meet in a field of agreement that centres around the need to contest
previously unquestioned aspects of modern intéilectual history and modern liberalism by utilising
creative interdisciplinary approaches to texts. This is a general scholarly trend borne from a
tradition stemming from the work of Foucault. Joan Scott argues that categories and commitments .
need to be constantly checked by a theoretical commitment to the premise that all cultural forms
are complex constructions. It is the task of the scholar to deconstruct these forms in inventive
ways. In the words of Scott, historians should ‘[heed] the advice of Michel Foucault to historicize
the categories that the present takes to be self-evident realities.'” Naturally, Foucault and Scott
are interested in structures of power, and discourse analysis carefully legitimated and utilised is a
good way to develop interpretations that uncover such structures. This can appear a ‘leap of

faith', for we arrive back at a philosophical problem: that of truth claims. The thesis has been

" Steven E. Aschheim, The Nietzsche Legacy in Germany 1890-1990 (Berkeley, CA: University of California
Press, 1992), p.5.

"* Aschheim, The Nietzsche Legacy in Germany 1890-1990, p.3.
'* Joan Scott, ‘Fantasy Echo: History and the Construction of Identity’, Critical Inquiry, 27, 2 (2001), p.285.



written from the standpoint that all such claims are necessarily provisional and open to
contestation.

Suggesting that ontology is a valuable conceptual approach, the philosophical setting for
this thesis is inspired by readings of Niegsche and Sartre'®, which leads to the conceptual
possibility that there are infinite ways to ‘be’ in the world. The ‘ontological’ investigation is a way in
which to identify, conceptualise and to contextualise these infinite possibilities. The possibilities
are dependant on an existing complex of relations, and | am interested in how the ‘material' and
the ‘abstract’ are in a constant state of collision. It is in this sense that the intellectua! historian

needs to be a very sensitive navigator. The ontological approach has the potential to offer the

scholar a flexibility and creativity that can lead to original insights.

| invoke a methodological approach to intellectual history that is far removed from Berlin's. His
continual reliance on ‘reconstructive imagination’ acts as a type of ‘modernist relativism' that
proves unsatisfactory under the scrutiny of postmodernist theories of the text offered by Foucault
and Said. Berlin’s methodological inspiration stemmed from the influence of R.C. Collingwood and
Lovejoy". where texts and authors are consciously enlivened by the ‘morally responsible’ scholar.
My approach applies a mixture of post-modern theories onto Berlin's textual output, and places
this analysis within a broader frame of analysis, which | have labeled Berlin's ‘ontology’.

| will return to the definition of the term ontology towards the end of this Introduction.

' The formative texts being Friedrich Nietzsche, On the Genealogy of Morals (Oxford: OUP, 1998); Jean Paul
Sartre, Being and Nothingness (London: Routledge, 2001).

' See Arthur Lovejoy, The Great Chain of Being: A Study of the History of an Idea (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard
University Press, 1936).



Berlin's significance as a liberal political philosopher must be judged in terms of his modern
counterparts, namely Nozick, Raz, Dworkin, Rawls, Popper and Hayek. For Gray, Berlin's
uniqueness is due to the fact that, for Berlin, ‘the value of freedom derives from the limits of
rational choice'.” Gray, like many other Berlin scholars, argues that Berlin does not allow his
liberalism to rest on a conception of rationalism. However, viewed ontologically, | érgue that
Berlin's thought rests on consistent moral and political assumptions that embody different, yet
equally powerful, intellectual restrictions.

This contextualised ontological approach means that this study impacts on the

relationship of Berlin's ceuvre to philosophy. The critique of Berlin's liberal-pluralist discursive

context offers a textual examination that places him at the heart of an activated cold war value
system. A contextual examination of his thought highlights the contradictions inherent within his
system of thinking. My approach, therefore, acts to disrupt Berlin's position as a liberal-pluralist
philosopher by questioning the accepted understandings of the philosophical tradition from which

he emerged.

Isaliah Berlin and the Twentieth Century

Isaiah Berlin was a man at the heart of the Anglo-American twentieth century. Although he came
to symbolise the image of the academically detached ‘historian of ideas’, Berlin's intellectual role
was complicated by his proximity to prominent governmental institutions and powerful political

personalities. It is impossible to ignore the defining effect of his work in Washington in the years

'® John Gray, Isaiah Berlin (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1996), p.8.



1942 to 1948, his lifelong affiliation with Oxford University, and his involvement in the creation of
the state of Israel. He was famously admired by Winston Churchill’®, was with J.F. Kennedy the
evening before the Cuban missile crisis surfaced in 1062°°, was friends with influential American
diplomats such as Charles ‘Chip’ Bohlen, and was a close acquaintance Chaim Weizmann, the
first President of Israel. His intimacy with elite culture in the western cold war world also impacted
on his scholarly work. He developed an interpretative style that was subtly instructive and certainly
representative of valu'es and preoccupations defined by the anxieties of the political elite. To
illustrate this point | intend to unpick Berlin's use of language in an attempt to uncover a set of
deeper politicised statements. This approach relies on a belief that the relationship between
language and politics is crucial to a meaningful understanding of a specific ‘ontology’, itself
defined as a philosophy of existence that encompasses assumptions of a moral and political

nature.

Uncovering these complex assumptions has meant viewing Berlin’s use of written
language as a collection of normative statements, the implicit meanings of which can be
constructed into an original critique of Isaiah Berlin's role and intellectual project. Berlin's
intellectual role, part of which | term a ‘passive’ role, impacts on and partially defines the operation
of normative language. Grounded in a unique context defined by western cold war ideals and

Zionist ideology, Berlin's oeuvre and role thus appear problematically close to the sources of

" Berlin's essay ‘Winston Churchill in 1940' [1949], in Personal Impressions (Oxford: Oxford University Press,

1980), pp.1-22 Is evidence of Berlin's measured admiration of Churchill, (Throughout the thesis, year of origin is
indicated in square brackets after essay title).

* Michael \gnatieff, Isaiah Berlin: A Life (London: Vintage, 2000), pp.240-43.
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governmental power. Furthermore, his methodology emerges as insufficiently malieable to adapt

to the changing nature of intellectual history in the twentieth century.

Brief Biography of Isaliah Berlin

There is no need to launch into a comprehensive biography of Isaiah Berlin, as this has been
done elsewhere.”’ For now, | will concentrate briefly on themes in Berlin's life that are significant in
the context of this study, and may help explain some of the motivations behind Berlin's particular
brand of liberalism. The objective of this 'thesis Is to unravel the processes of Berlin's texts in a

carefully defined context; a context that wishes to avoid over-exaggeration of biographical
aspects of Berlin's personal life, and concentrate instead on the impact of Berlin's textual

contribution. Nevertheless, a brief outline of Berlin's life is necessary.

Isaiah Berlin was born in 1909, on 6 June in Riga, then part of the Russian Empire, to
Russian sﬁeaking Jewish parents. Mendel Berlin, Isaiah’s father, was a relatively prosperous
owner of a timber business. The family moved from Riga to Andreapol in 1915, and then on to
Petrograd in 1916. The family, Isaiah included, witnessed revolutionary violence, in both February
and November of 1917, and the family also suffered harassment from the secret police.” In 1920
the Berlin family left Petrograd, and eventually settled in Britain from 1921 onwards. Firmly
'middle-class’ they settled in Kensington, London. Isaiah was schooled at St. Paul's, London

before becoming a scholar at Corpus Christi College, Oxford between 1928-32. Berlin gained a

“! The ‘official’ biography of Berlin is Michael Ignatieff, /saiah Berlin, For a philosophical biography see John
Gray, Isaiah Berlin (Princeton, N.J.: Princeton University Press, 1996). For the most recent synthesis of Berlin's life
and thought see George Crowder, /saiah Berlin: Liberty and Pluralism (Cambridge: Polity, 2004).

“ For an account of this period of Berlin's life see Ignatieff, /saiah Berlin, Chapter 3.
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First in Greats and PPE. Between 1932-38 he became Lecturer in Philosophy at Oxford, and a
Fellow of All Souls. Clearly, from Isaiah’s early years of upheaval came a period of real stability
leading to his wholehgarted embrace of English culture. In 1938 Berlin became a Fellow and Tutor
in Philosophy at New College, and in 1938 he published Karl Marx: His Life and Environment, his

first major publication. In 1941 he moved to New York and worked for the Ministry of Information,

before moving to Washington in 1942 to serve at the British Embassy in Washington, reporting on
the changing political mood in the United States. A selection of his despatches to Whitehall from
Washington was later published.za He worked in America until 1946, yet spent several months in
1945 at the British Embassy in Moscow. In November 1945 Berlin met with the Russian poet Anna

Akmatova® at her flat in Fountain House on the Fontanka Canal. During this period he also met

and befriended the nc;velist Boris Pasternak., These meetings ﬁroved the catalyst for a
period of sustained criticism by Berlin over the repression of Russian artists.”” Both Akmatova and
Pasternak were important figures in the emerging cultural cold war. Akmatova’s work had been
unofficially banned by Stalin in 1925, and in 1946 publication of her work was officially banned as

a result of Berlin's visit. Akmatova had long been an object of suspicion because of her

aristocratic roots, her undeniable popularity, and her marriage to poet Nikolay Gumilyov who was

“ Herbert George Nicholas (ed.), Washington -Despatches 1941-1945 with an introduction by Isaiah Berlin
(London: Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1981).

* For a review article by Lesley Chamberiain of two recent books - a translation of Anna Akmatova, The Word
That Causes Death's Defeat [trans. Nancy K. Anderson] (New Haven: Yale University Press, 2005) and Elaine
Feinstein, Anna of All the Russians: The Life of Anna Akmatova (London: Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 2005) ses
Times Literary Supplement, September 16, 2005, p.13.

* See Henry Hardy, 'Preface’, in isaiah Berlin, The Soviet Mind: Russian Culture under Communism
(Washington, DC: Brookings Institution Press, 2004), pp.xix-x..
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executed in 1921 for ‘anti-Soviet’ activity.."B More relevantly, her poetry dwelt on themes of love,
womanhood and memory; themes anathema to the emerging Soviet system of cultural regulation.
Pasternak's writing career was also heavily defined by the tension created between his own
creative impulses and the imposition of Soviet cultural restrictions. Both Pasternak and Akmatova
were victimé of Stalin's dogmatism in the 1920s and were symbolic figures for Berlin in the war
against Soviet intellectual oppression.”’

In the post-1945 years Berlin's anti-totalitarianism - or anti-'monism' - was shaped by his
affiliation with Anglo-American governmental institutions and the stark reality of Nazi violence
inflicted on his own family members. Both ‘his grandfathers, an uncle, an aunt, and three cousins
were murdered by the Nazis in Riga in 1941, providing the profoundest formative experience for
Berlin. As well as publishing essays expressing his deep distrust of political monism, Berlin's
‘activist’ energy in the post-1945 years became directed towards the political debates over the

creation of Israel. Indeed, Chaim Weizmann tried to convince Berlin to emigrate to Israel and
become involved in lsraeli politics, but Berlin refused. However, Berlin retained links with

prominent Zionists, essentially serving as an organic intellectual” for Israel. He helped with

speech writing“. and even felt sufficiently expert of the situation in Israel to answer Ben Gurion's
request to define Jewishness, and Jewish nationality in 1959.% Leaving this dalliance with political

‘activism’ in the background, Berlin decided to concentrate on a career in the academic world

*® Although they were divorced in 1918.

*" See ‘Conversations with Akhmatova and Pasternak' [1980] and ‘Boris Pasternak’ [1958] in Berlin, The Soviet
Mind.

8 Gray, Isaiah Berlin, p.3.

* Definitions of the intellectual are explored in Chapters Two and Three.
* See ignatieff, Isaiah Berlin, Chapter 12.

3 Unpublished Essay, ‘Response to the Prime Minister of Israel’, 1959. Oxford, Bodleian Library, MS Berlin 385.
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and in 1950 Berlin switched from formal philosophy to a fresh focus on the ‘history of ideas’, and
returned as Fellow at All Souls. Berlin married Aline Degansbourg in 1956, and in 1957 was
elected to the Chichele Chair of Social and Political Theory, at Oxford. His inaugural lecture 'Two
Concepts of Liberty' was soon published, and he was knighted in the same year. From 1966 to

1975 Berlin was the First President of Wolfson College, Oxford. In 1971 he was appointed to the

Order of Merit, and from 1974 to 1978 he was President of the British Academy. He won the
Jerusalem Prize in 1979, Isaiah Berlin died in 1997 after continuing to publish extensively during
the 1980s and 1990s. The stream of obituaries after his death is testimony to his standing as a

scholar, proof of his prominence as a public intellectual, and the obvious affection felt by those

who knew him.*
it must be noted that alongside Berlin's formal academic career came a foray into
broadcasting. Noted for his conversational eloquence, Berlin was commissioned to do a series of

lectures for the BBC. This meant that alongside his position at Oxford, Berlin became a

recognisable public intellectual with an ‘establishment’ broadcasting platform. Berlin rose to the

heights of academic life in Britain, and any biographical understanding of Berlin must consider

how the ideals represented by elitist seats of learning in mid-twentieth century Britain impacted on
his intellectual role. It is clear that there is a constant tension between the public image of Berlin

and his private motivations. It is important to remember that Berlin never jettisoned his self-image

* Of the many obituaries published, the most notable are Henry Hardy, ‘Obituary’, Independent, 7 Nover:nber
1997 p.18; Michael Ignatieff, Stuart Hampshire, Alfred Brendel and Aileen Kelly, ‘On Isaiah Berlin, 1909-1997",
New York Review of Books, 18 December 1997, pp.10-12; Stuart Jeffries, ‘A Prophet with Honour',
Guardian(G2), 10 February 1997, pp.8-9. An online tribute with links to further obituaries can be found at
http://berlin.wolf.ox.ac.uk/tribute/index.html. | examine less affectionate pieces published by Christopher
Hitchens and Edward Said in the body of the thesis.
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of émigré intellectual, which undoubtedly impacted on his conception of value-pluralism, and the
nature of his relationship with establishment institutions. The themes of duty and allegiance have
real resonance within my thesis, and it is clear that Berlin felt a real bond to both Oxford and

England in terms of values as well as place. Clearly, these broad themes impact on Berlin's sense

of identity as well as his wider interpretative project.

It is important to realise that aspects of Berlin's biography can be viewed as
sensationalised. Two examples of this involve Berlin's relationship with Russia. Firstly, the young
Isaiah witnessed an ‘ashen faced' policeman being dragged to his death in the revolution of 1917.

The essay ‘The Purpose Justifies the Ways'”. written by Berlin aged twelve and a half, signifies

the imprint which this incident left on Berlin’s mind. The language demonstrates an immature
hopefulness, an attempt to understand the meaning of violence. The piece is filled with emotion,
an interest in ‘the human’, the humane, and the meanings and limits of ‘right and wrong'. The
vignette symbolises Berlin's abhorrencé of violence that is a constant theme in his mature work. In
an interview with Ramin Jahanbegloo, Berlin said ‘| remember seeing a policeman being dragged
off, pale and struggling, by a mob, obviously to his death - that is a terrible sight that | have never
forgotten; it gave me a lifelong horror of physical violence.” The revulsion is understandable, yet
the fact that Berlin, and his biographers, return to this event frequently as a motif for Berlin's

abhorrence of violence has drawn criticism from Terry Eagleton.

it might be more accurate to claim that Berlin had a lifelong horror of totalitarian violence;

* Isaiah Berlin, 'The Purpose Justifies the Ways' [1922], in The First and the Last (New York: New York Review of
Books, 1999), pp.5-21.

