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unspiritial, unphilosophical, devoid of art, clannish to the p?ln;t :}f .
brutality, aiming relentlessly at tangible successes, they stand betwe

. ic ¢ : thingness.
the Hellenic culture and nothing (Spengler, 1918; 1928 edn, p. 32)

— no one could miss the point.

At first glance, Spengler gives the impression of being .just another cui;}:rz:]l E:;:’rle
mist. His main symbol of civilization was the metropolis, th{: co.*;m:opo1 1‘a come
of rootless, depersonalized masses. His epoch was characterized b}-' a ;’SS Ol'tica;
giousness and sense of purpose. Money ruled supreme, accompanied by poli
cynicism and philosophical scepticism,

But civilization was not only the manifestation of decay ‘allld c‘ilsaster: !1:; end i?;ii
also the birth of something new. Spengler held that cmhzau{ons 'C()llld rn:ngim;:t
themselves actively: if ‘civilization-man’, as Spengief‘ cailetli him, cog ' noim e
his energy inwards, an outwards expansion was possible — its name e}ll?gl w:q v
alism., To Spengler, Cecil Rhodes was the first hera]d of a4 new age w : i. o
culminate in the next two centuries. Also, occlldelntal culture had cgrta:r;t ut qirit
features in being future-oriented and with aspirations .towards etemltg.E ] .pean
had manifested itself in a technical inventiveness, which h:clS allowe Li;:ﬂp "
culture in its civilized phase to spread all over the world. Since lh§ sfprea: “:agnce
civilization was inevitable, one could just as well make lhfd most ((;f |t,d 01; msseu(m_
by engaging in imperialist conquestlmther than suc?ur‘nbmg t‘o de'catil:a]r:3 ie}; vdo
phitosophies like pacifism or sccplicmm: Spengler did in facrt im‘ a ,-; frkc;m uh
beyond all morphological change, a principle t}‘mt offered a ‘ast!rescl)l rom the
decadence of world history. This truth had a lot in common wnth.tle [\t] hen h i
able Social Darwinism (Nolte, 1991, p. 221), dressed up in Nietzsche.
Spengler's words: | ‘ X

Ever in history it is life and life only — race-qu‘allty. the triumph of t[hz [

will-to-power ~ and not the victory of truths, discoveries, or money

sienifies (Spengler, 1922, 1928 edn, p. 507)

Spengler’s book {whose first edition was pu?iished ea.rly in 191{% - th;aﬁ(r}s;r:‘l(;l;
ume only; the second volume was publist‘led in 1922 —in exptfctauém 0 a Genman
victory) can therefore also be read as a piece of wartime propdganhz} gl\';: fepmen-
sophical absolution to the German war effort. Ir.a common w1'th is l;s\l 0 - men
tioned colleagues, Spengler considered the conﬁu?t t(_) be tbe n‘wvala ‘e Iﬁ )
the historical transformations of the time, a conflict in wh:ch moni’y t(t }fe o~
was fighting against ‘blood' (Germany). Spengler was not in doubt abou

conie:

The coming of Casaristn breaks th‘e dictature of money and its pgll'::llci?si
weapon democracy. After a long triumph of Wlorld-\(‘:lty ec?r;OIHy e
interests over political creative force, the political SIdIC of ife mEflu
itself after all as the stronger of the two. The sword is vx({torllf;us 0\;2;1
the money, the master-will subdues again the plund;rer-wn[l. ; wic;“gm
these money-powers ‘Capitalism’, th‘.:r.’ we may designate a}f ocialis
the will to call into life a mighty politico-economic order that
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transcends all class interests, a system of fofry thoughtfulness and
duty-sense that keeps the whole in fine condition for the decisive battle
of its history, and this battle is also the battle of money and law.

(Spengler, 1922, 1928 edn, p. 506)

Spengler’s socialism, to be sure, has little to do with Marxism and even less with
the Utopian socialism of the nineteenth century. It found its true expression in the
Prussian Organisationsstaar with its ability to mobilize all resources in the imperi-
alist struggle. So, contrary to traditional interpretations, Spengler was not a pessi-
mist. His historical determinism was not defeatism: he had written off one culture,
but only in the hope that a new one - vital, dynamic, and ruthless in a Nietzschean
way — could be born in Western Europe. This is the essence of his recommen-
dation to young generations to give up culture and philosophy in favour of tech-
nology, military force, and the politics of power (Spengler, 1918, p. 57).

