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Abstract

This article provides an introduction to the themed

section ‘Anarchism and the national question—historical,

theoretical and contemporary perspectives.’ We discuss

first the long and often overlooked engagement of anar-

chists with the colonial and national liberation question,

particularly—but not exclusively—in the heyday of the

movement (from the second half of the 19th to the first

decades of the 20th century). We discuss in particular the

overlaps and tensions between anarchists and republicans

(those who favoured republics as opposed to monarchies)

and anti-colonial nationalists (anti-colonialists who def-

ended the right of national self-determination). Then we

proceed to discuss the potential for a dialogue between

anarchist and nationalism studies based on three interven-

tions. First, to problematise the narrative that conflates

nations with state-building processes. Second, to better

grasp the emergence of alternatives to the nation–state as

a historical construct. Third, to complicate narratives that

associate in an unproblematic fashion internationalism and

classless society. Finally, the introduction highlights the four

questions which lie at the core of the themed section and

discuss briefly how the papers relate to these.
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1 | INTRODUCTION

At the turn of the 20th century, anarchism was one of the most dynamic and strongest mass movements in the

world. In countries including Spain, Argentina, Cuba, Japan, Korea, the United States, France and Italy, it represented

one of the biggest challenges to the status quo. In the 1880s and 1890s, critical attention was often directed towards

the ‘anarchist peril’, a phrase that dramatically captured the vulgar view that the anarchist critique of authority nec-

essarily translated into a propensity to commit violence. As Richard Bach Jensen notes, the perceived threat of anar-

chism prompted the first ever international summit on terrorism and the outlawing of acts, deemed anarchist, which

‘aimed at the violent destruction of “all social organisation”’ (2013: 1). Yet the strength of the 19th and early 20th

century movement was organised labour: millions of workers joined unions which explicitly or implicitly promoted

anarchist social conceptions which championed organisation ‘from the bottom up’ and distribution according to

need. These unions also privileged direct action, that is, the action of the exploited themselves, unmediated by politi-

cal representatives (de Cleyre, 1912: 220–242; Rocker, 1947). Many of the rights that workers gained during this

period owe a great deal to the contribution of anarchists, notably the 8-h working day (Avrich, 1984;

Gutiérrez, 2010; Nelson, 1988). As Lucien van der Walt argues, anarchists mobilised against all forms of oppres-

sion (2016: 356) and organised with women exploited in sweated trades, deemed unskilled by conservative union

bosses, experimented with innovative forms of strike action and set up unions with workers where none had existed

before (Leeder, 1993; Pesotta, 1944).

The influence of anarchism was also felt culturally, notably in the arts and literature: anarchists placed special

emphasis on education and popular culture and contributed to the creation of vibrant arts scenes across Europe and

the Americas (Antliff, 2007; Roslak, 2016; Sonn, 1989). Anarchists promoted debates about the role of the church in

society and variously attacked institutionalised religion and orthodoxy, championing dissent and contributing deci-

sively to the spread of free-thought and secularism (Bray & Howarth, 2018); anarchist opposition to militarism also

exercised a powerful sway on the anti-war movements that mushroomed in the years leading up to the First World

War (Kinna & Adams, 2017) and pre-45 (de Ligt, 1989 [1938]). Anarchists explored ethical ways of living, promoting

naturism, vegetarianism and alternative community. (Goodway, 2006; Ryley, 2013; Shaffer, 2005). They were early

defenders of women's liberation and of the rights of the LGTBQI+ communities, taking a decisive stance against

conservative moralism (Blatt, 1989; Frost, 2009; Goldman, 2016; Jeppesen & Nazar, 2017; Nicholas, 2019). Although

it has often been claimed that anarchism did not have an intellectual tradition comparable to Marxism

(Graeber, 2009; Guérin, 1970; Hobsbawm, 1973), it should not be forgotten that, at the time, some of the most influ-

ential intellectuals, including Pyotr Kropotkin, Elisée Reclus and Leo Tolstoy, as well as some outstanding political

commentators such as Emma Goldman, elaborated, identified with and/or promoted anarchist ideas.