* Ramin Jahanbegloo, Conversations With Isaiah Berlin: Recollections of an Historian of [deas (London:
Phoenix, 1992), p.4.
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liberal capitalist brutality, such as the US war in Vietnam, seems not to have disturbed him
quite so deeply. He is not on the public record as objecting to the invasion of Guatemala
or the bombing of Irag. Anyway, it is not as though most individuals have a lifelong relish
for violence, and Berlin stands out from this shabby crew as some sort of saint...[h]e was
indeed an eloquent witness against...tyrannical teleology; but he seemed not to have
noticed that the social system he supported goes in for it all the time". >

Perhaps a more diluted form of Eagleton's argument would be to emphasise the undeniable

tension between the limited experience of Berlin's actual confrontation with violence, and the

methodological legitimacy he sees this experience giving his variety of liberal-humanist empathy:.
Secondly, Berlin's meeting with Anna Akmatova, according to one rather extreme

interpretation, helped alter the course of the twentieth century. Gydrgy Dalos argues that when

Stalin learned of the meeting he became so enraged that his intransigence towards the ‘western
bloc' became solidified.”® As far-fetched as this may appear, its symbolic power is intriguing.
Berlin, an emerging Oxbridge academic with Latvian roots, met with an ageing humanist poet who
represented old Russia. For Berlin, her poetry resonated more closely with western values than

with Soviet dogma. This episode certainly seems to have reawakened profound formative

experiences for Berlin, and offers the romantic theatre of two like-minded intellectuals talking until
dawn, knowing they were unlikely to meet again due to the increasing sense of separation
between the western and Soviet worlds. More importantly, this dramatisation of personal
biography is symptomatic of the way in which Berlin's writing and personality has become

interwoven into an image of a philosopher who supposedly understood the central dilemmas of

*® Terry Eagleton, Figures of Dissent (London: Verso, 2003), p.105.

% Gydrgy Dalos, The Guest From the Future: Anna Akmatova and Isalah Berlin {London: John Murray, 1998),
p.641 66'7-
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the human condition. This process of legendisation needs challenging, and Berlin needs placing

in a context free of myth and drama. | will endeavour to create a context in which new

understandings of Berlin's textual output can be reached.

Work Published by Berlin - Themes and Texts

The post-1945 writing of Isaiah Berlin followed certain explicit themes, which | will introduce briefly
here.” Berlin's writing can be viewed in five strands, with chronological overlaps. Firstly, Berlin
began his academic career writing formal philosophy, engaging and disputing the logical

positivism of Anglo-American academia.” Secondly, as Berlin turned to an interest in the history of

ideas, he concentrated on European thinkers, predominantly of the Enlightenment period
onwards, and Russian thinkers. A persistent theme in this strand is Berlin's implementation of

‘reconstructive imagination’, which was a methodological attempt to ‘enter into' the mind of the

7 The majority of writings by Berlin have now been published in the form of thematic volumes. The editions | use
in this thesis are: Against the Current: Essays in the History of Ideas (London: Pimlico, 1997); Concepts and
Categories: Philosophical Essays (London: Pimlico, 1999); The Crooked Timber of Humanity: Chapters in the
History of Ideas (London: John Murray, 1990); Liberty (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002); Personal
Impressions (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1980); The Power of ldeas (London: Pimlico, 2000); The Proper
Study of Mankind: An Anthology of Essays {London: Pimlico, 1998); Russian Thinkers (London: Penguin, 1994);
The Sense of Reality: Studies in Ideas and Their History (London: Pimlico, 1997); Three Critics of the
Enlightenment. Vico, Hamann, Herder (London: Pimlico, 2000); The Soviet Mind, The First and the Last. The
only work presented.as a single monograph is Karl Marx: His Life and Environment (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1983). The Roots of Romanticism (London: Pimlico, 2000) and Freedom and it's Betrayal: Six Enemies of
Human Freedom (London: Pimlico, 2003) are book length versions of Berlin's BBC lectures. A collection of
Berlin's letters are published as Flourishing: Letters 1928-1946 (London: Pimlico, 2004), with a second volume
forthcoming in May 2006. Interviews with Berlin include Ramin Jahanbegloo, Conversations with Isaiah Berlin,
and Unfinished Dialogue: Sir Isaiah Berlin and Polanowska-Sygulska {Amhurst, N.Y.: Prometheus Books, 2006) |
have also consulted the recently established |saiah Berlin Papers collection at the Bodleian Library, Oxford. This
Is an interesting collection yet, frustratingly, there are restrictions on certain items of interest. Nevertheless, | have
made use of some unpublished texts and letters. For a review article on the Berlin Papers, see Michael Hughes,
‘The Papers of Sir Isaiah Berlin at the Bodleian Library', Twentieth Century British History,16, 2 (2005), pp.193-
205. The Isaiah Berlin Virtual Library (http://berlin.wolf.ox.ac.uk/) has been an invaluable research tool throughout
this thesis.

* See Concepts and Categories for these earlier writings, for instance ‘Verification' [1938], pp.12-31, and
‘Empirical Propositions and Hypothetical Statements' [1950], pp.32-55.
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thinker he was analysing. Thirdly, Berlin wrote in contemporary journals on the intellectual currents
he identified in the world.” Linked to this strand, fourthly, was Berlin's attempts to join these
musings with elements of the second strand (history of ideas), to attempt definitions of history,
values, and morality in the twentieth century context. Most famously, his essays ‘Historical
Inevitability' and ‘Two Concepts of Liberty' define this effort in the 1950s. Published in 1954,
‘Historical Inevitability' was a critique of historicism anc! determinist thought, and an effort to
promote free will, action and ideas as pivotal any ‘real’ understanding of history.

‘Two Concepts of Liberty' refashioned Constant's duality of ancient and modern liberty,

and introduced the concepts of ‘negative’ and ‘positive’ liberty. Critical of broadly coercive forms

of ‘positive’ liberty, Berlin presented the case for ‘negative' liberty, where man can act
'unobstructed’. As a pair, ‘Historical Inevitability’ and ‘Two Concepts of Liberty' inescapably form
the central focus of any examination of Berlin within a cold war context. Much of the contemporary
literature in the area of political science still concentrates on ‘Two Concepts of Liberty’, and the
value-pluralism that is attributed to Berlin's thought stems from this strand. Berlin would criticise
those thinkers who wished to reduce human experience to a single explainable conception of the
world. In this sense, Berlin's entire writing career was moving tovx{ards his mature theories on
monism"", and his eventual divorce from the study of formal philosophy to the study of the ‘history
of ideas'. This crucial break also signiﬁes_a core theme of Berlin's mature writings, his interest in

uncovering ‘the human' in history. Lastly, Berlin wrote on Jewish identity, and his Zionist

* Exemplified in articles published for Foreign Affairs (the pre-eminent journal of the foreign policy establishment
in America). In 1952 Berlin publishes ‘Generalissimo Stalin and the Art of Government'. In 1957 two more pieces
are written by Berlin for Foreign Affairs entitled ‘The Soviet Intelligentsia’ and ‘The Silence in Russian Culture’.

** See Claude J. Galipeau, Isaiah Berlin's Liberalism, (Oxford: Clarendon, 1994), p.15.
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preoccupations serve as an important aspect of Berlin's thought. Berlin wrote on Jewish identity
within the history of ideas, and alsc added his thoughts on contemporary Zionism, and Zionists.”
Within the thesis | bring these strands together to form a fresh impression of a ‘Berlinian' project

that encompassed a consistent use of language to express a rigid set of underlying values.

In general terms, Berlin's oeuvre is characterised by broad historical and contemporary concerns.
The way in which the ‘historical’ and the ‘contemporary’ overlap in the work of Berlin 'is one
difficulty that many interpreters do not challenge. Berlin spent a huge amount of intellectual
energy theorising on and attempting to categorise the shift from Enlightenment to Counter-
Enlightenment (or Romantic) thought. He analysed thinkers he believed were unduly neglected or
spurned by historians of ideas, and wrote rich portraits of philosophers and their idieasr. from
Herzen to \{ico. from Herder to Hamann. The avalanche of erudition that is The Roots of
Romanticism is an excellent example of this attempt to define the shift in consciousness between

identifiable intellectual epochs.

Berlin wished to expose the flaws of both excessive rationalism and excessive

irrationalism in human thought. Both these excesses were products of Enlightenment and
Romantic thought. As a counter to untrammelled excess, Berlin created the impression that

twentieth century European liberalism was the most ‘natural’, the political philosophy most akin to

‘' On Jewish identity, see especially [saiah Berlin, ‘Jewish Slavery and Emancipation’, In The Jewish Chronicle,
21 September 1951; Isaiah Berlin, ‘Benjamin Disraeli, Karl Marx, and the Search for ldentity’ [1970], in Against
the Current, pp.252-286. On contemporary Zionism see Isaiah Berlin, ‘Israel: A Survey', in The State of Israel
(London: Anglo-Israel Association, 1953), pp.42-55. On Zionists see Isaiah Berlin, ‘The Life and Opinions of
Moses Hess' {1959], in Against the Current, pp.213-25.; Isaiah Berlin, ‘Chaim Weizmann' [1958], in Personal
Impressions, pp.32-62. For a discussion of the probiematic nature of Berlin's Zionism, see Joan Cocks, Passion
and Paradox: Intellectuals Confront the National Question (Princeton, N.J.: PUP, 2003).
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‘real humanness' or the ‘ways of life'. He offered the impression that the ‘sense of reality’ derived
from the liberal standpoint was the only world vision that truly reflected the desires and wishes of
the human individual. Within this discursive process, Berlin aids the creation of certain myths, or
certain rebresentations of intellectual figures, that bolsters the impression of a ‘naturally strong’,
vibrant and widespread foundation to ‘'the liberal tradition'. Linked to these ideas, Berlin has been
identified closely with anti-totalitarianism®, and anticommunism. The Russian influence is

consciously emphasised in the work of Berlin, and | look at whether his readings of Russian

thinkers distorts and exaggerates ‘the liberal tradition’ in the west, artificially broadening the liberal
conception of ‘the human'. Crucially, | argue that Berlin's use of normaﬁve language is the basis of
any distortion. This approach moves away from the substantial amount of literature that is based
on Berlin’s formal political theory to ground where the boundaries of meaning are defined by the
language employed by Berlin. To help understand this shift it is imperative to explore the range of

responses offered by political theorists who have written on Berlin.

Sympathetic Responses to Berlin

To outline the political theory of Isaiah Berlin is to examine the main themes of incommensurability,

value pluralism and morality that combine to create the focus of liberal scholars in the field of

political theory. Berlin's value pluralism is most recently analysed in George Crowder's /saiah

Berlin: Liberty and Pluralism, where Crowder states

‘Berlin's concept of value pluralism is central to his thought, emerging out of his critique of
moral monism...monism is false, since it does not do justice to the deep plurality of moral

*® See Crowder, Isaiah Berlin, p.2.
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experience, as shown by the everyday occurrence of dilemma, disagreement and rational
regret for lost value even when we have acted rightly."™

It is acknowledged that Berlin's thought on value pluralism is imperfect, and much of the political
theory in response to Berlin's ideas have been attempts to justify, clarify or improve upon Berlin's
fragmented thoughts. Crowder’s work is the most recent major text to concentrate solely on Berlin,
and whilst viewing Berlin's thought as problematic, considers Berlin's work as a valid starting point
for a meaningful political philosophy for the future. Recent articles by Jonathan Riley and Alex
Zakaras™ in the journal Political Theory seem to confirm the consensus that Berlin's thought, once

interrogated, has much to offer to political culture in the twenty-first century. The ramifications of

Berlin's values pluralism, as well as the moral dimension to his thought, are taken seriously. The
result of a steady stream of articles on Berlin has meant that Berlin has earned a prominent place
as a key liberal thinker of the twentieth cen'cury.“5 To understand how these recent texts have
arrived at this consensus on Berlin's contribution to political thought it is necessary to briefly
introduce the evolution of sympathetic writing on Berlin.

The literature on Berlin is broad and influential enough to be viewed as a mini Berlin
iridustry. The earliest significant }esponées to Berlin's ideas, from his friend, the Cambridge
historian E.H. Carr, were fiercely critical of Berlin's denunciations of historical determinism.
However, from the publication of ‘Two Concepts of Liberty' in 1957, Berlin's ‘positive’ and

'negative’ liberty thesis became a theoretical beacon around which liberals could circulate.

“ Crowder, Isaiah Berlin, p.147,
* Jonathan Riley, ‘Defending Cultural Pluralism: Within Liberal Limits', Political Theory, 30, 1 (2002), pp.68-96;
fslex Zakaras, ‘Isaiah Berlin’s Cosmopolitan Ethics’, Political Theory, 32, 4 (2003), pp.495-518.

For a concise summation of responses to Berlin see lan Harris, ‘Berlin and His Critics' in Liberty, pp.349-346.
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Berlin's ideas on liberty would be examined in great depth for years to come, and would serve as
the foundation of his intellectual reputation. When Henry Hardy requested to sort Berlin's work into
edited volumes in 1974,"° Berlin had already gained a reputation that seemed impenetrable to
criticism. The Idea of Freedom, Berlin's Festschrift published in 1979, is a sién of his rise to
establishment status as a thinker. A second Festschrift was published in 1991, confirming Berlin's
place at the top of the scholarly hierarchy.”

Whilst critically examining Berlin's ideas, criticism and interrogation of the foundation of
his thought from those of differing fundamental beliefs was a rarity. Those who took Berlin's work

seriously agreed with the direction of Berlin's moral compass, and most of those who engaged

with his work shared Berlin's ‘ontological’ assumptions. Scholars would, consciously or otherwise,
cement Berlin in the liberal tradition, validating his position.' thus creating the image of a

philosopher engaged in creating an acute and authentic vision of the future. A prominent example

of this reading comes in the form of Gray's conception of ‘agonistic liberalism'. Gray's label was

L

developed in his philosophical biography of Berlin, and can be found restated in numerous texts

by Gray."a Gray defines Berlin's ‘agonistic liberalism' as

‘that species of liberalism that is grounded, not in rational choice, but in the limits of
rational choice - limits imposed by the rational choices we are often constrained to make
among goods that are both inherently rivalrous, and often constitutively uncombinable,
and often incommensurable, or rationally incomparable. Agonistic liberalism is an
application in political philosophy of the moral theory of value-pluralism - the theory that
there is an irreducible diversity of ultimate gc:u:st'."9

* See Hardy, ‘'The Editors Tale’, in Liberty, pp. ix-xxxiil.; gnatieff, Isaiah Berlin, pp.273-290.

7 Alan Ryan, (ed.), The Idea of Freedom: Essays in Honour of Isaiah Berlin (Oxford: QUP, 1979); Edna Margalit
and Avishai Margalit (eds.), /saiah Berlin: A Celebration (London: Hogarth Press, 1991).

* John Gray, Isaiah Berlin; ‘Agonistic Liberalism' Soclal Philosophy and Policy, 12, 1 (1895), pp.111-135;

Enlightenment's Wake (London: Routledge, 1995); ‘Berlin's Agonistic Liberalism' in Post-liberalism (London:
Routledge, 1993).
*® Gray, Enlightenment's Wake, p.68.
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In the work of John Gray, ‘agonistic’ is differentiated from ‘traditional’ liberalism, in that agonistic
liberalism lies closer to value pluralism, for ‘value-conflict among incommensurables breaks out at
the very heart of liberalism as [Berlin] conceives it, that is to say, within the idea of liberty itself.”