Facing post-war Europe

The horrors of the war, America's mntervention in Europe and the post-war near
collapse of the European economies convinced most observers that the days of a
self-evident European world Supremacy were over. All ‘European-minded’ inte]-
lectuals had to face this relative decline in Europe's global position, and both
Catholics and liberal democrats were confronted with the growth of powerful new

trends in European politics, which rejected most of Europe’s past: to the adherents
of Communism or Fascism in its various national vers

ions, ‘the ofd world’ was to-
tally discredited and both ideologies tried to exploit the metaphors of youth and
vitality to increase their popularity,

Many young intellectuals, who had either witnessed the senseless losses at the
front line, or the famine, deprivations and corruption at home, felt that the liberal
system that had led to this warfare had lost all credibility. These feelings are
strongly expressed in a poem by Ezra Pound (1885-1972) and in the harshness
and ugliness of the immediate post-war drawings of George Grosz (1893-1959),
Consequently, both men {and with them many of the new, young generation)
looked for radical solutions, Pound in Fascism and Grosz in Communism,

Hugh Selwyn Mauberley
v

These fought in any case,
and some believing,
pro domo, in any case. .,
Some quick to arm,
some for adventure,
some from fear of weakness,
some from fear of censure,

some for love of slaughter, in imagination,
learning fater. ..

some in fear, iearning love of staughter;
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Died some, pro patria.
non

walked eye-deep in hell
believing in old men's lies, then unbelieving

came home, home 10 2 lie,
home to many deceils,

‘dulce’ non ‘et decor’ ...

home to old lies and new infamy;
usury age-old and age-thick
and liars in public places.

Daring as never before, wastage as never pefore.

Young blood and high blood,
fair cheeks and fine hodies;

fortitude as never before

frankness as never before,

disillusions as never told in the old days,
hysterias, trench confessions,

taughter out of dead bellies.

1%

There died a myriad,

And of the best, among them,

For an old bitch gone in the teeth,
For a botched civilization,

Charm, smiling at the goad mouth,
Quick eyes gone under earth’s lid,

For two gross of broken statues,

For a few thousand battered books.
(Ezra Pound, 1920, 1952 edn, pp. 207-8)

Liberal programmes for a united Burope such as the ones of Coudcnhove—Kalcrgi
and Briand had rouble gaining mass altraction in competition with nationalistic
hoed in pamphlets with such titles as Schluss mit Europa (‘Enough of
d in Schulze, 1990, p. 36). Generally the public interest in a
low in these years and, with some noticeable excep-

about the level of intellectual engagement. No wondet,

reached this conclusion about the mood of the

slogans, ec
Europe’, mentione
‘European dimension’ was
tions, the same can be said
then, that Duroselle has
European—minded intellectuals:

Widespread pessimism was the do
thought between the two wars.

minant characteristic of European

(Duroselle, 1965, p. 287).

everywhere we meet @ feeling of uncertainty which is

We can find exceptions, but
1 of the previous century.

far from the complacent optimist
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The comfort of European culture

After 1918, a liberal's belief in Europe could hardly anymore be a faith in unlimi-
ted progress. In fact, it was hard not to overlook how the USA rather than old
E.urope was becoming the vanguard of invention and modemity. In this situation
in the relatively peaceful years from 1924 to 1930, European inteltectuals couiti

use features from the. dichotomy of culture versus civilization to support their
somewhat flawed feelings of superiority.

With anlambiguous attitude, both affirmative and sceptical, to modern civilization
they 1_10tlccd that this fruit of the European mind had spread all over the world and
permltteq non-Western countries to make impressive progress. Japan had become
a strong industrial power and ‘in Central Africa the negroes also ride in motor-cars
and dose themselves with aspirin’, as the Spanish philosopher José Ortega
Gasset (1883—1956) remarked in his Revolt of the Masses (Ortega y Gasset 1933
p. 66). Still, only the immense success of America meant a real challenge‘ to the;
European.self—consciousness. But, no matter what they did, there was on¢ thin
the Americans could never have: and that was the European cultural heritage. ;

Scheler in 1915 was sure that if North America should suddenly cease [0 contrib-

{?“ « ’
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Some got slaughtered and others got rich.
corruption of war (credit! Akademie der Kiinste, Berlin).
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George Grosz graphically illustrates the horror and the




Essay 2 The nation supreme: the idea of Europe 1914-1945

ute to the field of culture, the loss would be minute in comparison {0 the foss of a
European nation such as France or Italy, at least so far as quality was concerned
(Scheler, 1915, p. 287). Fifteen years and a peace settlement later, Ortega y Gasset
noted (ibid., p. 20), that the living standard of the average American might be
higher than in Europe but, by comparison with Europe, the level of their ‘select
minorities’ (i.e. their intellectual élites) was still relatively low.