2 | ANARCHISM, THE CONCEPT OF THE NATION AND NATIONALISM

Until recently, the contributions that anarchists made to the debates on colonialism and nationalism—debates that

dominated much of the political agenda at the turn of the 20th century—have received scant attention. Yet anarchist

engagement with national and colonial questions was part of the warp and weft of the movement. Indeed, when

anarchism emerged as a distinctive ‘anti-authoritarian’ current in the socialist movement during the early 1870s,

significant figures, including Mikhail Bakunin, used republicanism as a critical foil. Embracing republican tropes of lib-

eration, he and others promoted an anti-state internationalist vision of emancipation, thus parting company with

many emergent ‘nationalists’ who conflated independence with traditional forms of governance (cf., Cipko, 1990;

Pernicone, 1993).

For Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, the author of What is Property? (1840) who had paved the way for the emergence

of the European anarchist movement, the term ‘republicanism’ was imprecise. In accepting it, he added the label

‘anarchist’ to sharpen its meaning (Proudhon, 1969 [1840]: 259). Later anarchists acknowledged a similarly close
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relationship between anarchism and republicanism, sometimes referring to their political project as a ‘social republic’
(cf., Sandoval, 2011, p.93; Vadillo, 2021)—a concept articulated again recently during the procés in Catalonia by the

anarcho-syndicalist unions (Gutiérrez and Martí, this issue). Indeed, significant numbers of activists gravitated to

anarchism from republicanism, disillusioned by what they regarded as the domestic and international tyranny of

European and American governments. Not surprisingly, there is a significant convergence between the two

movements.

In a negative sense, anarchists and republicans expressed common opposition to monarchy and the power of

the Church, to empire and (notwithstanding some expressions of casual racism), to notions of supremacy

(Abell�o, 2010; Adams, 2019; Levy, 2004). The positive overlaps were on federalism, the devolution of power, self-

determination or self-government, autonomy and the right of secession. Yet the encounter with republicanism rev-

ealed the distinctiveness of the anarchist position. Although 19th-century republicanism was an open-textured

movement, not invariably tied to what we understand today as the nation–state formula, republican nationalists and

anarchists disputed the role and character of the state. Their disagreements were theoretical and affected practical

questions of organisation and strategy.

Proudhon's critique of contract theory as a device that concealed elite entrenchments of power, and his descrip-

tion of the government as a repressive ‘law-driven’ machine that routinely ‘judged, condemned, shot, deported’ and
‘sacrificed’ its citizens (Proudhon, 1989 [1851]: 294), emphasised the incompatibility of statism with the concept of

the ideal commonwealth and the weakness of constitutionalism to constrain the arbitrary power rooted in the

monopoly of violence. The state could never be a realm of peace and freedom, he argued. It was necessarily a system

of domination. Consequently, when Proudhon described the nation as an association that commanded both ‘force
and virtue’ (Proudhon, 2022), he pinpointed a fundamental tension between the aspiration for nationhood and the

constitution of the state. On his view, ‘nationhood’ encapsulated a demand for freedom and independence that was

negated by the state's hierarchical organisation and the competitive logics of the international system. His proposal

was to anarchise the republican social contract by recognising the sovereign right of individuals and the collective

force of their association (Proudhon, 1989 [1851]).

Subsequent anarchists elaborated Proudhon's critique, and adopting his conception of decentralised

federalism—perhaps Proudhon's most enduring contribution to libertarian socialist politics—they rejected the institu-

tions of government and struggled to transform rather than reform established constitutional arrangements (Adams

in this volume). This did not involve the rejection of national self-determination, but it altered the basis on which

activists entered national struggles.

Mikhail Bakunin, Karl Marx's rival in the First International during the early 1870s, brought his early engagement

with Romantic and nationalist movements to bear on Proudhon's description of the nation as a mobilising ideal to

explore the plight of subject ‘nations’. In his youth, he had lent his support to several national resistance movements

(Lavrin, 1966; Weintraub, 1949). Unlike Proudhon, who had been sceptical about the Polish rising of 1863, he threw

his weight behind this struggle, too (Kofman, 1968; Prichard, 2015). Although he was not an uncritical supporter of

nationalist aspirations, dramatically parting company with Mazzini in 1871 (Levy, 2018; Ravindranathan, 1989),

Bakunin came to believe that demands for independence were infused by a radical critique of domination that could

be steered in an anarchist direction. Stiffening Proudhon's realism, he described nations as ‘facts’ (1990 [1873]: 46).