Indeed, as Ignatieff observes, '‘Beriin had reason to believe that he was the first to argue that

pluralism entailed liberalism'.”’ Berlin's work is L]ndeniably important in defining twentieth century
liberalism as necessarily linked to pluralism. As Ignatieff points out Gray's work highlights the
contradiction that ‘a pluralist logically cannot put liberty first. Liberty is simply one of the values
that must be reconciled with others; it is not the trump card.” A central problem in a
historiographical examination of Berlin is that his concepts of liberty and pluralism appear to be

based in a degree of assumption which, potentially, sees Berlin placing too much emphasis on

one particular way of living. By the 1990s, the term liberal-pluralist increasingly became attached

to Berlin's thought, and the term ‘Berlinian”™ became a buzzword for a tolerant, peaceful future.
Theses by Claude Galipeau and Robert Kocis™ proved important in adding variances on a theme,

the theme that seemed increasingly to be the general ‘correctness' of Berlin, and his continuing

relevance for late twentieth century political thought. As well as the wealth of obituaries published

after his death in 1997, academic articles have increased in density in the following years, and

various attempts to sum up Berlin's political philosophy have been offered. However, these

I!"‘-r..

. Gray, Enlightenment's Wake, p.73.

! lgnatieff, Isaiah Berlin, p.286.

%2 lgnatieff, Isaiah Berlin, p.286.

> See Michael Kenny, ‘Isaiah Berlin’s Contribution to Modern Political Theory', Political Studies, 48, 5 (2000),
pp.1026-1039.

* Claude J. Ga ipeau, Isaiah Berlin's Liberalism; Kocis, A Critical Appraisal of Sir Isaiah Berlin's Political
Philosophy, (Lewiston, NY: Edwin Mellen, 1989).
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attempts are rarely radical, and Berlin scholarship is now at a stage where depth and variance of
interpretation needs to increase. Berlin scholarship needs to take an imaginative turn. The central
problem is that a ‘Berlinian consensus' has quietly emerged that prioritizes liberal assumptions on
the foundations of freedom within society. Notably, Tamir and Zarakas have recently attempted, in

different articles, to suggest Berlin was offering a tolerant vision of a multicultural future, and a

more recent article by Plaw finds sympathy with Cracraft's article of 2002 that described Berlin as
methodologically 'anti-postmodernist'.55 Thus; Berlin's intellectual legacy has become aligned with
a variety of twénty-first century political and social preoccupations in a manner that, | will argue in
this thesis, exaggerates and distorts aspects of Berlin's intellectual project.

The publication of Michael Ignatieff's official biography, partially completed before Berlin's
death, introduced in a more popular format a picture of Berlin that married the BBC persona of
Berlin the public intellectual, with the emerging academic consensus. A swift summary of the well
known literature on Berlin does indeed confirm the growth of a consensus surrounding the thought
of Berlin. However, there are also scholars who question the ground on which Berlin's liberalism

stands. Berlin's critics point out the way in which his gentlemanly, or ‘bleeding heart’, liberalism

sidesteps issues of state sanctioned violence, social inequalities, and social change. Berlin is

> For the most recent scholarship on Berlin, see; James Cracraft, ‘A Berlin for Historians', History and Theory, 41
(2002), pp.277-300; Michael Kenny, ‘Isaiah Berlin's Contribution to Modern Political Theory'; M. Lilla, R, Dworkin, -
& Robert B. Silvers (eds.) The Legacy of Isaiah Berlin (New York, NY: New York Review of Books, 2001); Joseph
Mali & Robert Wokler (eds.), ‘Isaiah Berlin's Counter-Enlightenment’, Transactions of the American Philosophical
Society, 93, 5, (2003); Avery Plaw, ‘Isaiah Berlin and the Plurality of Histories: Two Concepts of Karl Marx',
Rethinking History, 10, 1 (2006); Jonathan Riley, ‘Interpreting Isaiah Berlin's Liberalism', American Political
Science Review, 95, 2 (2001), pp.283-95; Peter Skagestad, 'Collingwood and Berlin: A Comparison', Journal of
The History of Ideas, 66, 1 (2005), pp.99-112; Johnny Steinburg, ‘The Burdens of Berlin's Modernity', History of
European Ideas, 22, 5/6 (1996), pp.369-383; Yael Tamir, ‘A Strange Alliance: Isaiah Berlin and the Liberalism of
the Fringes', Ethical Theory and Moral Practice, 1 (1998), pp.279-289; Andrezej Wicher, ‘In a World Where Ends

Collide - Romantic Discrepancies in the Thought of Isaiah Berlin', History of European Ideas, 20 (1995), pp.375-
381.
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painted as a thinker who either offers positive propaganda for the western world in the cold war

period, acts as polemicist for the Zionist cause, is an apologist for the ideals of the capitalist west

or, with ‘Two Concepts of Liberty', offered the west its ‘self-image’.

Non-Sympathetic Resp onses to Berlin
Michael Kenny's article ‘Isaiah Berlin's Contribution to Political Theory' is a balanced effort to
problematise the way in which scholars approach Berlin. Kenny states ‘there are...good analytical
and normative reasons for a renewed engagement with Berlin. Yet mild scepticism about his

intellectual contribution ought to mediate such an encounter.”® Kenny observes the contextual

problems that are overlooked by many Berlin scholars, and looks beyond the abstractions that
occupy scholars such as John Gray. The non-sympathetic literature, originating from the criticism

of E.H. Carr and G. Cohen®’ , remains predominantly ‘left-wing’, and focuses on the contextual

basis for Berlin's claims. Perry Anderson, Noam Chomsky, Terry Eagleton, Christopher Hitchens
and Edward Said have launched stinging assaults on Berlin's thought and personality.” There is

also a more radical neo-Nietzschean strain to be found through the work of Thomas Dumm. This

sustained double-pronged attack confronts Berlin at an altogether different level. Together, these

scholars represent a sustained critique of Berlin that attempts to dislodge the legitimacy of the

¥

> Kenny, ‘Isaiah Berlin's Contribution to Modern Political Theory', p.1037.

*" E.H. Carr, What is History? (London: Penguin, 1990), passim; Marshall Cohen, ‘Berlin and the Liberal Tradition’,
Philosophical Quarterly, 10, 40 (1960), pp.216-27.

> Perry Anderson, A Zone of Engagement (London: Verso, 1992); Noam Chomsky, Pirates and Emperors, Old
and New: International Terrorism in the Real World (London: Pluto, 2002); Terry Eagleton, Figures of Dissent
(London: Verso, 2003); Christopher Hitchens, Unacknowledged Legislation: Writers in the Public Sphere
(London: Verso, 2000); Edward Said, The End of the Peace Process: Oslo and After (New York: Vintage, 2001).
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liberal ground on which Berlin is located.

Dumm examines the way in which the views that underpin liberat s:aentiment can be
detected through Berlin's implicit use of language. Through this, Dumm argues that Berlin can
never be as ‘liberal’ as he claims. Within the thesis | borrow from this interpretative approach,
extend and modify the textual analysis, and apply the methodological implications to broader
aspects of Berlin's thought and context. The key to my approach is pérsuasively linking the
context to the text, and arguing that Berlin's implicit use of language had a detectable impact.
Viewed prosaically, | would judge myself to be more aligned with the unsympathetic literature of

scepticism, rather than with the static nature of much of the sympathetic literature. Absorbing

strands of insight from Said, Eagleton and Chomsky over the possibility of the material, or ‘real-
world', consequences of Berlin's thought, | argue that Berlin's thought should be considered
geopolitical to some degree. This creates a radical contextual setting in Which to view Berlin's
textual practice. By linking this contextual synthesis with new textual analysis, the purpose of the
thesis is to offer a radical re-examination of Berlin by locating his work in a challenging and
previously unacknowledged landscape. The need for this renewed approach is alluded to, but not
systematically explored by Berlin scholars. For instance, Kenny has written ‘there is a tendency in
recent writing about him to disconnect his thought from the acute dilemmas posed by the
geopolitical contexts and crises that he experienced - on occasions as an engaged and partisan
political actor.”™ Along these lines, | depart from evaluations of Berlin rooted in the detached

problems of political science, in favour of a study that goes beyond questions of validity or worth,

%0 Kenny, ‘I1saiah Berlin's Contribution to Modern Political Theory', p.1037.
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retrieving the contextual foundations of Berlin's textual claims.

Supporting the contextual core of my argument is a description of Berlin's ontological
stance, which is also underemphasised in the literature. For instance, Berlin's ‘imaginative
sympathy' arises from the fact that he has a very rigid idea about morality that is not adequately
expressed in the literature. Kenny writes,

'[t)his quality [imaginative sympathy] enables us to learn from our encounters with others
that we possess trans-subjective moral capacities. It is this attribute that, In Berlin's mind,

permitted the development of a discernable common horizon to human values and a limit
upon the ‘goods’ that human beings could meaningfully hold."™

| engage with the methodology of ‘imaginative sympathy' (or, rather, as Berlin calls it

‘reconsfructive imagination’) in depth in Chapter Four. However, the crucial point from Kenny's
quote is that Berlin held the conviction that there was a standard of ‘common humanness' that
underlay liberal sentiment. Steinburg brings out the contradictions of Berlin's broader claim of the
inauthenticity of totalitarianism by stating ‘[flor Berlin the historian, the dark side of modernity
reaches as authentically into the funds of human possibility as Berlin's liberalism does. As Ignatieft

has pointed out, ‘Berlin cannot have it both ways.'61 On the one hand, Berlin displays optimism for

humanity, and he assigns a certain purity to his idea of ‘humanness’. On the other hand, Berlin
wrote in the shadow of human depravity, makes reference to ‘inhumanness’, and views the
extreme impulses of modernity as carried out by ‘moral idiots', It is in this sense that Berlin’s tragi-

optimism is particularly interesting, feeding into a new appreciation of his ontology.

% Kenny, ‘Isaiah Berlin’s Contribution to Modern Political Theory', p.1029.
®! Steinburg, ‘The Burdens of Berlin's Modernity’, p.382.
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Towards a Berlinian Ontology

Ontology

The term ‘ontology' arises frequently in this thesis and this requires some explanation. | wish to

briefly elaborate on how my own understanding of the term fits into an examination of Berlin's

thought, and explain why | see this as a' necessary concept with which to sustain my
methodological approach. In a recent article, Michael Bentley wrote, ‘the next thirty years will, |
propose, be the period in which ontology returns to the centre of historical thetz'.ary"*.62 There is an
exciting sense of immanence here, as Bentley argues for the need to create 'arguments that are
congruent with what revisions of epistemology have taught us about the limits of historical
knowledge and the inevitability of textual representation’.”” However, some scholars argue that the
term has limited use: ‘the problems of pure philosophical ontology have seemed so deep or
confused that philosophers who concentrate primarily on the concept of being as such have
acquired an occasionally deserved reputation for obscurity and even incoherence."™

However, questions surrounding the meaning of ontology are of contemporary relevance,
and it is important to realise the term has a varied and complex genealogy. The Oxford English
Dictionary” (OED) breaks the word into two streams, firstly that of formal philosophy where
ontology is defined as ‘the science or study of being; that branch of metaphysics concerned with

the nature or essence of being or existence’. Jeremy Bentham's Fragment on Ontologyﬁe is Cited

* Michael Bentley, ‘Past and ‘Presence’: Revisiting Historical Ontology', History and Theory, 45 (October 2006),
p. 349.

* Bentley, ‘Past and ‘Presence”: Revisiting Historical Ontology’, p. 349.

* Dale Jacquette, Ontology (Chesham: Acumen, 2002), p.Xi.

® The Oxford Dictionary Online (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 20086).

% Jeremy Bentham, ‘Fragment on Ontology’, in Works (Edinburgh, 1843).
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as discussing ontology as ‘the field of supremely abstract entities...a yet untrodden labyrinth.’
F.C.S. Schiller, in Humanism, wrote ‘the effect of what Kant called the Copernican revolution in
philosophy is that ontology, the theory of Reality, comes to be conditioned by epistemology, the
theory of our knowledge.'w

Ontology is also defined ‘as a noun: a theory or conception relating to the nature of being.
Also in extended use.' This strand is related to Logic and Symbolic Logic, especially important

being the work of Lesniewski who developed an ‘ontology of classes’.” The work of analytic

philosopher W.V.0O. Quine is not mentioned in the OED, for whom ‘ontology came to refer to the

analysis of those basic entities whose existence is presupposed by a given proposition, theory or
research tradition.'™ Traditionally, especially in formal philosophy, ontological studies have
provided a way to view opposing dialogues and categories.m However, more recently scholars

have been ‘thematizing this implicit [ontological] commitment across a wider range of intellectual
activities.”

A Dictionary of Political Thought, edited by Roger Scruton, has a definition that moves
closer to the meaning of the word as used in the body of this thesis: ‘Literally, the study of being;

but usually used in political theory in a sense which ultimately stems from modern

phenomenology, to mean the underlying assumptions about reality, especially social reality, that

% £.C.S. Schiller, Humanism: Philosophical Essays (London: MacMillan, 1912).

% D.I. Barnett, S.J. Surma & J.T. Srzednicki, (eds.), Collected Works of Stanislaw Lesniewski (Dordrecht; Kluwer,
1992).

% Stephen White, ‘Weak Ontology and Liberal Political Reflection’, Political Theory, 25, 4 (August 1997), p.502-3.
Also see W.V.0O. Quine, From A Logical Point of View: 9 Logico-Philosophical Essays (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1953). |

" Hans Burkhardt and Barry Smith {eds.), The Handbook of Metaphysics and Ontology (Vol.2) (Munich:
Philosophia Verlag, 1991).

! White, '‘Weak Ontology and Liberal Political Reflection’, p.503.
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are made in some given outlook.”® This general definition is useful, and surpasses older
definitions’, as it highlights the problem at the heart of understanding Berlin's ontology; namely
uncovering assumptions within Berlin's use of language.

Some recent literature has offered prolonged interpretation of the term. A very useful

article that has confronted the problem of ontology holds relevance for this study. Stephen K.
White contends that in the last few decades an ‘ontological shift' is visible, due to an increasing

number of scholars employing the term. He explains this ‘shift’ signifying the reaction of

scholarship to the ‘late modern’ period where

‘the sense of living in late modernity implies a greater awareness of the conventionality of
much of what has been take for certain in the modern West. The recent ontological drift
might then be characterised generally as the result of a growing propensity to interrogate
more carefully those ‘entities’ presupposed by our typical ways of seeing and doing in the
modern world. One of the entities most thrown into question has been our conception of
the human sul::aject.'M

On the problem of definition and understanding of ontology, White believes that

'‘the lack of explicit thematization has been at least partially a measure of modernity's seif-
confidence. It is precisely the waning of this self-confidence that engenders such a
widespread recourse to ontological reflection. Accordingly, the current drift might now be
seen as an attempt to think ourselves, and being in general, in ways that depart from the
dominant ontological investments of mc::dernity.l'?5

Buiiding on this contextualised understanding of ontology, White creates the duality of ‘weak’ and

'strong’ ontologies. White explains:

'strong are those ontologies that claim to reflect for us ‘the way the world is,’ or how

72 Roger Scruton (ed.), A Dictionary of Political Thought (London: MacMillan, 1982).

" See, for instance, Alasdair Macintyre, *Ontology’, The Encyclopaedia of Philosophy (New York: MacMillan,
1967)

™ White, ‘Weak Ontology and Liberal Political Reflection’, p.503.