Despite this, Europeans still felt somewhat defensive: the Czech writer Karel
Capek (1890--1938) in a letter to the New York Times tried, in 1926, to explain
why he would find it dangerous if American ideals were 1o spread to Europe.
Some aspects of the American way of life pasticularly alarmed him, First, the
speed and bustle, since for Capek work efficiency was not the be-all and end-all in
life, and also because most of what was valuable in Europe was the product of

people who were not in a hurry:
Furope wasted its time for thousands of years; that is where its

inexhaustibility and fertility comes from. y
(Capek, 1926, p. 48)

it takes a certain laziness to fully appreciate life, Capek noted, and in the same vein
he complained about the American cult of success. Europeans used to have a heroic
tradition, they died for their faith, for love, for truth or for similar jrrational things.
In its craziness Europe had managed to care for thousands of other things besides
success, and while these things remained. the devil took whatever there was of suc-
cess in history. Finally, Capek found it hard to accept the cult of guantity:

The Creator of Europe made her small and even split her up into little

parts, so that our hearts could find joy not in size but in plurality.
(Ibid., p. 50 — author’s translation from Czech)

Capek was a liberal democrat, 2 pragmatist, but this did not preclude a touch of
nostalgia and romanticism intruding in his view of Europe. Once again, one won-
ders if capitalism was not after all a European invention.

oblems, and explicitly basing his analysis on the dichotomy of
and literary critic F. V.
anness (1931), tried to

Facing the same pr
culture and civilization, Capek’s countryman, the writer
Krejéi (1867-1941), in his book Czechhood and Europe

analyse the essence of Europe.

Civilization, he said, was easily transferable as could be seen from the way
Furopean civilization — in its specific Anglo-Saxon version — had conquered all
continents. Culture in contrast was specific and historical, it was a structure of aes-
thetic, ethical and intellectual norms and practices generated over centuries.
According to Kreiti Europe, since antiquity, had proved to possess a special abil-
ity to open new dimensions for all humanity and even now its moral and social
thinking incarnated the conscience of humanity. Always — and the exact sciences
had added new dimensions to this — Europe
spirit  become a lived experience,
Furopeanness. When successful in this,
could be seen in Western Europe and parts of Central Europe.

culture and civilization became one, as
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had sought to make the fruits of its :
a daily affirmation of the virtues of
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The difference between cuiture and civilization was very visible in the case of the
USSR and lthe USA. Both of them had daringly adapted the newest ideas of
European civilization and even added new dimensicns to them, but in spite of
thes'e ’efforts they were not even getting close to the level of I:”:uropcan ‘clillture
Kreﬁn found proof of this in the barbarian practices of the Bolsheviks in Russia:
and in the. violence, racism, and fierce antisocialisrn of American society. Krejéi
was a social democrat, and socialism in the basic sense of care for the w;eak aild
the poor was to him the culmination of European humanism, which consciousl

strove to make European culture a ‘lived experience’ for everybody. To l‘:im thz
USA ar3cl the USSR were strikingly similar in spite of their antagonistic social’s s-
!en':s,‘smce !?olh adhered to principles of empty materialism and primitive utfli-
;arlla’;lgirn, principles alien and dangerous to true European values (Krejéi, 1931,

1 chose to present two Czech voices to show that Furope was not only the concemn
of the great nations of the West. And their views were definitely shared by man

people in other European countries as can be seen from the great popularity 0):’
Geor.ges Duhamel’s Scénes de la vie future (1930; immediately translated into
English and published in the USA as America: the Menace!), a travel report from
?he USA describing it in terms evoking some gigantic purgatory. The whole book
is a povi./erful plea for Europe to avoid the dangers of ' Americanization', We see in
conclusion that even good democrats and liberals in the inter-war el‘;i began to
seek re}fuge in history and tradition from the strange fruits of the expgort of
Europe's own civilization. A few decades ago the authority of the whole world
now the shaken European ego found comfort in the cosiness of the past. '

Europe and the Nazi myths

F_rom an ideglogical standpoint, Fascism and National Socialism were, as pre-
viously mentioned, highly heterogeneous and even contradictory in thei'r curS:)us
blend.of anfi-modemism with a technocratic modernizing ethos, their search for
roots in ancient myths and history and their claims to represent t’he youth and th

futlIJre, their ‘anti-capitalist’ anti-socialism and so on. Can one really speak of ;
acnonaryl revolutionaries?! If we are to attach this ideology to ani o;; Pim drc_
Boer’s different identifications of Europe we must — however paradoxical it men
sound - see Nazi self-perception in the tradition of ‘Europe as freedom’, Y

At lfeast,lthatl is how the Nazi ideologist Alfred Rosenberg (1893-1946) presented
Nazism in his book Der Mythus des 20 Jahrhunderts (1930). Rosenberg conjures
up a powerful myth of the blood — the blood in which the sout of every raJce is
expressed. Extensively mixing myths and legends with pseudo-science, Rosenberg
attt?mpls to demonstr‘ate how the unalterable racial soul and the values attributed
0 it bave ruled the life and history of the races. In Europe, Rosenberg sees three
Prmmples fighting a life-and-death struggle: the authentic Nordic Abendland rest-
ing on freedorp and honour struggles with both the Catholic church, this child 'of
de.ca‘y and racial chaos in Rome with its tyrannic dogmas and dem;inds for sub-
:;'lsflpls'af]d th'e heralds of chaos - the Jews and their adherents with their ma‘leri—
jel\i; i :]:]1 nl]\:::;hsm, Marxism, and mock democracy which only hides the rule of
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these three powers were fighting ‘um die Seele eines ];3?;;1
f every single European’ —~ Rosenberg, 1930, p. o ,
i g as sible.
nd the war had shown that no coexistence between 111.cm 1Wd?-'tp§f§;deo-
?Eve where, all forces had to concentrate on cleansing the nati(_ma‘ spfu : of ideo
logizai dreg; and the national body of racially aln—:;l eler}r:ems. P:;\;t;,u‘z rigkmfuu)’;
k ist f ! eration before the coun
have to desist from racial degen ‘ c the : uld rightty
::;Ziur:'nd its natural position in Europe. In this racial and ideological struggle,
Rosenberg called all ‘real’ FEuropeans to arms: . 1
Europe’s states were all founded and maintaincd.by Nordut: f:mfgaf;d by
This Nordic man has been in part poisoned and in part exic

