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In this paper, I shall examine three of the most interesting aspects of the intellectual contribution to those nationalist revival efforts – cultural, literary, linguistic – that so often inform (or hope to inform) the nascent state.   These are: 



first, the tendency for intellectual leaders to be atypical of 



those for whom they speak and act; 



second, the curious intersection between the aspirations 



and activities of  (the frequently “off-shore”) intellectuals and 



those of the “true insiders”,  those whose rootedness in the 



emergent state is unquestioned; 



third, the manner in which the interest and the influence 



of intellectual leadership alter as nationalist movements 



become more overtly political.   

While these aspects of the intellectual presence are just that – aspects or facets of  one larger phenomenon – there are, nonetheless, nuances and complexities here that justify the tripartite approach.


There is an interesting, but rather scattered, literature bearing upon each of the three aspects noted above – and some well-known writers can be summoned as guide-posts. George Orwell remarked (in one of his Tribune columns of 1944), for instance, that “nationalists of the more extreme and romantic kind tend not to belong to the nation that they idealise ... not merely the men of action, but even the theorists of nationalism are frequently foreigners.”  In 1964, Ernest Gellner tacitly acknowledged the gap between those who lead and those who (sometimes) follow: “genuine peasants or tribesmen, however proficient at folk-dancing, do not generally make good nationalists.”  And D. P. Moran, the leader of the Irish Ireland movement, pointed out in 1900 that “without scholars it [the Irish revival] cannot succeed; with scholars as leaders it is bound to fail.”


My task in this paper is to bring together some of the thinking that bears upon these three interesting and inter-related features of the “intellectual presence”.  I shall range widely, but will make frequent reference to the Irish context – a particularly rich one for my purposes.  I hope, overall, to show that an examination of the features suggested here tells us something about the nature of the intellectual concern with, and involvement in, revival movements – and also about those movements themselves.