" White, ‘Weak Ontology and Liberal Political Reflection’, p.503.
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God's being stands for human being, or what human nature is. For strong ontologies, the
whole question of passages from ontological truths to moral-political ones is relatively
clear....[however], weak ontologies are...not rooted in a crystalline conviction of ultimate
cognitive truth. Rather, their proponents acknowledge that they are interpretations of the
world. They are contestable pictures with a validity claim that is two-dimensional.'”

So, the ‘ontologies’ of Bentham and Schiller cited in the OED are examples of ‘strong’ ontologies
that seek ultimate truths. The way in which | view Berlin's ontological commitment also falls into
this category. | will argue that, for Berlin, there are ontological truths that cannot be contested.

Berlin's ontological commitment can also be contrasted with continental understandings of
ontology. White links the thought of Heidegger to Foucault, Derrida and Lyotard, summing up that

Heidegger

‘gave ontological investigation a historical dimension, insofar as he reacted against the
dominant, modern way of understanding human being or subjectivity an indicated the
whole tradition of Western metaphysics, which, in his view, had sought cognitive
frameworks in which to ‘grasp’ being conclusively.’”

Indeed, Heidegger's complicated attempt to confront the fundamental question of being in Being

and Time™ can be viewed as one of the problems | wish to unpick. Elden states (after quoting

Heidegger on Newton), that ‘it is clear Dasein and truth are fundamentally linked, that truth is

context de;::‘endent."?9 This gets closer to the way in which | conceive ontology, for Berlin's role

and textual output can tell us something important about broader conceptions of ‘truth’ and

’® White, ‘Weak Onto ogy and Liberal Political Reflection’, p.505-6.

" White, ‘Weak Ontology and Liberal Political Reflection’, p.504.

"® Martin Heidegger, Being and Time [trans. J McQuarrie and E. Robinson] (Oxford: Blackwell, 1969).

™ Stuart Elden, Mapping the Present: Heidegger, Foucault and the Project of a Spatial History
(London: Continuum, 2001), p.S.
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‘existence’, subject and object, and how these conceptions relate to what we understand as

‘context’.
| propose a specific definition of ontology which challenges conventional understandings

of Berlin. 'Ontology' was chosen as a vital term that encompassed a sense of broad interlocking

political, cultural and intellectual contexts behind complicated forms of expression. Ontology is
language contextually understood; an acknowledgment that modes of thought are saturated by

peculiar contextual landscapes. The usefulness of such an approach is that it complicates an

otherwise unacknowledged set of conceptual problems surrounding the study of Isaiah Berlin,

and the study of twentieth century liberalism more generally. The use of the term ontology Is,
therefore, a conscious attempt to expand methodological boundaries and challenge the
vocabulary that dominates Berlin scholarship.

‘Ontology’ in this thesis denotes a contextualised elaboration on the philosophical
connotations of thé term, and is fixated on the wider philosophical implications of a study such as
this. The term, as | uncjerstand and deploy it, will involve the description of patterns of language,
comment on the conditions that allow for the production of these patterns, and explore how
certain vocabularies make up anci sustain these patterns. Ontology is therefore a term anchored
in discourse, and only understandable through discourse analysis centred on Berlin's use of
language. In a wider sense, | define the term ontology as a statement on the transition from
modernity to postmodernity, which is what White means by his ‘weak’ and ‘strong’ dichotomy.
Postmodernism has created a philosophically transparent lens through which to retrieve possible

meanings. The definition | have employed is a useful way in which to approach an analysis of
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Berlin's discursive impact, and it will become clear how the term can effectively blend
understandings of the abstract and the concrete. The difficulty is deciding whether to agree that
“ontology’ is assumed widely to imply a denial of free human choice.” A central tension is clearly

the question over the extent to which the scholar can claim to elucidate ‘implicit’ attitudes that

emanate from a definable ontology.

Context

In Chapter One | wish to move towards an understanding of the cold war as a cultural landscape
that is best viewed as a set of narratives that represented, at root, the internalisation of definite
values. This begins to set the contextual basis for an appreciation of the operation of Berlin's texts.
| wish to approach the question of the relationship of the ‘abstract’ and the ‘real-world', unravelling
how | should begin to locate an intellectual figure such as Berlin. | concentrate on the way in
which' values simultaneously reflected complex foreign and domestic concerns, became
internalised as such, and formalised intb th? cultural cold war, This is a vital approach, as Berlin
has been labelled by Said as supplying the west with its ‘seif-image’ during the cold war.”’
Clearly, the relationship between ideas and reality, text and context, needs to be considered. |
examine the theoretical implications of writing on hegemony and modernity. | finish the chapter by
looking at how the alternative narratives of Apocalypse and Science Fiction can yield insights into
the nature of the cold war, Placing these alongside the more accepted narratives of religion, and
* Fred R. Dallmayr, ‘Ontology of Freedom: Heidegger and Political Philosophy', Political Theory, 12, 2 (May

1984), p.204.
"' Said, End of The Peace Process, p.218.
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later colonialism, the ground is prepared for an original perspective in which to view the work of
Berlin.

Chapter Two concentrates on Berlin's precise intellectual role within this context. My
historiographical survey illustrates how the term ‘intellectual’ is a term understood and deployed in
a variety of ways, normally with an exaggerated sociological or biographical slant. This usually
means our understanding of ‘intellectual functions' within society becomes distorted. | survey the
historiographical trends surrounding this problematic term, and examine how it is that certain
ideas of ‘the intellectual’ remain surprisingly dominant. | then offer a comparative sketch,
concentrating mainly on French and British conceptions of the intellectual, in an effort to pin down
the intellectual in a specifically national culture. Finally, 1 examine a sociological model which
places Berlin in the role of ‘preserver'. | suggest that Berlin assumed a deceptive ‘passivity’ in
cold war anticommunist discourse. This means his ‘role' has been largely neglected, or at least
underestimated. Berlin begins to emerge as a problematic figure whose role was elusive, and
whose impact was only detectable through an understanding of the relationship between text and
cdntext.

In Chapter Three, this context becomes problematised even further. In this chapter | detail
the nature of Berlin's Zionism. In contrast with thinkers who appear as his intellectual opposites
(namely Noam Chomsky and Edward Said) Berlin emerges as a thinker potentially at odds with
the liberalism he purports to represent. | offer an extended case study detailing the way in which
Berlin became embroiled in an ideological disagreement with Index on Censorship. The

magazine had published a thought-provoking and controversial piece by Chomsky concerned
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with American journalistic coverage of the Jewish-Palestinian conflict. Berlin's involvement places
further question marks over his role as liberal intellectual, and throws new light on the ‘reality’ of
his ‘passive-preserver’ intellectual role. This episode also uncovers how Berlin conceived the

public and private ‘realms’.

Chapter Four shifts focus towards the problems of method, style and the use of language
in the work of Berlin. This is the final chapter before an extended textual analysis of Berlin's work.
It is in this chapter that | scrutinise his intellectual legacy in depth and offer a critique of his
methodology. For instance, an analysis of Berlin's ‘reconstructive imagination’ raises many
complex questions. Throughout his career Berlin chose to remain aloof from the sensitive
methodological issues surrounding the study of texts. For instance, he does not acknowledge, as
Said suggests, that texts can ‘misconstrue reality'. On the contrary, Berlin attempted to fit ‘what an
individual may have thought' into patterns that ‘accord with life'. | contrast Berlin's methodology
with the broadly ‘postmodern’ methodology of Foucault and Said. This avenue of investigation is
not without its dilemmas, for one must remember that writers such as Said were extremely partisan
and, although | see methodological value in the work of Said, it must be appreciated that many of
his conclusions are far from unproblematic.sz

Text

Chapter Five begins a systematic analysis of Berlin's texts, introducing the concepts of ‘space’,
'normality’, '‘power’ and ‘the Other’ to make sense of the way in which Berlin's texts are animated

by concerns that can be detected through Berlin's use of language. This approach not only

% See Patrick Williams (ed.), Edward Said [4 vols.] (London: SAGE, 2000) for a hugely useful collection of articles
on Said's legacy.
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confirms my earlier thoughts on the problematic nature of context, but also cpens up the breadth
of possibilities on the interpretation of language patterns. This leads to thoughts on ‘cold war
Orientalism’, and a firm setting for a sustained textual analysis in the subsequent chapters. | also

introduce the idea that it is possible to pin down Berlin's liberal ontology.

Chapter Six is an attempt to deepen and strengthen the ideas introduced in the previous
chapter. | wish to link Berlin to specific thinkers, ending with the point that Berlin consistently
displays a form of moral knowledge that is, in simple terms, an ‘instructive morality' - a kind of
moaus operandi on Berlin's part. This morality is itsélf indicative of wider cold war concerns,
where external intellectual pressures (most prevalent in the formal discourse of cold war) become
manifested through an internalising process that pervades not only conscious anticommunist
'speech-acts’, but the whole configuration of language. | examine Berlin's two most influential
essays, 'Two Concepts of Liberty' anql ‘Historical Inevitability’, and uncover the implicit meanings
within these ideologically charged texts. This chapter begins to identify what | term the
'vocabulary of power’ that Berlin employs.

Chapter Seven consolidates the textual analysis begun in the previous chapter, _?
continuing to explore Berlin's writing on a variety of thinkers, paying close attention to Berlin's
relaﬁionship to the ‘liberal tradition’. These further explorations uncover further evidence of Berlin's
ideological preoccupations and ingrained assumptions, and confirm the complicated nature of the
intellectual process surrounding the production of his texts.

Finally, Chapter Eight, somewhat speculatively, explores the notion that Berlin also

employed a ‘vocabulary of place'. This geopoliticél dimension to Berlin's thought necessarily
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encompasses his attitudes on lIsrael and the cold war, as well as more abstract notions of

" nationalism, recognition and violence. This chapter serves as an attempt to tie together the

disparate contextual and textual approaches of my thesis before | embark on the conclusion.

Synthesis

| have come to view Berlin in a similar way to E.H. Carr, who wrote, ‘[ilt is perhaps unfair to hold
Sir Isaiah responsible for his disciples. Even when he talks nonsense, he earns our indulgence by
talking it in an enéaging and attractive way".”> There is no denying the strength of Berlin's style.
His writing is elegant and rich (arguably overly so given the subject matter), his essays are at
once erudite and exaggeratedly stylised. Yet, there is more than stylistic surface-tension here
because, with Isaiah Berlin, we are dealing with depths that stylistic sheen cannot conceal. | am
interested in the function of language, and the unravelling of implicit meaning and assumption.
When considering Berlin on ‘assumption’, it is with a certain tentativeness that | read Skegestad's

point on the way in which Berlin treated nineteenth century philosophers,

'he [Berlin] chose to emphasize the assumptions that they held in common, which they
took too much for granted to be even aware of, and which we no longer share...[t}wentieth
century totalitarianism, Berlin goes on to argue, is born out of the disappointment
attendant upon the breakdown of this set of assumptions. |f rational solutions cannot
always be found, forcible solutions usually can.”

The irony here, which resonates throughout my thesis, is that Berlin did not pause to question 'his

own set of assumptions, themselves internalised and naturalised by his formative experiences to a

® E.H. Carr, What is History? (London: Penguin, 1990), p.9.
. Skagestad, ‘Collingwood and Berlin: A Comparison’, p.109.
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point where expressions of ‘instructive morality’ are not seen as problematic occurrences,
themselves emanating from the elitist, dominant forms of formalised western moral knowledge.
With this idea absorbed, it becomes clear that the role of the intellectual in western life was pivotal

in the cultural cold war in covert as well as overt ways.

The further irony, clearly, is that | am also claiming to identify patterns of assumption in
texts removed from my personal context. However, an approach that embraces methodology that
uncovers and explains patterns of discursive activity is a transparent approach to a complex

problem. | do find sympathy with what | call 'leftist’ interpretations, and find the neo-Nietzschean

ideas of Dumm compelling. This probably means that | accept ‘systems' of some kind, yet | view
this more as an acceptance of the existence of the certainty that texts ‘operate’ in contexts yet
described. To operate is to create meaning. To decipher this meaning is to offer a context, but not
to presume that this is the only possible context.

The approach offered by Dumm is a genealogical interpretation of an operation in the
context of normality and space. The tides of postcolonialism and postmodernism flowed past
Berlin whilst he was still actively publishing, and | am intrigued by the consistency of his opinions
and methodology in the face of wider intellectual shifts. As a qfxick example of this, Berlin wrote
‘the more specifically we look at the world, the less we can say about it‘as. which seems to go
against most scholarship in the second half of the twentieth century, with the increasing focus on
the potential value of deconstructive theory, and the advancement of the opinion that focusing on

specific aspects of texts and narrative reduces the possibility of a rational analysis of history

® Isaiah Berlin, ‘The Concept of Scientific History’ [1960] in The Proper Study of Mankind , p.57.
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Another methodological ‘black-spot’ within the work of Berlin is gender. Apart from the
very brief appearance of Hannah Arendt, Anna Akmatova, Virginia Woolf and Simone de Beauvoir
in various contexts, women do not figure highly in my thesis as a consequence. Berlin never

touched upon the issue of gender, as with so many other issues that he did not approach. On the

iIssue of feminism in relation to Berlin's liberalism, Crowder notes that ‘a more hostile feminist

response is that both negative and positive conceptions of liberty ought to be rejected, because

both contain an inherently masculine bias'™. He goes on to detail the thoughts of Diana Cools,

who argues that (in Crowder's words)

'to emphasise negative non-interference is to promote the standard liberal commitment to
a private realm of society in which public intervention is forbidden or discouraged. Yet it is

this private realm, including the family and perhaps civil society more broadly, that has
been a traditional site of women's oppression.”’

Elsewhere, Joan Cocks writes of Berlin's dismissive attitude towards Hannah Arendt, and | look in
some depth at the contrast Cocks makes between the ‘realist’ vision of Arendt toward the Jewish

future, and the strangely blinkered liberal-idealism of Berlin's Zionism in Chapter Eight.
However, it is only necessary at this point to make clear that | view Berlin's approach to

the ‘history of ideas’ as methodologically flawed on many levels, which will become clear through

my construction of a new conception of ‘the Berlinian'. It should also become clear that | am not

offering a ‘Foucauldian’ or ‘Marxist’ analysis of Berlin, but an analysis that is perhaps best

- Crowder, Isaiah Berlin, p.90.

°" Crowder, Isaiah Berlin, p.90. See also Diana Coole, ‘Constructing and Deconstructing Liberty: A Feminist and
Poststructuralist Analysis’, Political Studies, 41 (1993), pp.83-95.
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ostmodernist’ '
P ernist’ approach in an attempt to create original insights and fresh context



PART 1 - Context
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Towards a Cultural Cold War Context: 1945-1967
Introduction
In this long first chapter | wish to undertake a series of explorations. The purpose of these
explorations is to begin the process of contextualisation; to interrogate traditional interpretations of
the cold war; to promote the theoretical possibility of discursive understandings of aspects of
Berlin's thought; and, ultimately, to prepare the ground for the methodological approach | propose

in the thesis. | use new evidence to stress the extent to which Berlin was, sporadically, on the

intellectual front line in the cold war.