Yet, like Proudhon, he denied that the mere fact of a nation's existence automatically grounded distinct privileges. As

he put it, ‘every nation, like every individual, is of necessity what it is, and has an unquestionable right to be itself …

But just because a nation or an individual has a certain identity and can have no other, it does not follow that they

have a right … to nationality or individuality as special principles’ (1990 [1873]: 46).

Kropotkin, one of the most influential anarchists of the latter part of the 19th century, similarly acknowledged

the conservative pull of nationalist politics but read the resistance of ‘small nations’ against Empire as a launchpad

for an anti-imperialist, anti-colonialist politics. Writing about Finnish national aspirations in the mid-1880s, he

expressed his wariness about the likely outcome of Finland's cultural resurgence but refused to rule out its construc-

tive disintegrative potential. Promoting independence movements against Russification, he also endorsed autonomist
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and insurrectionary trends in European politics and was generally supportive of anti-imperialist struggles, notably the

Irish independence campaign (Gutiérrez & Ferretti, 2019; Kropotkin, 1885). In an open letter calling on western

workers to resist anti-Bolshevik interventions likely to harm the popular revolution (1919), he outlined his optimistic

hopes for the nations collected in the former Russian empire. The ‘re-establishment of relations between the

European and American nations and Russia’, he wrote, ‘does not mean the supremacy of the Russian nation over the

nationalities that composed the Czarist Empire’. Turning to Proudhon's model of decentralised federation, he

continued:

Imperialist Russia is dead and will not be revived. The future of these different provinces lies in a

great federation. The natural territories of the various parts of this federation are quite distinct, as

those of us familiar with Russian history and ethnography well know. All efforts to reunite under a

central control the naturally separate parts of the Russian Empire are predestined to failure. It is

therefore fitting that the western nations should recognize the right of independence of each part of

the old Russian Empire (Kropotkin, 1919).

The anarchist position was not without tensions: anarchists not only disagreed about which national struggles to

support but whether to support them at all. They also argued about the politics of international power relations;

most anarchists rejected Kropotkin's rosy analysis of European political trends and decisively broke with him when

he lent his support to the Entente powers in 1914 (Kinna & Adams, 2017). Similarly, anarchists struggled in their daily

practices to delineate the relationship between national organising and internationalism and to articulate anti-statist

expressions of identity and principles of citizenship in the contexts of state repression. Some of these issues are dis-

cussed in this collection. However, the two points we want to emphasise here are that leading anarchists actively

engaged in the politics of national liberation and that this engagement has an important bearing on modern militant

movements whose politics leans strongly towards national liberation: the Zapatistas in Mexico (Subcomandante

Marcos, 2004), indigenous movements in North and Latin America (Hill, 2009; Margarucci in this volume) and the

Catalan procés in recent years (Gutiérrez and Martí, this issue). Particularly notable, in this respect, is the Kurdish rev-

olution in the Middle East which has been strongly influenced by anarchist and ecologist Murray Bookchin

(Bookchin, 2018).

These open texture of anarchist politics enabled militants to forge complex alliances with republican groups.

Ultimately, however, anarchists differentiated the aspiration for self-government from the territorialised construction

of the nation in the state. Anarchists, then, typically identified as anti-nationalist as well as anti-statist and rejected

republican conceptions of national independence. Militants including Leo Tolstoy, K�otoku Sh�usui, Emma Goldman

and Rudolf Rocker produced biting critiques of patriotism, as well as militarism and imperialism, and exposed its

enculturation through state and church-led national education programmes, the media and the arts (Goldman, 1979

[1915]; Rocker, 1978 [1947]; Sh�ushi, 2015 [1901]). Describing a statist psychology of nationalism, M.P.T. Acharya, in

1928, articulated the prevailing anarchist anti-nationalist anti-statist view when he described Mohandas Gandhi's

statist push for independence as aggressive and predatory:

While he is violently opposed to violence in general, he is more opposed to the mass liberation from

violence than to the violence of Governments. He does not believe that the violence established by

Governments at their expense creates and necessitates the violence of the people at times. While he

wishes to abolish the violence of individuals and groups, he believes that violence of governments is

impersonal, necessary - nay perhaps in the end good. This psychology is opposed to the very idea of

non-violence and peaceful, brotherly society … we have party after party coming up, all agreeing

together that some violence or other has to be imposed and kept up over the people in the name of

constituents and States. And Gandhi is not different in this respect—not better—than the usual run of

man poisoned by habitual submission to violence of one kind or another (Acharya, 2019: 72–73).
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3 | ANARCHISM AND NATIONALISM STUDIES