alcohol, world war and Marxism. It is cigar that tEae v;fhltienrgc‘::’; (f;:l_l?ltf
maintain its position in the wor}d unless it creates; or‘c e:evwc ol Nordic
Europe is to be preserved, the first priority must )ed oS T i, with
sources of Europe's power — these are Germany an )

Finland and England.

In Rosenberg’s eyes,
.Europiers’ (*about the soul o

{Rosenberg, 1930, p. 640)

Nazi ideologist, who drew a racial
wpe to the extreme
her Kulturbesitz, Berlin).

Alfred Rosenberg, 1
{racist) interpretation af Ean
(credit: Bildarchiv Preussisc
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Rosenberg tolerated no racially mixed ‘Franco-Judean’ Paneuropa, nor the ‘rasse-
und volksloses Miiteleuropa’ (‘a Mitteleuropa void of races and peoples”) sug-
gested by Naumann. Instead, a Nordic Europe was envisaged with Scandinavia
guarding the north-east and a strong German Central Europe with the necessary
Lebensraum for future German generations as its core, Britain was to secure the
West and the oceans, and in the south, Italy was supposed to lead some vague
Mediterrancan alliance. Russia, if it ever recovered from Bolshevism, would have
to accept a future as an Asiatic power.

Two years later, at a conference on Europe in Rome, Rosenberg in his lecture,
Krisis und Neugeburt Enropas ('The crisis and rebirth of Burope'), was more open
towards the southern European people. He calls for a European unity based not on
an abstract assumption of one uniform principle for all peoples, but on a respect
for the distinctive characteristics of the four great nations of Europe. Smal} nations
have the right to exist and their qualities recognized, but only as long as they ac-
cept the primacy of those who really shape Europe, ltaly, with its proud notion of
the state as the highest possible value, will need 1o expand along the
Mediterranean; France, with its idea that French soil shapes the mind of the
French people, will for a while have to defend Europe from African penetration;
Britain, with its tradifions and understanding of the nation as society, will rep-
reseni Europe abroad; and finally Germany, with its belief in the blood, will have
to see all Germans united in one state before this Germany can fully recognize
Europe. Only if these four nations respect each other will Europe be able to de-
fend itself against Bolshevism and the threats from the awakening inferior races,
and at the same time avoid unnecessary wars dictated by the interests of a national
plutocracy without national identity,

Here, one can still hear a remote echo of an older, conservative nationalism, ac-
cording even small peoples the right to some existence (as long as they got rid of
the Jews); but as Ostminister during the war, Rosenberg did not stick to his own
principles. He led an Ostpolitik marked by the most ruthless genocide and terror,
and was sentenced to death at the Nuremberg trials after the war.

The revolt of the masses

Fascism and Communism were mass movements — or at least they tried intensively
to exploit and evoke the masses. The whole phenomenon of masses — so different
from the upper-class individual Jiberalism of the nineteenth century - provoked a
host of reactions and studies by such people as Sigmund Freud, Elias Canetti,
Hermann Broch, and many others, One such study from 1930 gained much atten-
tion, perhaps because its anthor, José Ortega y Gasset, in The Revolt of the Masses,
had found yet another very seductive title. Ortega y Gasset’s diagnosis was clear:
Europe was experiencing a severe crisis because the masses had penetrated into all
spheres of life, including those that in earlier days had been reserved for a privi-
leged minority. Politics ought to be the domain of a qualified minority offering a
selection of programmes to the masses, but today the masses ruled alone although
they were by nature unable to rule, The result was a threatening decay of norms.
However, there were also positive features in the process that had brought the
masses to their new position. Ortega y Gasset welcomed the technical progress that

127




Essay 2 The nation supreme: the idea of Europe 1914-1 945

had allowed many people to obtain a standard of living, which only a few decades
ago would have been the exclusive privilege of the wealthy few. Now nothing see-

med to prevent a life of freedom and luxury.
techniques, they still lagged far behind in

moral upbringing. They were like spoiled children who considered the whole com-
plicated material and social organization of society, from which they benefited,
natural like fresh air, instead of realizing that it was the frail product of a specific
civilization, Only the combination of nineteenth century liberalism, capitalism,
and experimental science had made the explosive social progress possible. But
‘mass-people’ hated the nobility and generosity of liberal democracy, since they
had an antipathy to values that were different from theit own, 10 everything that
was unfamiliar to them. They refused to Jisten and learn and favoured the tyranny
of mediocrity, devoid of ideas and values. Politically, they could only express
themselves in ‘direct action” or violence, since any diatogue would imply some
higher ‘rules of the game’ — a principle unacceptable to ‘mass-people’.