The process of locating Berlin within this cold war context begins with an interrogation of
the idea of cold war. The cold war, a problematised site since the influx of cultural interpretations
of the period, is viewed as a series of narratives that reflect values and assumptions produced by
contextually based preoccupations and anxieties. An exploration of the formalisation of cold war

culture that led to identifiable discursive practices helps to develop and understanding of the way

in which Berlin became embedded in an identifiable value system, as well as a national ‘space’.
An examination of the Congress For Cultural Freedom (CCF) and the intellectual elite
leads to questions of material interest and geopolitics. From this contextualised exploration the
chapter arrives at a stage where | introduce the possibility that the implicit language of liberalism
masks contemporary issues of real importance. Arguing for the validity of a re-interpretation of the
cold war by viewing the period as an activated set of narrative sites, the chapter ends with the

possibility that ‘meaning’ in cold war culture can be sought through a contextually based
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discursive approach. This begins the preparation for the discourse analysis | undertake in the
second part of the thesis. This approach entertains the possibility that textual representations
affect the physical operations of political culture in the cold war context. Narrative analysis will

illustrate how, the cold war context, ‘implicit meaning’ and perception of meaning became

unusually heightened representations of reality. Therefore, an original study of Berlin demands
movement away from a rigidly ‘cold war' framework towards an analysis based on the meaning of

the language he employed.

[saiah Berlin and ‘Real-World' Connections in the Cold War Context

The period 1945-1967 is specified because these were the years Berlin played an important part
in formulating what Said termed the western ‘self-image’ in cold war culture. Berlin's famous
lecture ‘Two Concepts of Liberty’, published in 1958, argued for a particular form of freedom and
rejected overly coercive political philosophies. 1967 was the year that the abstract view of liberty
began to lose its rose-tinted appeal as it emerged that the CCF had received government funding
for years.

The ‘cold war' can be understood as a theoretical narrative context broadly understood,
not necessarily restricted by geopolitical boundaries. For instance, correspondence between
Berlin and Melvin Lasky illustrates how American intellectuals concerned with Europe shared
common assumptions and attitudes about Communism apd totalitarianism. Berlin in many ways

embodied the parallel American and British experience in the post-1945 world. Berlin spent a

considerable amount of time in American and British governmental and educational institutions.
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The positivity he expressed towards Anglo-American culture, linked to his condemnation of
communism, meant that he embodied a set of values that 'characterised western cold war
discourse. In turn, these values, if not stated explicitly, can be traced in Berlin's implicit use of
language.

It is important to emphasise that ideas and attitudes that came to define Berlin's cold war
thought did not somehow miraculously appear in 1945, Later in this chapter, my discussion of
religious rhetoric will dwell on a cold war narrative trend with roots deep in the western

experience, Indeed, during the documentary ‘I'm Going To Tamper With Your Beliefs A Little',

Berlin recalled the 1930s as a decade that shaped his belief system to a significant degree. In

conversation with Stuart Hampshire he said

‘| was brought up during Abyssinia and Spain, and those thi‘ng have permanently altered
my thought. | can't think of politics except in terms of a certain amount of black and white
where totalitarianism does represent a very, very black kind of regime indeed. We were
conditioned by what went on in the thirties, and remain permanently under the influence of
that. At least | speak for myself. This is what shaped my thought ever-after.'

Clearly, the seeds were sown for a profound distrust of totalitarianism in all its forms. By the way
Berlin speaks of this period, it is clear a hgbit of thinking in ‘black and white' was also formed. This
polarisation of thought was transparently political, and it is interesting to relate this directly to his
cold war essays ‘Two Concepts of Liberty' and ‘Historical Inevitability'. A central theme in these
texts is the use of dualities by Berlin to argue his case. Whether Berlin is discussing negative and
positive liberty, determinism and free will, or even hedgehogs and foxes, he continuously displays

a penchant for polarisation and duality. More importantly for present concerns is the fact that

*® I'm Going to Tamper With Your Beliefs a Little. Dir. Michael Chanan. Logic Lane. 1972,
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although Berlin seemed to view political allegiance as ‘black and white’, his work in the cold war
period would become less explicitly anticommunist. It could be argued that Berlin's writing was

explicitly anticommunist up to 1950. Galipeau cites a letter to The New York Times confirming

Berlin's engagement with anticommunism”, and Galipeau states that Berlin, in interview, was

‘rather proud’ of his cold war liberalism.” Furthermore, Galipeau views Berlin's 1949 article ‘The

Anglo-American Predicament”' as a statement of Berlin's belief that

‘the United States was the main guarantor of civil liberties in the Western world. It was the
major power resisting the communist threat from Russia and Eastern Europe. For this
reason, he argued that Britain should accept the new worldhistorical position and pre-
eminent role of the United States."”

Berlin was clearly defining his allegiance witﬁ American hegemony, however, | would argue that
the period after 1950 saw Berlin develop a style of writing that moved away from explicit
denunciations of communism. Instead, Berlin would more subtly express the ‘white’ ideals of the
western world. Subtle anticommunists like Berlin have not been as well documented as the more

visible anti-communist intellectuals™. Literature on the visibly anticommunist intellectuals illustrate
the extent of blatant anticommunism in America and Britain. For example, Schrecker writes ‘that

anticommunist crusade - McCarthyism - dominated American politics during the late 1940s and

1950s. It used all the power of the state to turn dissent into disloyalty and, in the process,

* Isaiah Berlin, ‘Attitude on Marxism Stated: Dr. Berlin Amplifies His Remarks Made At Mount Holylake', letter to
The New York Times, 8 July 1949, p.18.

* Ga ipeau, Isaiah Berlin's Liberalism, n.54, p.134,

? \saiah Berlin, ‘The Anglo-American Predicament’, Listener, 29 September 1949, pp.518-9.

% Galipeau, Isaiah Berlin’s Liberalism, n.54, p.134.

* For an examination of state-sponsored propaganda in the USA see Nicholas J. Cull, ‘The Man Who Invented
Truth: Edward R. Murrow as director of USIA', Cold War History, 4, 1 (2003), pp.23-48.
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drastically narrowed the spectrum of acceptable political debate.”™ It was a surreal collaborative
project that ‘created timidity' in the general population; indeed, ‘patriotism, it seems, expediated
the injustices of McCarthyism'%. This shift in America can also be detected to a lesser extent in

British culture, with a different type of intellectual engagement exemplified by Berlin; an anxious,
less vitriolic anticommunism, yet equally virulent at the moral-philosophical level. The post-1945
world was punctuated by profound psychological shifts within intellectual circles, as well as wider

society, towards the ultimate meaning of politics. In America, for instance, in the ‘real-world’

context,

'la] few years earlier educators, labour leaders and businessmen would have been
outraged at the idea that outside investigators could induce them to punish their
employees or associates for political reasons. However, by 1949, most of these people
subscribed to a set of assumptions that placed national security above the Constitution
and Communism below it. These assumptions -~ about the critical nature of the world
situation and the alien nature of Communism - enabled most Americans to view the

repressive measures taken against alleged Communism as necessary for the survival of
06
the U.S!'

This led to some intellectuals consciously modelling themselves into ‘cold warriors'. Transatlantic
American intellectuals such as Melvin Laskygr would become prominent anticommunist

personalities in the cold war era. Berlin came to symbolise and shape the western ‘self-image’,

and he can also be linked to these dynamic and increasingly influential and mobile intellectuals
who concerned themselves with Europeén affairs. Hence, even the more abstract aspects of

Berlin's cold war links take on real-world connotations.

*Ellen Schrecker, Many Are The Crimes: McCarthyism in-America (London: Little, Brown & Co.,1998), p.x.

% Schrecker, Many Are The Crimes: McCarthyism in America, p.Xiv.

% Schrecker, Many Are The Crimes: McCarthyism in America, p.xiv.

*" Der Monat was founded in 1948. Melvin Lasky was editor until 1958. He edited the magazine again from 1978
to 1983. From 1958 until 1991 he edited Encounter (co-edited with Stephen Spender until 1967).
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In 1950 Lasky, then editor of Der Monat, wrote to Berlin suggesting he should supply
plentiful footnotes to his translated ‘Political Ideas in the Twentieth Century’, 'making reference to
the best literature in the field - this is most important for thousands of copies (and reprints) go into

the Soviet Zone and it is good that the readers get some notion what has been published in the

west.” In 1951, Lasky writes ‘the reaction among students (especially in the East-Zone
universities behind the Iron Curtain) has been so favourable that we are making a reprint of some

five thousand copies for 'special distribution'.”™ Furthermore, later that year, Lasky writes that

Berlin's article had ‘go[ne] underground ‘fashion’ into Soviet Germany and illegally circulate[d} in

the 6 Leninist-Stalinist universities (Jena, Dresden, Rostock, Greifswald, Leipzig, Halle)."

Within these letters there is not only genuine enthusiasm from Lasky (and also, seemingly,
thousands of students in the East-Zone), for Berlin's work but also, crucially, Berlin is on the

intellectual front line’ in the cold war, and is being encouraged to do so by energetic and forceful

cold war warriors such as Lasky. Berlin continued to publish on themes that reinforced cold war

ideals, and was asked by Josselson, in 1966, to become the become the British representative in

the CCF. In a letter to Lasky Berlin wrote 'l tried to assure him and Sheppard Stone that | was not

the man - not British enough -, as it were, t00 busy, too uninterested in Africa and Asia, too likely

"' These letters symbolise the extent Berlin became

to irritate your Arab collaborators.
increasingly embedded in the cold war intellectual journalistic establishment in the west. To a

significant degree, these affiliations must have shaped and focused on Berlin's thought on the

* Unpublished letter, Melvin Lasky to Isaiah Berlin, 28 September 1950. Oxford, Bodleian Library, MS Berlin 264.
99Unpul::. ished letter, Melvin Lasky to Isaiah Berlin, 2 February 1951.0xford, Bodleian Library, MS Berlin 264.
"% Unpublished letter, Melvin Lasky to Isaiah Berlin, 24 March 1951. Oxford, Bodieian Library,MS Berlin 264.
" Unpublished letter, Melvin Lasky to Isaiah Berlin, 24 March 1951. Oxford, Bodleian Library,MS Berlin 264.
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meaning of cold war. They also illustrate how Berlin conceived himself somehow outside the
| direct, formal concerns of organisations such as the CCF. Yet, and the point must be made clear,
even before examining the more abstract impact of Berlin's texts in creating the western ‘self

image’, it is clear that he played a discernible and important role in authoring the dissemination of

western ideals beyond the lron Curtain.

So, the extent of the anticommunist ‘crusade’ was not only significant in its ‘visible' sense - the

transmission of ideas via journalistic networks - but also the ‘invisible' way in which Anglo-

American sensibilities were being steadily transformed. This psychological shift sprang from the
necessity for an entirely new set of allegiances in the early cold war period. Schrecker believed
this process of transformation was only conceivable with a major ideological shift: ‘it was a
complex process, involving partisan politics‘. bureaucratic infighting, intellectual conversions, legal
proceedings, congressional investigations, and the not always well coordinated activities of the
various elements of the anticommunist network’,' Although not implicated as a vehemently
explicit denunciator of communism in the Anglo-American context, Berlin nevertheless fits into a
niche that attacked Soviet culture for its repressive nature whilst simultaneously advocating
western democratic conceptions of freedom.

Berlin would later define the conception of freedom in great detail, and | will deal with his
complex conception of freedom in the second section of the thesis. Berlin's conception of

freedom has at its root a set of ontological assumptions with a definite moral core. Using similar

102

Schrecker, Many Are The Crimes, p.120.
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language that created the impression of a ‘generically traditional ‘other" ™, anti-communism in

general sought to denounce communism as immoral, whilst implicitly reinforcing the dominant
western moral and political norms. Prominent anti-communists infamously generated paranoia,

creating an ‘aura of criminality’ around communists residing in Anglo-American s;aciety. Berlin,
concentrating his focus outward towards the Soviet Unioni. served to strengthen anti-communism
by helping to create the impression that distinctive character traits could be associated with
communism, for instance claiming determinism ‘turns out to rest either on a mythology or on a

y 104

metaphysical dogma.'™ The collection of essays in The Soviet Mind illustrate this point by

emphasising the differences between Soviet and western society as resting on fundamentally
different forms of existence. The collection of essays in Liberty illustrates how Berlin had
internalised these concerns, and implicitly presented western capitalist democracy as the natural
foundation for true freedom.

These essays, the majority conceived between 1945 and 1967, served to reinforce moral
and political norms. Seen alongside the development of cold war culture, where ostensibly
apolitical cultural organisations and institutions became increasingly politicised, Berlin can be
seen as an intellectual figure who related to, and indeed defined perceptions of ideology. Away
from these abstract assertions, it is clear that Berlin was undoubtedly, to some extent, a part of
formalised cold war culture, as he published articles in Foreign Affairs, and Encounter, the

periodical of the CCF., As | will outline, in 1966-7 articles appeared in the New York Times,

' Schrecker, Many Are The Crimes, p.121.

'%\saiah Berlin, ‘Historical Inevitability’ [1954] in Liberty, p.155.
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Ramparts and the Saturday Evening Post that revealed the CIA had financed Encounter. The

challenge is how to conceive Berlin within this context.

Emphasising the Formalised Nature of Cold War Culture

Christopher Lasch's essay, 'The Congress for Cultural Freedom' in The Agony of the American
Left, published in 1969, was the first effort to link the idea of cold war to its cultural impact. It now
seems essential to make the case that this relationship was formalised, and consciously

generated by certain individuals embedded within Anglo-American political culture. The CCF was

an extensive ‘network of intelligence personnel, political strategists, the corporate establishment,
.and the old school ties of the lvy League universities'” that served to bolster and sustain certain

western 'cold war' values. Stoner-Saunders writes:

'[Tlhe US government committed vast resources to a secret programme of cultural
propaganda in western Europe. A central feature of this programme was to advance the
claim that it did not exist. It was managed, in great secrecy, by America's espionage arm,
the Central Intelligence Agency. The centrepiece of this covert campaign was the
Congress for Cultural Freedom...At its peak, [the Congress] had offices in thirty-five
countries, employed dozens of personnel, published over twenty prestige magazines,
held art exhibitions, owned a news and features service, organised high profile
international conferences...Its mission was to nudge the intelligentsia of western Europe
away from its lingering fascination with Marxism and Communism towards a view more

accommodating of ‘the American way".w'6

This complex network of influence coloured vital aspects of Anglo-American discourse. The nature
of intellectual allegiance was altered, shaping and polarising the western intellectual climate. It

was a product of the ideological shift in post-1945 Anglo-America, and was the psychological

"® Frances Stoner-Saunders, Who Paid the Piper?: The CIA and the Cultural Cold War (London: Granta, 1999),
p.1-2.
'% Stoner-Saunders, Who Paid the Piper?, p.1.
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‘internalisation’ of a set of new norms and values in the western cold war world. The number of
academics, writers and artists directly involved with the CCF was considerable.”” Those indirectly
involved with the CCF - either through avowed support, or unwittingly writing for a financed

magazine - includes a significant proportion of those writing in conservative-liberal Anglo-
American discourse. Naturally, the wide readership, and influence, of literature Iinked to the CCF
meant the cultural waves formed by the CIA were formidable. At the 1950 Berlin conference of the
CCF a ‘Freedom Manifesto’ was conceived, which would become the ‘framework for judging the

commitment of individuals and individuals to total freedom of expression, to the uninhibited flow of

ideas and opi’nions."103 However, this ‘uninhibited flow of ideas and opinions’ did not stop some of

the more strident anti-communists from proposing a formal intolerance of Marxist ideas. This, as
Stoner-Saunders writes,

'‘was vociferously contested by the British contingent, who demanded that the offending
reference be excised. Essentially, the British were objecting to the assumption that....the

writings of Marx and Lenin were ‘less political philosophy than the field manual of Soviet
109 ‘
strategy".