Notwithstanding the rich body of historical research on nationally based anarchist movements in the Americas, Asia

and Europe, (e.g., Bowen Raddeker, 1997; Carlson, 1972; Craib, 2016; Dirlik, 1991; Esenwein, 1989; Goyens, 2007;

Hwang, 2016; Maitron, 1951; Pernicone, 1993; Shaffer, 2013; Zimmer, 2015), anarchist perspectives on the national

question remain neglected in nationalism studies. By the same token, few of the anarchism studies that touch upon

the anarchists' involvement in independence movements and involvement with nationalisms provide sustained theo-

retical reflection on the nation or discuss the scholarship in nationalism studies (e.g., Casanovas, 2000; Dirlik, 1991;

Hwang, 2016; Porter, 2011; Serrano, 1986; Van der Walt & Hirsch, 2010).

The transnational character of the movement and its internationalist commitments (Anderson, 2007; Bantman &

Altena, 2015; Van der Walt & Hirsch, 2010) help explain the detachment of anarchism from nationalism studies. Yet

just as the transnational turn has shone a light on the particularities and, in some cases, insularity of anarchist

movements—their enduring ‘national’ character (Bantman, 2013; di Paola, 2013)—the re-examination of the anar-

chist critique of, and engagement with republicanism, has reignited debates about anarchist conceptions of domina-

tion in the context of Empire, imperialism, colonialism and class exploitation (Laursen, 2017; Ramnath, 2011). This

re-examination, challenging the tendency to treat anarchism as the ‘poor cousin’ of Marxism (Kinna &

Prichard, 2019; Levy, 2004), has significantly reframed and recontextualised the anarchist approaches to the national

question.

This research agenda has been enhanced by the work of Benedict Anderson. As a leading scholar of nationalism

studies, Anderson put anarchism on the map when he examined its relationship to anti-colonial nationalism at the

end of the 19th century in Asia, Latin America and Europe. Extending the thesis first advanced in Imagined Communi-

ties (1985), which nationalism was a global movement, in Under Three Flags (2007) he revealed the connections

between nationalism and anarchism by exploring the work of Filipino radicals fighting Spanish and US domination.

Yet Anderson's analysis of anarchist theory was informed by the erroneous view that anarchism was an a theoretical,

principally terroristic and transgressive practice. Moreover, he failed to engage significantly with the anarchist move-

ments he described. For example, in Cuba, one of his areas of interest, he neglected to consider the active participa-

tion of anarchist movements in the independence struggle (e.g., Casanovas, 2000; Dolgoff, 1976; Fernández, 2000;

Serrano, 1986). Following Anderson's lead, Van der Walt and Hirsch (2010) published an impressive collection of

essays exploring anarchist internationalist politics and the anarchist movement participation in national struggles

against colonialism. They demonstrate convincingly that anarchist engagement in national politics was systematic,

not coincidental. However, their focus on anarchist internationalism side lines the analysis of the national question

and neglects the scholarship in nationalism studies. David Porter's (2011) meticulous and magnificent research on

French anarchism's engagement with the Algerian question at the critical time of its independence also avoids sys-

tematic discussion of the literature on nationalism and bypasses the anarchists' positions on the question in other

contexts.

A critical appraisal of the engagement of anarchists in national struggles, informed by anarchist studies and

nationalism studies, is thus long overdue. This thematic issue showcases the research of scholars interested in sub-

jecting the anarchist analysis of the national question to new scrutiny. It is designed to provide a ground for a sys-

tematic appraisal of the anarchist contributions to the debates on republicanism, colonialism, imperialism and

nationalism and the evolution of these contributions over time. We make no attempt to present a definitive anarchist

account of the ‘national question’. Any attempt to provide a monolithic formula would be futile and run counter to

the logics of anarchist thinking. As we have noted above, anarchists adopted distinctive perspectives on the nation

and nationalism but never aspired to present a unified anarchist theory or dogma on the national question. Indeed,

as our contributors show, anarchists habitually advanced theory from practice, addressing particular national ques-

tions at specific moments to think creatively in the moment, paying due regard to like cases but avoiding generalised

policy claims. Yet while they steered clear of grand theoretical statements, it is still possible to extract a coherent and
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unique set of principles from the anarchists' anti-statist, anti-nationalist, anti-imperialist, anti-colonial, federalist and

ardently emancipatory politics.