But if the masses possessed modern

No wonder, then, that ‘mass-people’ felt attracted 1o the nihilism of Fascism and

Bolshevism, fwo movements cynically mocking the principle of freedom that had
made them possible. Bolshevism and Fascism were symptoms of decay; they were
anachronistic and offered nothing but a return 1o an outlived archaic world, which
had once been defeated by liberalism. They were empty, but dangerous since the
masses could now usurp the state apparatus {which had grown alarmingly in im-
portance) and turn it into a perfect apparatus of violence and exploitation. 1f it
happened, it would be the end of historical spontaneity and the death of Europe.

But the masses alone were not to blame. Ortega y Gasset was a staunch supporter
of liberal democracy, to which he saw no alternative. He called it “the loftiest en-
deavour towards common life’ and a noble act of self-limitation and tolerance
(Ortega y Gasset, 1930, p. 58). Liberalism was to him the essence of civilization,
and civilization the negation of barbarism. Still, liberalism had obviously suffered
from ‘certain radical vices', since it had brought into being such characters as
‘mass-people’ who were in revolt.,

Liberalism had somehow lost its alertness and forgotten its need of a dynamic pro-
gramme; probably it had been too complacent. It was symptomatic how specializa-
tion had made even scientists ‘mass-people’, absorbed in their own little worlds
without knowing the inner philosophy of the science they cultivated. The lack of el-
ementary historical knowledge left people without firm guidelines; they had become
rootless, aware of their possibilities but uncertain of how to use them. Petty national-
ism, which had become so influential after the war, was just one proof of this.

Ortega y Gasset was convinced that the decline of Europe was essentially a myth
perpetuated by the Europeans on themselves, and that it only revealed their own
tack of a programme. Without the will to progress, all European values and all its
creativity would disappear. It would not ha
authority had been ready to take over, but so far nothing new was in sight. Europe
had landed itself in a vacuum, but perhaps the present crisis could lead to a &
newal of its most valuable principles. Europe still had a mission to perform; it

only needed a new philosophy and a goal.
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ve mattered so much if only some other
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?,:igr:afi o(iag;e; :s[l;igtei:eg a programme ?f large—'scale political reform aiming at
o i ited States of Europe’. Technical developments and the stead-
ly growing ex?hange of ideas had made the nation state obsoiete, and since a na-
txonall community was basically a future oriented ideological prOdl:lCt it ought to b
E:Vs'stit;!e t(})E make Europe into a national concept. This would be the onlf way tz
len z:‘ :szis mu‘rope and to present a genuine, morally superior alternative to Soviet

In sum, al.thmfgh Ortega y Gasset blamed modern civilization and the technical

sp;cnalw:anon inherent in it for the rise of the new barbarians — the ‘mass—peol(l::‘

theedzgl:rl‘ieymsoluffl;t a soifuuon on lhfz political level (ascribing only a minor rolz to

of Eutope inaa nee‘:ti :ti Otzcz;(t)iog‘;cqai develogamem itself) through the unification
- . ‘Mass-people’ were m

cause of the crisis, he said, but he abstain‘;d ?rom detaile(? f:n:l Ss);;n:));c;rl? tgan “_13

modern European culture that were really to blame. ’ T

‘In a brilliant 'essay. Ach‘mng, Europa! (1935), Thomas Mann unmasked the brutal-
u:a]anc.i th;: lies on which Fascism was built. Accepting Ortega y Gasset's main
zt N ;zslalsi;sos the‘ rzvoi;lof the masses, he directly attacked the question only hinted
panish colleague. Mann saw the roots of the i
: _ ' ' | present miserable state of
iz:ﬁp;aént(t)};ﬁ ;vayn !?hw!EChg the bitterly idealistic nineteenth century seekers after
part the idealistic philosophy of liberalism. In a tragi
m ap: : . agic way, reason
:1;: u(ndermmed 1ts. own fopndanons: Marx and Nietzsche were noble idea)!’ists, but
thcy ;:;1 rather their later interpreters) had lacked a sense of responsibility since
", :ki nlg R?t see the dalngcr of anti-intellectuat romanticizing inherent in their
. ¢ masses leamed about the dethroning of spiri i
3 ab pirit and reason, nothin
;(;:id pr}?vem them frqm rfavelimg in cheap irrationalism and intellectual fraud. Tg
n, the cult of the irrational of the 19205 and 1930s was utterly pathetic