It must be emphasised, therefore, that the CCF was not necessarily an institution that was
dominated by the ethos of anticommunism. Indeed, the American sociologist Edwards Shils wrote

that

'from 1945 onward, 'anti-Communists’ and ‘cold warriors’ were reviled as liars, as
reactionaries, as enemies of good relations between the peoples, as enemies of social
justice and freedom...This was the situation in which the [CCF] came into existence. It was
very unpopular. Its publications were treated scornfully. Encounter was shunned and

o7 (Detailed at length in Stoner-Saunders)

"% Stoner-Saunders, Who Paid the Piper?, p.83.
'® Stoner-Saunders, Who Paid the Piper?, p.82.
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disparaged.'"

However, Shils elevates the idea of the CCF to a level that he believes warrants historical parallel

with other ‘great’ intellectual enterprises:

‘The Congress for Cultural Freedom fits into a tradition of intellectuals of a common

outiook joined together in a common task - it is a product of the 18" century
Enlightenment. | think it is not wrong to see its forerunners in the circle which produced

the Encyclopedie.’ "

Although not vehemently anticommunist, the CCF promoted western values, and was an

intellectual community that strove toward goals that were inherently ‘proper’, rational, morally

correct, and humane. However, tensions remain between these high-minded abstractions and the
context of government funding; tensions that can be forgotten behind the rhetoric of cosy'

communality of contemporary liberal thought. As Said points out, organised anticommunism leads

to the nature of liberal discourse being extremely problematic:

'‘Whole systems of discourse derived from anticommunism from the supposed pragmatism
of the end of ideology school to its short lived inheritor in the past few years, the end of
history school. Far from being a passive defence of freedom, organised anticommunism in
the U.S. led aggressively to covert support by the CIA for otherwise unexceptionable
groups such as the Congress of Cultural Freedom - which was involved not only in the
world wide distribution of The God That Failed, but in subsidising magazines such as
Encounter - as well as the infiltration of labour unions, student organisations, churches and

. - 112
universities.'

Part of the problem with this intellectual climate was one of avowed and un-avowed ideological

"% Edward Shils, ‘Remembering the Congress For Cultural Freedom', Encounter, 1990, p.55.

""" Edward Shils, ‘Remembering the Congress For Cultural Freedom', p.56.

"' Edward Said, Representations of the Intellectual: The 1993 Reith Lectures (London: Vintage, 1994), p.83. See
also Stefan Collini's chapter ‘Intellectuals in Britain and France in the Twentieth Century: Confusions, Contrasts -
and Convergence?'’, in J. Jennings (ed.), Intellectuals in Twentieth Century France (London:MacMillan,1993)
esp. p.211, 217. '
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allegiance. In America, the case of Whitaker Chambers is a good example of the assumptions and
problems surrounding the ‘literary-intellectual’. in the early 1930s, Chambers wrote for the New
Masses, before writing for (and eventually partially editing) Time, and contributing articles to Life.

During the 1930s, Chambers was attached to the Communist Party ‘underground’ which was ‘an

open secret to many of his former associates on the literary Left. Most of them knew nothing very
specific about what his Party work actually entailed, of course, but they knew it was clandestine -
and they also knew that the Party served the interests of the Soviet Union."

In 1948-50, Chambers was a pivotal witness in the infamous Alger Hiss perjury trial case,

when he named Hiss as an underground Communist. On the weight of the testimony of Chambers
(before the House of Un-American Activities Committee), Hiss was jailed for ‘criminal acts that

publicly identified him as a Soviet espionage agent.''"* By this time, Chambers had ‘emerged as a

despised, emblematic figure - the archetypal ex-Communist and counter-revolutionary who was
not to be trusted'' " - and would publish his autobiography, Witness' ", in 1953. In Hilton Kramer's

rather odd treatment of Chambers, Kramer writes

‘Witness fundamentally altered the terms of the political+and intellectual debate that had
been raging within the liberal camp at least since the Moscow Trials in the Thirties: the
debate about the relation in which liberalism stood not only to Communism and Stalinism
but to socialism....(that) debate - essentially a debate among disabused liberals over the
future of liberalism - had reached...a watershed in the fierce divisions...caused by the
Hiss case and the other revelations of spying treason, and disloyalty in the late Forties
and early Fifties. The 'innocent’ liberalism of the Thirties was now seen to be hopelessly
compromised by its inability (or refusal) to resist the corruptions of Communist influence.
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Hilton Kramer, The Twilight of the Intellectuals: Politics and Culture in the Era of the Cold War (Chicago: [.R.
Dee, 1999), p.5.

" Kramer, The Twilight of the Intellectuals, p.6.

Kramer, The Twilight of the Intellectuals, p.5.

""® Whitaker Chambers, Witness, (London: Andre Deutsch, 1953).
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Something else ~ a ‘new’ liberalism — was needed to take its place. Liberals had entered
upon a vast effort to set their own intellectual house in order.!""’

But this meta-narrative, with ideas shifting in prominence and vying for primacy, is a strange
contrast to the Hiss trail itself, which actually ended up as little more than a slanging match, with
Hiss's lawyer branding Chambers a ‘leper’ ", At the time, much was made of the contrasting
personalities of the two men. Chambers, thought of by the prominent literary critic Lionel Trilling
(among others) as a shifty, physically unattractive, opportunistic outsider, is contrasted with Hiss,
who was good-looking, had friends who were ‘society people', and who, at least, stuck by his
beliefs. Without going further into this story”g. it is clear that the intellectual climate specific to cold
war America deeply affected literary, journalistic and academic circles. The nature of the 'House
of Un-American Activities Committee’ that, very publicly, tried and convicted those who were
accused of 'cold war crimes’ reflects more than a desire to ensure ‘cultural freedom’'.

As Stoner-Saunders comments, ‘(the hearing] showed ‘less interest in the names supplied
than in testing the sincerity of the witness's confession’. Leslie Fiedler described the process as a
kind of symbolic ritual when he said that ‘The confession in itself is nothing, but without the
confession...we will not be able to move forward from a liberalism of innocence to a liberalism of
responsibility'.;““0 Within this context, what seems to characterise liberal discourse at this time is

the distance between reality and expression that perhaps, as Shils believed, really did place cold

Y Kramer, The Twilight of the Intellectuals, p.11.

"'® Kramer, The Twilight of the Intellectuals, p.16.

"' See Allen Weinstein, Perjury: The Hiss-Chambers Case (New York: Knopf, 1978); Sam Tanenhaus, Whittaker
Chambers: A Biography (New York: Random House, 1997).

'2 Stoner-Saunders, Who Paid the Piper?, p.282-3.
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war liberals alongside the Enlightenment rationalists. In reality, the liberalism that was
prohulgated was an abstract moralistic creed that need not be questioned. The ‘liberalism of
responsibility’ that’FiedIer described was one that had the weight of government funds and

ideological trials rumbling behind the facade of choice.

In this climate, expressions of reality take on a new level of implicit meaning. Liberal
intellectuals were consciously organising themselves around formalised institutions such as the

CCF, whilst unconsciously subscribing to, and creating, a language of formal liberalism. In the

Anglo-American context it could be argued that Berlin is the archetypical author of such implicit

language. He expresses cold war concerns and assumptions explicitly only occasionally. Yet at
the level of language he constantly expresses himself in the vocabulary of implicit cold war

values. This is perhaps unsurprising considering his proximity to the epicentre of government and

state. It is clear that an understanding of the impact of authorship in this context is the key to
unravelling the meaning of these implicit statements.

Indeed, ‘left-wing’ interpretations can help us to understand how denunciations of
communism in the cold war era can be viewed as self-contradictory. Terry Eagleton brings into
sharp focusl the more concrete political implications within Berlin's implicit statements.
Concentrating on the implicit meaning of Berlin's theoretical stance Eagleton writes ‘Berlin quite
properly rejects the idea that scientific elites should tell the rest of us how to behave; but he
seems to have in mind only party theoreticians rather than capitalist technocrats, an odd exclusion

for a liberal',’’ Away from the alleged contradiction within Berlin's framework of thought, Eagleton

"' Eagleton, Figures of Dissent, p.105.
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stresses the idea that Berlin, on many levels, is removed from a certain type of reality, is 'all too
obviously partisan’, offering ‘coded bits of anti-communism’ in a way that reminds Eagleton that
Berlin is 'loftily sequestered from the indignities that sometimes inspire ordinary men and women

to revolt’,'* Eagleton, clearly illustrating his leftist credentials, stresses the material context of

society that defines Berlin. He states, ‘Berlin writes as the spokesman of a social order that can
afford its dystopian scepticism....there is no particular reason why a don who enjoyed the .

company of the rich and powerful should have backed radical change. Unlike his less fortunate
fellow citizens, he had little need of it’,"®

Scathingly, Eagleton writes that, for Berlin, ‘Marxism or fascism are fully fledged creeds,
whereas a Berlin-like belief in private property, market forces, social elitism and the occasional
imperialist war-is apparently not'."* This makes a case for the material basis of Berlin's thought
that expresses itself through a complex set of value assumptions. The appreciation of these value
assumptions needs lengthy exploration, and will comprise the second half of my thesis. To test the

usefulness of further ‘leftist’ foundations for a critique of Berlin, and to add to these broader

‘material’ considerations in relation to Berlin, it is necessary to turn to the question of hegemony as
well as a host of more abstract theoretical problems. For now, it seems clear that the formalised
nature of cold war culture was a process that privieged the interests of *Anglo-American

government, and shaped the intellectual engagement of Berlin.

1% Eagleton, Figures of Dissent, p.105.
'® Eagleton, Figures of Dissent, p.106.
'** Eagleton, Figures of Dissent, p.107.
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Isaiah Berlin and Abstract’ Connections in the Cold War Context
Hegemony I

The allegation that Berlin represented Anglo-American material interests in the cold war context is

a serious charge. Is it fair to argue that Berlin’s thought, at root, was shot through with the

acceptance of 'social elitism' and the ‘occasional imperialist war'? In an attempt to approach this

question at a level of complexity, | wish to confront a further set of leftist-influenced arguments that
po*tentially place Berlin within a hegemonic global framework. Alongside the assertions from
Eagleton, | have already argued that Berlin wrote within an Anglo-American milieu characterised,
in part, by an increasingly formalised cold war culture. This leads to understanding Berlin's
intellectual role and political influence within a hegemonic culture. With these thoughts in place, a

broadly ‘leftist’ methodological foundation exists that consequently allows a new appreciation of
Berlin's texts with a focus on language and narrative. What emerges is the argument that Berlin

was constrained and characterised by the wider context within which he wrote. An excellent

summation of an internationalist theory of hegemony is offered by the American political scientist
. Robert Keohane. Keohane conceives the core operation of hégemony as the manufacture of

consent by the hegemon:

'negemony is related in complex ways to co-operation and to institutions such as
international regimes. Successful hegemonic leadership itself depends on a certain form
of asymmetrical co-operation. The hegemon plays a distinctive role, providing its partners
with leadership in return for deference; but, unlike an imperial power, it cannot make and
enforce rules without a certain degree of consent from other sovereign states.'®’

"> Robert O. Keohane, After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World Political Economy (Princeton NJ:

Princeton Univ. Press, 1984), p.46.
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This sophisticated observation on international arrangements of power takes into account the fact
that the partners of a hegemon may consciously defer to hegemonic leadership. It could be
argued that this mode!l is more useful in understanding the cold war in western Europe. It is

impossible to deny that in Eastern Europe the Soviet Union exacted crude domination over her
satellite states. However, that America was attempting the ‘altruistic' hegemonic approach,
realising ‘that hegemony can facilitate a certain type of co-o;:Jeratic:n"126 involves a process where

‘domination’ is more difficult to unravel.

It is clear that this territorial hegemony also translated into an ideological hegemony:.
| have already examined the impact the CCF intended to have on ‘the intelligentsia of western
Europe’, shaping generai thought in the region to ‘a view more accommodating of ‘the American
way". Conceived in this manner, territory and ideology are inseparable conceptions of political

opportunity and power within a hegemonic framework. The ideas of Italian Marxist Antonio
Gramsci may help link Berlinto an abstract sense of ideological hegemony. Gramsci suggested

an intertwined relationship between hegemony and the manufactured intellectual force of ‘co-

operation’

'‘Gramsci used the concept of hegemony to express a unity between objective material
forces and ethico-political ideas -~ in Marxian terms, a unity of structure and
superstructure - in which power based on dominance over production is rationalised
through an ideology incorporating compromise or consensus between dominant and
subordinate groups.'m

126
127

Keohane, After Hegemony, p.31.
Robert W. Cox, quoted in Keohane, After Hegemony, p.44.
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This not only helps to explain the primacy of capitalist liberal democracy, but also the structures of
‘vower’ which allow ideas to take on a significant role in any understanding of ideology as a
support to these material conditions. Useful, if not wholly persuasive, the Marxist theory of

ideological hegemony does lead to a possible explanation for the formalised nature of cold war

thought. The implication is that ideological hegemony creates a discursive system that reduces
the possibility of certain forms of expression arising. This discursive system reinforces and
encourages certain value systems. Viewing Berlin within this context implies that any liberalism he

purports to represent is defined by the material interests of the dominant political structure. This

leads to understanding Berlin's intellectual role and political influence as limited and defined by a
hegemonic culture. Complicated methodological tools are needed to make sense of his precise

impact. This explains the basis for an examination of Berlin's thought through the prism of
language, and acts as the foundation for my later explanation of Berlin's ‘vocabularies of power’

and ‘vocabularies of place’.

Modernity and the State

The main problem with any theory of hegemony must be that the ground on which hegemonic
theory rests is a set of metahistorical assertions that renders attempts to locate an intellectual
within a workable context ultimately unsatisfactory. Even if ideological hegemony is to be
accepted, and in some form it must surely be acknowledged, locating Berlin within a useful

context cannot be achieved by returning, ultimately, to theories on the relationship between

‘material forces and ethico-political ideas'. Only through closely examining Berlin's use of
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language can the scholar hope to explain the vocabulary that expressed a set of ingrained
assumptions. Theories on hegemony may help understand the possible foundation for such
assumptions, but do not satisfactorily help us understand the operations of the text within a

specific context. Indeed, it is to ‘postmodernist’ theory that we must turn to gain theoretical

Insights that prove truly efficacious.

In a serise. Berlin fits into a niche that characterises the intersection between modernity

and postmodernity. The idea that the mid-twentieth century was a pivotal period in the evolution of

western thought is not a new one, but to conceive of Berlin as a thinker who lived through the rise

of postmodernism is interesting as, through his texts, he appears totally insulated from the
influence of theoretical advances offered by postmodernists on, for example, theories of the text,

or postcolonialism. Moreover, he was a modernist in the way he approached texts, and the way in

which he viewed history. In Chapter Four | will examine and dismiss Millar Jones's belief that
Berlin ‘embrace[d] the aspect of plurality in postmodernism’, as it seems clear that any attempt to
mould Berlin into a postmodernist are ill-founded. Berlin worked with and embraced the
categories of thought that exemplified modernism, and he never problematised these categories.
Indeed, categories such as ‘liberty’, ‘freedom’, or ‘totalitarianism' were used in the unproblematic,
continuous' way that allowed implicit assumption to flourish, hidden in the flowers of modernist
prose. Elsewhere, Kenny states, ‘it is...tempting to regard his penchant for dichotomous
categor-izations -~ hegative against positive liberty above all - as the normative internalization of

the ‘us’ and ‘them’ logic animating the Cold War."** The following quote from Foucault illuminates

128 Kenny, ‘Isaiah Berlin's Contribution to Modern Political Theory', p.1037.
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further the failings of modernism as a nostalgic, unproblematic set of assumptions that also

impact on agency and knowledge,

'if the history of thought could remain the locus of uninterrupted continuities, if it could
endlessly forge connexions that no analysis could undo without abstraction, if it could
weave, around everything men say and do, obscure synthesis that anticipate for him,

prepare him and lead him endlessly towards his future it would provide a privileged shelter

: : r
for the sovereignty of the consciousness' - .