Anarchism's shared critical perspective centre on the idea, outlined above, that sovereignty is a principle of self-rule or

self-determination referring to the self-management of the person and communities, and not a statist prerogative. This

approach shaped the broader dialogue that anarchists conducted with each other and with other radicals involved in

the movements of the day. In what follows, our aim is to use this general frame to consider how it relates to studies

of nationalism. By doing so, we hope to open new conversations about the insights that anarchism can bring to

research in the field, both as a movement and theoretical tradition.

The anarchist characterisation of the state suggests three interventions into nationalism studies. First and fore-

most, it complicates teleological narratives that conflate the nation with state-building processes, a view that cuts

across the modernist and the perennialist divide in nationalism studies. To borrow Skey's formulation, anarchism

places less emphasis on the ‘when and what’ of the nation and instead focusses attention on its instantiation (2009:

333). Anarchists have spent considerable time developing concepts of the nation, variously describing it as an

expression of monarchy or aristocracy (Proudhon, 1989 [1851]); a social construction rooted in shared and invented

histories, cultural, linguistic or religious identities, (Kropotkin, 1885); a construct of the bureaucratic state, epitomised

in totalitarianism, which lacks any clear foundation in language, history and culture of faith (Rocker, 1978 [1947]); a

spiritual community permanently in the process of becoming (Landauer, 2010 [1907]); and an intervention that reso-

nates with indigenous struggles against nation–state nationalisms built on bordering and exclusion (Smith, 2011: 62).

One common thread tying these ideas together is the nation's territorialisation and constitutionalisation in the state.

The questions anarchists ask are about impact that statism has on histories, cultures, religions, languages and move-

ments of peoples and how these facets of human existence can be enhanced without recourse to the state. As

Landauer put it: ‘[i]neradicable, real difference’ exist ‘between peoples’ and all ‘human beings’. These are politically

significant, but not foundational to community membership, still less to notions of citizenship. Landauer continued:

‘Each human being talks, thinks and feels differently to others.’ Embracing diversity is the stuff of live: ‘Sameness

breeds hate.’ For Landauer, sameness was the central problem of the state. His argument was that statism imposes

uniformity while fuelling nationalist narratives that confuse diversity with division and undermine meaningful social

interaction or, in his terms, make it ‘impossible’ and ‘dreadful’ (Landauer, 2010 [1907]: 277). His view not only

avoided the kind of methodological nationalism that Michael Billig has identified in mainstream sociology and psy-

chology (1995: 53), it also suggested the prospect of deterritorialised anti-statist nations and new forms of communi-

tarian, spiritual unity (Grauer, 1994: 7–11). This vision underpinned Landauer's hope for Jewish communities. And it

resonates with the Kurdish project in the Middle East.

Second, the anarchist distinction between state and nation complicates some assumptions of banal nationalism.

Billig's concerns about the pervasiveness of nationalism as an ideology in everyday life leave little conceptual space

to theorise the state. Billig criticises theorists who attempt to defend national liberation struggles by decoupling

nationalism from the state for failing to consider how ‘autonomy, unity and independence’ are to be maintained,

once achieved, beyond the ‘ideological complex’ of ‘the autonomous nation–state’ (1995: 43). Yet his concluding

remarks to Banal Nationalism stand in contradiction to this assertion. Anticipating ‘changes in the structures of

nations’, he looks forward to the passing of ‘the age of nationhood’ arguing that: ‘History has created nations and,

in time, it will unmake them’ (1995: 176). These projected changes point (hopefully) to new forms of community and

universalism. But in contrast to more recent future projections (Wimmer, 2021), the emergent shift lacks clear socio-

logical form. In the anarchist imagination, too, the decoupling of nation from nationalism in the state suggests the

possibility of non-state, inter-national relations. Specifically, in turning to decentralised federation, anarchists provide

a global alternative to the sovereign ‘nation–state’ model. This achieves its unity through free agreement, recognises

the fluidity of social relationships and uses the right of secession to constrain domination. While admitting local dif-

ference, it empowers the construction of complex associations horizontally, from ‘the bottom up’. In 1947, Rudolf

Rocker, author of the most comprehensive anarchist critique of nationalism, Nationalism and Culture, (1978 [1947]),
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used Proudhon's idea to elaborate an anti-nationalist, anti-statist and anti-capitalist plan for European co-operation

(Kinna, 2020).