:‘:gay 5 mz;sseil h:;l no ambition but to escape from the ‘I’ (and thus from morals
reason) and take refuge in collective ecstas i i

: : . y. Of course their totalitarian mas-

zizs km::wh\fvhat kind of ldeolog{es to feed them with in order to control them

bit‘z:)rx in . is day wanted to enlighten the masses, the Nazis had no such am-

o g ?s), su;ce the masses were sentimentally romantic and took pleasure in a vo-

trad\ft?ry lo blood al:ld soil in spite of their thoroughly modern trappings. The

e lb iona Europe‘an ideas of truth, freedom and justice were replaced by ‘myths’

n.o.lhi :gacﬁe.sttr.ucuf)n Ef the borderline between truth and falsehood. There was.
ristian in this revolt of the poor in spirit, since al ,

the destruction of human rights; D arole athos. acn ferotom do

: ghts; nor was there any heroic ethos, sin i
manded higher moral values than lies and murder. +since herotsm de-

2:[13"1]:3 nw::; u;? no d(_)ubt that if the rule of the masses and their masters lasted for
zazon ags w: k:ime .ltl'l g,uropﬁ. wfar would follow and bring about the end of civili-
ew it. But what frightened him most of al} w
as the weakness of the
ﬂ:hg?xc:teﬁi \};vorld when confronted with this new barbarism. He saw in all hu
n inherent weakness caused by its own .
i good nature and called fi
renaissance of a pew militant Euro ] ety
A of . pean humanism, ready to fight resolute!
ggaénst fanaticism dev?id of shame and doubt, Without this rebirth gEurope woulzi,
e destroyed to the point where only its name was left, ’




As mentioned above, Mann had in 1917 been an ardent defender of culture (authen-
ticity} in its struggle with civilization (political convenience without deeper spiritu-
ality). It is therefore tempting to interpret this later defence of civilization as a
‘defection’ to the other side, but Mann’s later work can be seen as an attempt at a
synthesis (Nolte, 1991, p. 616). In a speech in the USA in 1937, Vom kommenden
Sieg der Demokratie (‘'The Coming Victory of Democracy’), Mann compared
democracy to the temporary attraction of the novelties of Fascism (the only quality
of Fascism being its ‘youth’}. In contrast, democracy was ‘timeless-human’ and
contained a potential youthfulness stronger than any ephemeral fashion. Violence
too was part of humnan nature, but what really separated people from animals was a
consciousness of the frailty of being, which gave birth to conscience and to a link
to something inherently absolute. True democracy saw and honoured this secret
dignity (‘Geheimniswiirde’) of humans. And without this spiritnal dimension,
mechanical democracy or ‘the rule of the people’ was not worthy of its name:

We must define democracy as that form of government and of society

which is inspired above every other with the feeling and consciousness

of the dignity of man,

{Mann, 1937, p. 121)

Democracy in this sense ts no less the worldly agent of a transcendental principle
than the Prussian state,

Catholic dilemmas

For a long time, the Catholic church had trouble finding the right attitude to the
new phenomenon of Fascism., The main enemy of the Church for a century had
been liberalism, later joined by socialism; and when nineteenth-century liberalism
experienced its great crisis after the war, clerical conservativism saw its chance. In
both Italy and Germany it chose to support the new Fascist movements (in spite of
their anti-clerical rhetoric) as the most potent opponents to both socialism and lib-
eralism. Later, in Spain and Portugal, the alliance with dictators who were prob-
ably more clerical conservatives than ‘genuine’ Fascists worked well, but in
Germany and Italy the Church was to find out that no unholy alliances with such
nihilist revolutionaries as Hitler and Mussolini were possible and that the Church
could not hope to control them (Trevor-Roper, in Woolf, 1981, pp. 23-36).

Thomas Mann's thoughts indicated that there were intimate ties between a demo-
cratic humanism aware of its transcendental roots and Christianity. But the al-
liance was not an easy one. To some, for instance to many social democratic
intellectuals, humanism and democratic socialism were the natural heirs to a
Christianity that had had its day, and many Christians — especially in Catholic cir-
cles — were as likely to see the root of present evils in democracy rather than the
reverse.

13

A few words of terminology: in Catholic circles there has at times been a tendency to
prefer the word ‘Abendland’ (‘Occident’ or *West') to *Europe’, whereas liberals and
socialists have almost uniformly preferred the last concept. No clear difference of
definitions can be found, but ‘Abendland’ was obviously to evoke connotations of
medieval Christendom in Europe (cf. den Boer above), united against the heathens of the
Oriental world. In this view, only Mediterranean, Roman Catholic Europe was ‘real’
Europe (Gollwitzer, 1964, p. 15; Schulze, 1990, p. 18).