Here, Foucault is designating a problem that can be found within Berlin's writing. Berlin's texts can

be seen as exemplifying an impression of history as an uninterrupted continuity, a modernist

portrayal of humanness and freedom laced with a tragi-optimism for the future of mankind.

Separated from the need to question the foundation of the freedom he champions, Berlin isolates
and utilises the comfort of normative expression that serves as the ‘privileged shelter for the
sovereignty of the consciousness’. Dealing in non-specifics, Berlin is similar to other thinkers in the
cold war era in that the conception of ‘the state’ is rarely confronted. Berlin expresses cold war
ideals in normative language that also serves to endorse the structure of British government and
state or, as Eagleton would have it, the status quo.

For instance, the standard notion of the ‘body politic' is problematised greatly by the
effects of war, and the ensuing cold war. An interesting quote from Simon Critchley on the French
Revolution reads as follows, ‘with the advent of democracy in the French Revolution, the place of

power becomes an empty space. In democracy, those who govern cannot incarcerate

~ power...power is not occupied by a king, a party leader, an egocrat or a Fuhrer, rather it is

' Michel Foucault, The Archaeology of Knowledge (London: Routledge, 2002), p.9.
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ultimately empty".130 This sense of ‘emptiness’ is often presented by liberals such as Berlin as the
‘area’ in the privacy of the individual is sanctified. The ‘place of power’ in relation to freedom can
never be truly defined, but is an assumed central aspect of any conception of liberal democracy.

Privacy is an ill-defined yet sacred conception. As Neocleous writes ‘the idea of privacy has

become one of the central tropes within debates about bourgeois democracy: defenders like 1o

say that bourgeois democracy's liberal nature protects privacy better than other sys.tem.."131

Indeed, Berlin writes in ‘Two Concepts of Liberty,

'‘the desire not to be impinged upon, to be left to oneself, has been a mark of high

civilisation on the part of both individuals and communities....[t]he sense of privacy itself,

of the area of personal relationships as something sacred in its own right, derives from a
“conception of freedom...scarcely older...than the Renaissance or the Reformation'™*,

Linking this point to a broader one that fits in nicely with the cold war context, Neocleous argues

that ‘defence of privacy historically went hand in hand with its defence of capital. In other words,
in helping shape a particular defence of the individual, ‘privacy’ was ideologically functional to the
consolidation of the power of c:apital."133 So, perhaps we do have a ‘material’ basis for Berlin's
abstractions on freedom that fits more neatly than hegemonic theory. The ‘sovereignty of the
consciousness’, transmitted by Berlin through his thoughts on privacy, may after all lead us back

to his assumptions on western liberalism and, at root, a capitalist ethos. In a wider sense, it can

be argued that Berlin promulgated a 'liberél nationalism' that conceived of a national 'space’ that

' simon Critchley, *Re-tracing the Political’, in D. Campbell & M. Dillon (eds.), The Political Subject of Violence
(Manchester: MUP, 1993), p. 80, quoted in Mark Neocleous, /magining The State (Maidenhead: OUP, 2003),

" p.23.
3! Neocleous, Imagining The State, p.69.
1% 1saiah Berlin, ‘Two Concepts of Liberty' [1958] in Liberty, p.176.

133 Neocleous, Imagining The State, p.69-70.
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had, at root, geopolitical ideals that typified cold war assumptions on geographical space and the
wider world. The cultural and ideological transition that the cold war represents, therefore,
contains subtle and elusive aspects that are often overlooked by traditional cold war

interpretation.

Viewed within the context of hegemony and shifting impressions of modernity it is tempting, as a
starting point, to view the liberalism Berlin purports to represent as defined by the material

interests of the dominant political structure. These material interests increasingly influenced

foreign policy aims within formal political culture, and also influenced the popular imagination. The
popular cold war imagination was based firmly on the generation of fear and difference as

justification for foreign policy aims that were shrOUQed in the rhetoric of freedom. | now wish to

turn to an analysis of western cold war perceptions of the Soviet Union, foreign policy, and how
cold war policy aims have been traditionally conceived. | will then turn to the impact of foreign
policy on the popular imagination, and consider how this impact is traceable through narrative
trends. This analysis of narrative trends will serve as a basis and justification for my

methodological approach to Berlin.

[saiah Berlin and the Wider World

It is now becoming clear that Isaiah Berlin was caught in the web of cold war. He was perfectly
placed to personify Anglo-American discourse when one considers the extent his ideas on

freedom represented the Anglo-American world view, the time he had spent in America during the
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war, his close ties with numerous influential friends and colleagues as evidenced in his
correspondence, and his links with the CCF and its publishing branch. Anglo-American ideas and
values permeated his personal outlook. The work of Berlin in the cold war era was defined, as was
other anticommunist writing, by a complex mixture of perceptions about global politics that
became internalised into certain values which then became impilicitly visible in the anticommunist
use of language. As a foundation to this process of internalisation, | wish to describe how political
aims changed in the period, and consider how political culture and the authors of anticommunist

discourse responded to the altering visions of politicians. Clearly, Berlin exemplifies the

concerned intellectual who whilst looking inward, and advocating the western social order and its
accompanying ideals, also looked outward to criticise the communist social order and its
perceived attendant ideals. This polarisation is prevalent in Berlin's work in his separation of
‘pluralism’ and ‘monism’ as distinct socio-political psychologies. A general overview of the dual
process of looking 'outward’ and ‘inward’ introduces the basis for Berlin's polarisation, and his

ontological position. Berlin's role as a 'passive’ cold war intellectual within this context will be

elucidated in the next chapter.

Looking Outward

Politically, foreign policy ‘aims' took many forms in the cold war era. After 1945, political rhetoric
transformed, and as increasing levels of diplomatic intransigence became evident from both
super-powers, the result was that ideas became conceived as inherently and inevitably divisive.
|deas, _and the perception of these ideas, became viewed as concrete political ends, Within the

western political imagination it was clear that core values vividly clashed with the tenets of Soviet
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Marxism. This clash was not only on the level of the perceived difference between western
pragmatism and Soviet dogmatism in the political arena, but also as inherently opposed over the
more abstract conceptions of choice, privacy, justice, equality and liberty.

Optimistic western liberals such as Berlin believed the pluralist-capitalist social order that
existed in the western world set the foundations for true and meaningful freedom, This belief was
characterised in part by a conscious ontological opposition to a Marxist dogma that had at its
core the belief that the foundation for true and meaningful freedom lay in a future free from

capitalist modes of production. Explicitly or otherwise, anticommunist discourse rested on these

fundamental differences of principle, and added legitimacy to the aims of Anglo-American
political culture. The complexity surrounding foreign policy in the cold war era is only

understandable if the interplay of these fundamental differences is properly understood. These

served as the basis for perceptions, and especially threat berceptionsm of the superpowers.
Tucker states, ‘a formal aim is the object one declares oneself to be seeking; an operative aim is
the object implicit in what one actually does. The two may or may not coincide.”™ This disti!nction
between formal’ and ‘operative’ aims is crucial, because whilst governments express their ‘formal’

aims, what they actually do (and how this is perceived globally) will often surprise policy makers

into creating extra unforeseen ‘operative’ objectives.

" Michael MccGwire ‘National Security and Soviet Foreign Policy’ In Leffler & Painter (eds.), Origins of the Cold
War: An International History (NewYork:Routledge, 1994), passim.
" Robert C. Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind (London: Pall Mall, 1963), p.168.
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To solidify the emergence of this suspicious cold war atmosphere in the Anglo-American

world, it is worth considering Stalin's speech of February 9, 1946. in the speech Stalin sets out his
interpretation of the meaning of the war, ‘his justification for policies pursbed before and during

that conflict, and prescriptions for the future."° Stalin described the war as the ‘inevitable result of

the development of world economic and political forces on the baslé of modern monopoly
capitalism...[and]...of the law of uneven [capitalist] development.'m |deologically, Stalin asserted
the triumph of the Soviet social order, the superiority of Soviet social organisation over other social
forms, and the heroism of the Red Army - a kind of ‘ideological militancy.' | have already argued
*that the basis of western ideology can be thought of as similarly ‘militant’ in its wish to dominate
the cultural-political arena in Europe.

However, it has been argued that Stalin held a world view, compared with America's

overly Russia-oriented conception of the world. Thus, rather than attempting to deal with ‘Russia in
terms of a world policy...[America attempted] to deal with the world in terms of a Russian
policy."138 American post-war rhetoric became war-like in its tone and implication. Melvyn Leffler

believes this places added doubt on the ‘myth’ of American ideological integrity:

‘The dynamics of the Cold War after 1948 are easier to comprehend when one grasps the
breadth of the American conception of national security that had emerged between 1945
and 1948. This conception included a strategic sphere of influence within the western
hemisphere, domination of the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, an extensive system of
outlying bases to enlarge the strategic frontier and project American power, an even more
extensive system of transit rights to facilitate the conversion of commercial air bases to

'® R.C. Donaldson & J.L. Nogee, Soviet Foreign Policy Since World War Two (New York: Pergamon, 1988), p.
77.
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military use, access to the resources and markets of most of Eurasia, denial of those
resources to a prospective enemy, and the maintenance of nuclear su;:aeriority*."139
This wide ranging set of strategic objectives had the cumulative effect of intensifying the

perception of threat from both sides. As Leffler shrewdly observes, ‘America's own conception of

national security tended, perhaps unintentionally, to engender anxieties and to provoke
countermeasures from a proud, suspicious, and cruel government [also worried about] the
development of foreign bases on the periphery of the Soviet homeland.' M0

Leffler observes in another article™' that, in Truman's opinion, meaningfu! conciliation with
the Soviet Union quickly became an impossibility. Although Washington was initially willing to work
with Stalin, it is clear that American officials soon ‘concluded that they had to take unilateral
actions to build situations of strength."** The geopolitical implications of the Soviet decision to
refuse free elections in Poland, Bulgaria and Romania'®®, the collapse of the Baruch Plan as well
as recent Communist successes in France, ltaly and Greece, became serious for Washington.
America began to view the geopolitics of the region with growing anxiety. Once American

advisors concluded that the Soviets were intent on world domination, appeasement was no
option. With the added context of continuing arguments over Germany, a policy of territorial

containment was soon conceived. The central thrust of this policy was that ‘potential adversaries

must never again be allowed to gain control of the resources of Eurasia through autarkical

"*® Melvyn P. Leffler ‘National Security and US Foreign Policy' in Leffler & Painter (eds.), Origins of the Cold War:

An International History, p.37.

"0 Leffler, ‘National Security and US Foreign Policy', p.39.

1 Melvyn P. Leffler, ‘Economics, Power and National Security' In Klaus Larres & Ann Lane, The Cold War: The
Essential Readings (Oxford: Blackwell, 2001), p.38.

"2 | effler, 'Economics, Power and National Security’, p.38.

"It is Important to note that this was Stalin's response to feeling let down by false promises from Roosevelt.



© 147

66

economic practices, political subversion, and/or military aggression.'m ‘Soft' diplomacy ('l think
our two antipathetical systems can dwell in the world together - but only on a basis which
establishes the fact that we mean what we say when we say it')“s was soon replaced by ‘harder’
diplomacy and heightened rhetoric from advisors such as Kennan. Soon, Washington wished to
dominate the potentially disastrous ‘escalatory process', a decision that led them to talk of
economic approaches and defensive preponderance.

This was strategic geopolitics of a sharply hegemonic variety motivated by both material
interests in Europe and Eurasia as well as an ideological belief system. This global policy would
come to define American foreign policy for decades and can be viewed as fundamentally

defensive. This led to cumulative tension and anxiety within American political culture:

‘traditional principles of self-determination and the open-door principles that heretofore
had been geared to American economic needs and ideological inclinations, now had
profound implications for the national security, physical safety, and political economy of
the United States. Once this fusion of geopolitical, economic, ideological, and strategic
considerations occurred, traditional foreign policy goals were transformed into national
security imperatives.' 1o

-

It does seem clear that for basic security Stalin sought similar objectives. Stalin believed he

needed strong and friendly countries on Soviet borders which naturally ‘implied communist-
controlied governments.'m For Stalin, any American interference in countries close to Soviet

borders, especially Poland, ‘smacked of ulterior motives'."" This period marked the beginning of

44 Leffler, *Economics, Power and National Security’, p.39.
" Leffler, *Economics, Power and National Security', p.30.
1481 effler, ‘Economics, Power and National Security’, p.39.
MccGwire, ‘National Security and Soviet Foreign Policy’, p.67.
¥ MccGwire, *National Security and Soviet Foreign Policy', p.67.
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the cold war proper, yet perceptions of the Soviet Union had been negative for a significant
period. This would signify deep-rooted Anti-Soviet feeling already existent in American political
culture. For instance, during the last months of the war, most polls in America showed that ‘fewer

than half of all Americans expected co-operation to persist into the post-war period. In other

words, the American people retained a strong residue of animosity and suspicion toward the
Bolshevik motherland.”* As Leffler points out, little was done to ‘cultivate’ friendly feelings toward
the Russian people. This pessimistic view of Russia and the paranoia surrounding Soviet
expansionist plans exaggerated by indiscriminate anti-communist rhetoric, caused a potentially
paralytic distrust of the Soviets.

S0, diplomatic and strategic' analyses of the period concentrate on the perception of
threat, or perception of intention. Similarly, anticommunist intellectuals concentrated on these
perceived markers of difference. It is clear that ‘western perceptions of the Soviet threat have their
roots in the 1945-50 period. It was during those years that the public indictment of the Soviet
Union was firmly established.”™ It is also important to point out that political figures were framing
rhetoric in fundamental terms. For instance ‘neutralism’, said Acheson, ‘is a shortcut to suicide.™’
Furthermore, it could be argued that underpinning the entire transition between ‘soft’' and ‘hard’
diplomacy transition mentioned earlier was Stalin's speech of February 9, 1946. He stressed the

incompatibility of capitalism and communism, talked of inevitable ‘future wars', and called for

rapid economic development through three further Five-Year Plans, so that ‘our country will be

149 | effler, ‘Economics, Power and Nationa! Security', p.29.

" MccGwire, ‘National Security and Soviet Foreign Policy', p.54.
"'\ effler, ‘Economics, Power and National Security’, p.32.
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insured against any eventuality.""’z Strategic rhetoric was couched in apocalyptic and violent
language that dwelt on ultimate consequences and the decisive nature of the present. This type of
language would influence the abstract ideas that came to characterise intellectual engagement

from figures such as Berlin, and heavily influenced the framework of the narrative forms of Science

Fiction and Apocalypse Theory | examine at the end of the chapter.
What is clear is that the role of perception should not be brushed aside. Faced with these
perceived threats, could America afford to stay ‘soft’ against supposedily ‘hard’” Soviet rhetoric?