Following from this, the third intervention lies in the realm of socialist internationalism. Specifically, the anar-

chists' engagement with nationalism challenges the idea that internationalism relies exclusively or solely on the

achievement of classlessness. Anarchists uniformly argued that internationalism necessitated the abolition of class

divisions and that the emancipatory force of national struggles rested on the destruction of elite power and displace-

ment of permanent, fixed authority—state sovereignty. Yet internationalism did not posit the transcendence of

‘national’ differences through the attainment of class consciousness, as is sometimes argued in nationalism studies

(Özkirimli, 2000). For anarchists like Kropotkin and Landauer, internationalism described an arrangement between

diverse and distinct linguistic and faith communities. It thus projected what Patrick Geddes understood as the glocal

community.

4 | THE COLLECTION

This collection started to build up from a session we organised on anarchism and the national questions for the

European Social Science History Conference that was supposed to take place in Leiden in March 2020. Unfortu-

nately, the Covid-19 pandemic prevented the conference from taking place as planned, being postponed for a year.

Even tually, two sessions were held online on 24 and 25 March 2021 that brought the bulk of the papers in this

collection together. To investigate how anarchists examined the three issues outlined in the preceding paragraphs,

we asked our contributors to consider the following four questions:

1. How have anarchists have engaged with concepts of autonomy and self-determination and how this engagement

has intersected with nationalist and republican movements historically and at present?

2. How did anarchists perform their national identity and reproduced forms of ‘banal nationalism’?
3. How did the anarchist critique of republicanism influence concepts that were as novel as elastic in the 19th cen-

tury such as state and nation?

4. How have anarchist conceptions of nation, state and capitalism complicated/influenced positions on national lib-

eration struggles?

In addressing these questions, our contributors build a complex picture of the relationship between nationalism and

anarchism. As Kenyon Zimmer argues, anarchist uniformly rejected conventional concepts of citizenship, even while

sometimes using the rights they evidently conferred to resist aggressive attacks on immigrant populations and

deportation. Matthew Adams examines the divergence between liberal and anarchist conceptions of federalism. In

his discussion of Canadian politics in the 1970s, he shows how the anarchist historian and literary critic George

Woodcock advanced an idea of the ‘anti-nation’ to critique Pierre Trudeau's civic nationalism and proposed a model

of governance based on regionalism and direct democracy. Anarchist expressions of national identity are discussed

in Tom Goyens' account of German immigrant anarchists in the United States and Brazil from the 1880s to the end

of the Third Reich. Constance Bantman and Pietro di Paola explore similar themes, focussing on 19th-century French

and Italian movements exiled in London. Although their analysis highlights the strength and consistency of the anar-

chists' rejection of banal as well as hot forms of nationalism, it also raises questions about everyday nationhood in

anti-statist and non-statist agglomerations. Finally, the tension in the anarchists' national-anti-nationalist politics

explains the complex relationship anarchist have to conventional national independence and/or nationalist move-

ments. Ivanna Margarucci explores one dimension of this relationship in her account of the mobilisation of Indian

and mestizo workers in Boliva in the 1920s and 1930s. Anarchists, she notes, decoupled the nation from white

Creole supremacy and constructed an idea that demanded the destruction of social, political, and patriarchal privi-

leges. Bringing the collection up to date, José Gutiérrez and Jordi Martí Font explore another dimension of the same
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topic, this time examining anarchist involvement in the Catalan ‘procés’ and highlighting the contingent circum-

stances that facilitated anarchist participation on it, but at the same time their specific contributions given their expe-

rience of outside-of-the-institutions and working-class mobilisation.

The wide range of topics covered in this thematic issue highlight the importance of exploring the links between

nationalisms and anarchism from a theoretical and practical, as well as historical and contemporary perspective. Most

certainly, this is far from the last word on the subject. This is the start of what we expect to be a fruitful dialogue

between the studies of anarchism and nationalism, and the first steps into a research agenda that has much

potential.
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