Mass people in an impoverished mass society was a harshl Ireahry dafter
the First World War. The picture shows a cnppleld,ex-serwc em.an on

begging: left-hand side of the rrr'prych. ‘Metropolis’ by Ihe- Ger{mgn ¢ ;-0
Dix (18911961} (credit: Otto Dix Stiftung, Vaduz; photo: Galerie ae

Stadr, Stuttgart}),
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Definitely anti-totalitarian, but also sceptical towards 1ibera1islm: lh'e ]i’r;ttllsl:

Catholic Christopher Dawson (1889-1970) prescnt(;d ,?V C().mpl(z);g(i:g;ulslsll(})gﬁw e
in his book The Judgement of the Nations ). ,

D sl in i i itzerland. With his thorough

1 blished in Switzerland. Wi

book was translated into German and pu : S o
i e de a secular civilization and recommendations E

analysis of the dangers of a secu ) O e o

an i esentative of an Abenaia
ial politics, Dawson became an lmporiai'u represe * n
isr?céatil:olic thought, which became influential in Western and Southern Europe af

ter 1945 (Nolte, 1991, p. 455).

So far, little has been said about British views on Europe. Of coursc:il ?;ln?::e:;:
terest in questions of Europe and Europeanness was not a;sbsent, but a‘So r:eWhere
3 i enerally low. Europe was
ture [ have consulted suggests that it was g o A e
' : ions inly found among Catholics such as
else’, so to speak. Exceptions were main  such as Hilire
ielle, 1965, p. 283), as they ha
Belloc and G. K. Chesterton (Duroselle, ad o e
igi i i i her Dawson, who had published hi
ligious ties to the Continent. Christop '
cz%l study The Making of Furope in 1932, was no exception to the rulcé h;] cogrtirte;:;;
most of their countrymen were more concerned about the future of the
Empire and the Commonwealth than about Europe.

To Dawson, the decades after the First World War had seen the total cs)l??psat‘:i ::15
all the optimistic illusions of nineteenth-century l1beral:ism. Wt:!stetm C(;::'; lfotali
it ' anity - being exposed to a destru -
— and through it all of humanity was b ‘ ‘
tarian nihilism, which threatened to annihilate it T.he- ‘thrc?dt left no rol?rszi?:
neutrality: first, the evil came from inside Western civilization as a resu t .1
own decay and, secondly, the totalitarian systemns had the power to cos:i r;)n
minds as well as bodies, to brainwash people and destroy every'th:r.lg goo i
them. This danger was more serious for Christianity thgn any earlier mv;swn"oe
barbarians, since the new evil was depersonalized and inspired not br)tr (ti eci?::;e
imiti i hat Dawson called ‘the perverted sci
cruelty of primitive warriors but by wi . : | ;
of a gorrupt civilization'. Civilization itself had becomej dubious, since its mzl
teria] power and wealth was growing rapidly while sxmuitaneousiyh its:i n:f_):c
foundations were eroded. The more the power, the more complete the des
tion, it seemed.

The evil threatening Europe was essentially of a spiritual kind; ﬂ;’l(:] z{:tt)l;;nair:!
Stalin were its ‘creatures, not its creators’. But since 1918. sugh evil ha nn
stitutionalized in the totalitarian state, which haq come 1r}to be_mg as twot hrezfctened
against liberal democracy came together. Individual hbera\‘hsm v\;as ; ::,;\th e
from inside by the mechanization of culture, a{ld cxtq:naﬂy it \]w)'as ac:: b e
tional opposition in countries without democr:atlc traditions. To aw;(‘nl \ o
tarian idea was distinctively Russian beforg 1‘t became Ggmgn or !t]a 1an,n ana e
explains the appeal of Communist collectmsml by placing it in the co
Russia’s theocratic ideals of Orthodoxy and Tsarism,

i i n
Dawson's ‘real’ Europe was only the parts with a Roman Catholic past, and eve

T T . » + . s
here he makes a distinction between ‘Western civilization” and what is at times .

ithi i i ny.
called Central, at times Eastern Europe, within which he includes Ge;rl;ll: t)(/)
Dawson was sceptical about this region, which he found culturally suscepti
the spirit of authoritarianism and collectivism:
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But for Western civilization as a whole the victory of such a spirit
means death, because it is the denial and destruction of the spiritual
principles by which the West has lived.

{Dawson, 1943, p. 48)
Dawson uses the concepts of ‘Europe’ and ‘the West'

while Britain (and the USA) are definitely part of the
less obvious if ‘Europe’ also includes the British Isles.

almost as synonyms, but
‘Western civilization” it is

Much of the blame for the present malaise was put on the unhealthy elements of
Orthodoxy and Lutheranism (Dawson sees a direct link from Luther to Prussian
militarism}, and thus on the divisions of Christendom. If the splits had not arisen,
no “neutral territory' for a secular politics could have emerged and religion would
not have been squeezed out of the public sphere and into the private. Still,
Dawson does not consider the resulting humanistic liberalism {inspired first of all
by Calvinism and the Free Churches) sinful: on the contrary, he is convinced that
religion played a much greater role in this culture than is usually admitted. He
even talks about the ‘sublimated Christianity of the liberals and the humani-
tarians’. But liberalism forgot its roots in Christianity, which made it unable to re-
form itself when faced with the challenge of socialism and mass society:

...for Christianity and humanism and social freedom are not conflicting
ideas that have alternately dominated the European mind, they have a
spiritual affinity that was not apparent to the reformers and
revolutionaries who were enveloped in the dust of conflict, but which is
now becoming visible when all of them are threatened alike by inhuman
forces that have no kinship with any of them.