Could Stalin understand ‘soft’ diplomacy? Would he want to? As the liberal Eric Sevareid said

soon after, ‘if you can brush aside Stalin’s speech of February 9, you are a braver man than |
am."™> What is clear is that the perceived threat of communism, and resulting policy decisions,
created a unique cultural and intellectual climate v;fhlch led to government financed initiatives on
both sides of the ‘lron Curtain’, as well continuing subtle shifts in perception amongst prominent
intellectuals. Indeed, Churchill's ‘lron Curtain’ speech of 5 March 1946 is proof of the Anglo-
American nature of the emerging geopolitical cold war rhetoric. Churchill’'s expression of the
geographica! polarisation of Europe was clearly an expression of an inescapable new reality, yet it

was also an ideological message for Stalin. He called for ‘the permanent prevention of war and

the establishment of conditions of freedom and democracy as rapidly as possible in all

"2 John Lewis Gaddis, The United States and the Origins of the Cold War 1941-1947 (New York: Columbia
University Press, 1972), p.299-300.
" Gaddis, The United States and the Origins of the Cold War 1941-1947, p.300.
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countries.'”" Thinkers such as Isaiah Berlin would add intellectual ballast to these geopolitically

motivated speeches by reaffirming the solidity of freedom and democracy in the west.

Looking Inwards, and the Importance of ldeology
Shifting the focus away from how politicians and diplomats defined themselves by the way in
which threat was perceived, | now wish to concentrate on how intellectuals looked inward,
domestically, to the western state. This is important, as it is imperative to remember how Anglo-
American conceptions of self were developing. Some cold war interpretations concentrate on the
‘uniqueness’ of Soviet political culture, where ‘ideclogy is the most cohesive moral force in Soviet
society. Those who acquire power...cannot claim legitimacy on the basis of elections...without its
ideology, the Soviet Union would face anarchyi.'155 This dilemma was brought into focus by Robert
Tucker'® who talked of a ‘Dual Russia' experiencing ‘a revival of the cleavage of cultures’, where
there was a ‘suppressed and little-known unofficial Russia with a life of its own."” To imagine a
comparable American ‘dual entity’ is almost impossible. The post-war confidence and national
unity that swept across the country was soon joined by waves of pop-cultural exportation which
gained momentum (and criticism) through the course of the century. American popular culture,
although increasingly artificially - or self-consciously - manufactured, was nétionally embraced

and, more often than not, internationally sought after and envied.

'™ Robert Rhodes (ed.), Winston S. Churchill: His Complete Speeches, 1897-1963 (Bowker, New York, 1974),
p.178.

" Donaldson & Nogee, Soviet Foreign Policy Since World War Two, p.39.

'*®See Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind, Chapter 4.

" Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind, p.86-7.
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At a more profound level, American consciousness had no need to split itself between the
‘official’ and ‘unofficial'. The American state can appear as an effortlessly unifying organism. it is
as if, on many levels, unity was a prerequisite, somehow embedded within American state
machinery. America was rich, and her people understood their historical imperative, and the

urgency of the international situation. However, American culture was partially shaped by
government financed initiatives, meaning the appearance of a ‘natural’ effortless unity 1S
potentially a mirage and a concealment of political action. It.is in this sense that one must be
prepared to unravel discursive patterns and identify imagery that is representative of wider
political culture.

As a contrast, for Tucker 'the state’ in 'Dual Russia' appeared an alien power to the
general population: '‘To the ordinary person, the ‘great state-machine' was a force that was
constantly mobilising him; calling upon him for fresh sacrifices; taking all aﬁd giving nothing....it
was a force whose bureaucratic organs were -callous to his concerns.”” Tucker takes a
sophisticated standpoint on the role of Stalin within the decision-making and - more importantly -
the ‘*historical’ process. He views Stalin as someone who believed he was the legitimate successor

to both Lenin and |van the Terrible:

‘Having identified himself with the historic pattern of revolutionism from above, he mentally
assimilated Marxist revolutionism to this pattern. He thus became, in his own self-image, a
kind of Marxist Tsar.”

Tucker asserts that during the post-war years the ‘full implications of the earlier Russian historical

"**Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind, p.85.
" Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind, p.83.
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process under Stalin emerged into clear view."™ This process alienated large sections of the
Russian people, and recreated the old duality between narod and gosudarstvo. This duality
seems to reflect a greater authenticity than any Marxist construction; as if some sort of ‘natural’

Russian (or even ‘human') consciousness rose to the surface when faced with oppressive

autocracy. This type of interpretation sits as an example of the modernist belief in state structures,
containing the assumptions that the earlier quote from Foucault was criticising. The idea of the

‘dual culture' of Russia, and the appearance of the ‘American state appearing as an effortlessly

unifying organism' perhaps tells us more about western notions of the nation state. Indeed, the

way in which the 'state’ is conceived is rarely confronted by cold war scholars - even those
applying theoretical ideas with considerable effect. This is normally due to the fact that ideological
preoccupations colour interpretations of the workings of government alnd state.

The need for a fresh methodological approach, moving away from discussion of Soviet
and Anglo-American ‘ideology’ per se, is justifiable for the bare fact that the role of ideology in the
political process can be exaggerated. In 1964, Barraclough stated, ‘the ideological conflict IS
neither so distinctive a feature of contemporary history as is so often assumed, nor is it much more
than useful propaganda for the pursuit of other c:abjectives."161 He continued to assert that Marxist
theory was ‘scholastic ballast of little relevance to the actions of the U.S.S.R. in the realm of
foreign policy."162 Yet, it was the persistence of ideological concerns - especially American

apprehension of Soviet ideological goals - which meant the role of ideology could not be ignored,

" Tucker, The Soviet Political Mind, p.83. | |
! Geoffrey Barraclough, An Introduction to Contemporary History (Middlesex: Penguin, 1975), p.200.
" Donaldson & Nogee, Soviet Foreign Policy Since World War Two, p.38.
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and for many years to come the deepening of the ideological conflict continued. Most strikingly,
whilst the conflict of ideologies may not have been the sole cause of the cold war, ideclogy
undoubtedly became a prominent factor acting against the fine balance of cold war peace. it now

seems that a sensible way to conceive ideology in the cold war context is to link cold war ideology

with a wider appreciation of narrative trends and patterns of assumption in the period.

The outcome of these brief explorations of the material and abstract contexts surrounding Berlin is
the realisation that the cultural cold war is a complex landscape that encompassed an array of

Ideological and geopolitical stances. Berlin was institutionally grounded within the cold war
infrastructure, with concrete links to Washington, Oxford and a variety of cold war personalities’ .
These links coloured his political outlook, and made him a significant part of the cold war
intellectual landscape. Yet in order to move on and locate Berlin in this context it is vital to realise
that underpinning his outlook was a vast subterranean mass of value assumption. | argue that it is

through the process of identifying this pattern of assumption that Berlin becomes visible as an

‘active’ cold war intellectual. For Berlin, these assumptions included unquestioned attitudes
toward a particular conception of freedom, of the state, of humanity. Supporting and shaping
these assumptions was a rigid conception of normality, and an examination of Berlin's normative
vocabulary comprises the second part of my thesis. Viewing Berlin's impact discursively allows

me to develop and define what | refer to as Berlin's ontology. This ontology is the product of the

' See Berlin, Flourishing for a roll-call of Berlin's early cold war acquaintances, including George Kennan and

Arthur Schlesinger.
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process where geopolitical and ideological narrative contexts interact with one another and create
Berlin's ‘subterranean’ set of assumptions. To elucidate further exactly why | view the discursive
approach to be important | now wish to turn to examples of narrative forms that more- visibly

reflected broader cold war anxieties, leading to a valuable and subtle appreciation of the complex

milieu in which to view Berlin.

Towards a New Appreciation of Isalah Berlin in the Cold War Context

The balance between material and abstract contexts in the cultural cold war is a complex and

elusive one, yet abstract intellectual contexts undoubtedly reflect more familiar material and
political contexts. My key concern revolves around the question of how to expose the links
between the ‘abstract’ and the ‘material’ that often go unexplored or are presented as ephemeral.
| have decided that to effectively locate Berlin within this complicated context involves a process
of reductive textual analysis. This process is necessary because the only way to make sense of
how implicit patterns of assumption impact on Berlin's conscious liberal intellectual project is to
attempt a reading of his texts that is sensitive to broader narrative trends. | am interested in
1problematising the whole notion of the cold war by illustrating how reducing the conception of
'‘ideology’ to an examination of language patterns leads to new understandings of the period, as
well as a fresh appreciation of Isaiah Berlin. To add strength to my methodological approach |
wish to turn now to an examination of religious rhetoric, science fiction, nuclear and apocalypse

narrative in the early cold war period. The purpose of this shift of focus is to illustrate how the cold

war can be viewed as more than just ideological in the formal political sense, but also existed in



74

the implicit function of a variety of narrative forms. |f these case studies prove persuasive, it will
become clear-that a narrative examination of Berlin is justified, as the process will serve as a
methodological platform from which to uncover the importance of Berlin's vocabulary in the

context of cold war, Crucially, the following section is a shift away from traditional cold war
interpretation, and a movement towards constructing the idea of cold war as a landscape defined

by vocabularies and narratives.

Religious Rhetoric in the Cold War

| now wish to discuss the persistence of religious rhetoric in the cold war era. This examination
begins the movement toward an understanding of the cold war as a cultural landscape that went
far beyond simple definitions of 'ideology'. It is also through these examinations that we can begin
to understand the process of the internalisation of values as a process not solely dictated by cold
war high politics. Also, it is important to point out that certain narrative trends were developing

before the perceived ‘cold war' era. Trilling, writing in 1940, stated ‘the world seems to be less

and less responsive to literature; we can even observe that literature is becoming something like

»

an object of suspicion, and it is possible to say of the historical study of literature that its very

existence is an evidence of this mistrust.’ Concentrating on this theme, Trilling goes on to talk

about the autonomy of ideas:

'since the situations in which people or cultures find themselves are limited in number,
and since the possible responses are also limited, ideas certainly do have a tendency to
recur, and because people also think habitually ideas also have a tendency to persist

"% Lionel Trilling, ‘The Sense of the Past', in The Liberal Imagination (Harmondsworth: Penguin, 1970), p.186.
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when the situation which called them forth is no longer present; so that ideas do have a
certain limited autonomy, and sometimes the appearance of complete autonomy.™

For Trilling, belief in the autonomy of ideas becomes especially strong in times of war and, to take

Trilling's postulation to its logical psychological end, the forces of cold war could be viewed as the
ultimate crystallising and polarising of perceptions of ‘ideas'. For Trilling, ‘this conflict of ideas,

genuine as it may be, suggests to both sides the necessity of believing in the fixed immutable

nature of the ideas to which both sides owes allegiance. What gods were to the ancients of war,

y168

ideas are to us.' This could be a significant clue as to how the ‘them and us' polarisation was

internalised, with the western conception of the role of God as a significant psychological
underpinning. Trilling, a prominent liberal intellectual, is symptomatic of much western mid-
twentieth century discourse. He displays a belief in the autonomy, and conflict, of ideas in the
consciousness of ‘peoples’. As his last quote suggests, it is only a matter of time before you ‘owe’
allegiance to a certain idea. This, | think, is a telling indicator of the intellectual seed-bed that

facilitated the formalisation of cold war culture.

The God That Failed, written in 1949, has in its title an obvious ‘explicitly religious

cachet'"”". The book, edited by Richard Crossman, is summarised by Said as follows:

‘intended as a testimonial to the gullibility of prominent Western intellectuals ~ who
included Ignazio Silone, Andre Gide, and Stephen Spender among others - The God
That Failed allowed each of them to recount his experiences of the road to Moscow, the
inevitable disenchantment that followed, the subsequent re-embrace of non-communist
faith. Crossman concludes his introduction to the volume by saying in emphatic
theological terms ‘The Devil once lived in Heaven, and those who have not met him are
unlikely to recognise an angel when they see one'. This of course is not only politics but a

" Trilling, ‘The Sense of the Past', p.198.
' Trilling, ‘The Sense of the Past’, p.198.
" Said, Representations of the Intellectual, p.82.
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morality play as well. The battle for‘the intellect has been transformed into a battle for the
soul, with implications for intellectual life which have been very baleful. That was certainly

the case in the Soviet union and its satellites, where show trials, mass purges, and a
gigantic penitentiary system exemplified the horrors of the ordeal on the other side of the

. . 68
iron curtain."

Interesting here is the religious language, which is often echoed in cold war literature of a
specifically anti-communist tinge. Indeed, anti-totalitarianism sometimes became confused with
anti-Catholicism. A good example of the pervasiveness of cold war narrative is to move from these

intentionally ‘cold war' focused texts to the work of American theologians such as Blanshard and

Herberg. The predominant theological theme in the early cold war years seems to be one of

anxiety. There were general worries about the transformation of Judeo-Christian faith into aj'cult of
culture and society'' that encouraged social irresponsibility.

The rhetoric of Blanshard links these moral anxieties with the broader cold war context
when he explains how the threat posed by ‘political Catholicism''’”° parallels the threat from
communism. For Blanshard, control over the human mind is characteristic of both the Catholic
church and the Soviet Union. Blanshard published a series of articles in The Nation in 1947 and
1948, and was at the centre of controversy when the magazine was banned from New York City
high-school libraries because of his inflammatory anti-Catholic remarks. However, rather proudly,
Blanshard writes ‘this ban not only provided national publicity but also produced a strong

counterattack by free-speech advocates of national prominence."”1 By suggesting that thoughts

'* said, Representations of the Intellectual, p.82-3. Said quotes R. Crossman (ed.), The God That Failed
(Washington DC: Regnery Gateway, 1987), pvii.

"% wil Herberg, Protestant, Catholic, Jew (Garden City, N.Y.: Doubleday, 1956).

' See Paul Blanshard, American Freedom and Catholic Power (Boston, MA..: Beacon, 1960).

' Blanshard, American Freedom and Catholic Power, p.6.
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on religion are closely linked to cold war preoccupations Berlin himself groups ‘the Roman
Church’ along with Marxism as examples of over-rationalised ‘older traditions', as opposed to the

172

more recent Romantic ‘human’ turn in Western Europe. ° Although Berlin does not equate the

Roman Church directly with totalitarianism, by levelling the institution with Marxism he certainly
implies that both are part of a general ‘problem’. Given the accepted context of cold war, the
overriding problem for Berlin is one of excessive control over man in the form of various

totalitarianisms’, Similarly to the formal theologians, Berlin demonstrates a level of anxiety about

the direction of humanity in the cold war era.

Some commentators attached real vitriol to their anxieties. Harold Laski, also writing in The Nation
in 1947, wrote that the ‘influence of a militant Roman Catholic church in U.S. politics is as much
the expression of the purposes of a foreign power as any influence exerted by the Communist
Party.”” Clearly, American Christian conceptions of freedom were solidifying in a process that
was partly fuelled by the fear of the influence of external interference on the foundation of those
belief systems. The theologian and philosopher Reinhold Niebuhr disagreed with ‘those ‘timed
Spifits' who suggested that communism’s opponents might be exaggerating the evil it embodied,
and he dismissed observers who contended that traditional Russian imperialism, rather than
communism, was what made Moscow dangerous.' ' In his 1953 essay ‘Why Is Communism So

Evil?’ he contrasted the characteristics of America and the Soviet Union, explaining that the key
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