(Ihid., p. 16)

Therefore, friends of justice and liberty were natural allies of true Christians in the
ongoing war, even if the reformers hesitated to recognize the Christian foundation
of their ideals. But they would have to understand that humanity could not save
itself by its own powers, as freedom alone would not bring salvation. A victory
over Germany would be of littie value if it was achieved by means that made the
victor all too similar to the defeated, Only the restoration of a Christian spiritual
order could save the world through a return to Christian unity. By recognizing that
most schisms in the Church had been unnecessary, since they had their roots in
national or political disagreement, a spitit of tolerance, accepting differences of
rites and national cultures, should be possible within the same Christian faith,

Thus Dawson accepted a pluralistic Europe, and he was careful not to demand a
universal return to the Catholic church. Without national differences, religious
unity might have been possible, but European civilization would have been much
poorer and religious life would probably have suffered as well. The national prin-
ciple was to be respected as long as all Europeans remembered that they were part
of a ‘community of culture’ that had been based on Christianity for a thousand
years. Only modern nationalism had to be abandoned, morally because it did not
respect the Christian-European community and politically because global trends
had made whole civilizations, not nation states, the bhasic unit of iniern
tics. Europe would have to organize in a free democratic federation, s
USA or perhaps first of all to the British Commonwealth. In the eves

ational poli- -
imilar to the
i, it is clear
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from the context that Pawson's vision of a ‘Westem Eyropcan federation’ does
not include Britain, which politically was to remain outside Europe.

Europe’s regions and borders

Dawson had little to say about Germany's eastfem neighbours, and 1{1 ;;nos\ty (e);’t;l;g
literature discussed so far, the Buropean horizon ha.s t‘ieen.essen(;:a ybabl o
European. Ortega y Gasset understood E(l;!‘g()q;;}ﬁ t(i);éc; ([:{rj:na;llyl 813]) ;;r:d cazt e

inity of France, England, Germany’ 30, . T s st | :
t(l;:rlltizlany, perhaps onlg} enigmatic Russia‘was noted.'We !heref(ge.neeedasa Sci:n
cussion of Russia’s complicated and ambiguous !‘ClaﬂOﬂh:hlp 1o u1051 > soen
both with Russian and Western eyes. But before‘ that, 1 will focus ox;] e s;: naler
peoples of Eastern Europe, since our understanding of 'what ‘Eum;:%e asmr::: ant 10
Europeans would remain insufficient if we only entertained \{:ews;i ror:il ne domi-
nant region. And finally T will discuss a f%mdamemal,. complu.:alef ecxlnt praces. -
pect of Europeanness: the Europeans’ attitude to their colo‘mes' and to e :
race matter, and if so, who was ‘allowed’ to be part of the 'European race™

Europe seen from Czechoslovakia

T have chosen to take a closer look at Czechoslovakia tp see how mteliectt)uaif nf:(;
politicians in this new state looked at the Europ? of \J\.’thh they had l}ow (;cin <l
politically independent part. But Czechoslovailcla is just ope examg e, an e
East Central European region one can find a diversity of views on u‘rf)pe ,-,,;S of
them probably very much determined by what we could call formative eve

the history of these countries,

In Poland, the many divisions of the country and the ‘permanent pressgr‘e_ ::r?:;
both East (Orthodox Russia) and West (Protestant Prussia) has been t}::u(;ale:g e
formation of an ambiguous Polish attitude to Europe. On one hand, t fe é) tl;onc)
themselves to be a Western Furopean nation, even.the bulwarzc oh ( i’ none)
Christianity against the barbarians from the East, But s‘lmultane?usdy t er?MeSSiah
feeling that the unreliable West had ali too often sacn;:hced Polan ‘ash'a fessiah
of the nations’. Politically, this has at times resulted in .an alm'ost sc| !‘ZEP r‘ q
anti-Western attitude linked to the view that by comparison with t!'le Lit ua:tz‘l:';:
the Ukrainians, and the Russians, the Poles are Euro;.Jean. Alnd at times, suc isism
timents led in the inter-war period to a self-assertive anti-Western nationa
(Krol in Herterich, 1989, pp. 102ff).

Hungary had also traditionally seen itself as a defender o.f Chrilsuamty agamztd 3?:1?-
tal barbarism’. But the country’s attitude to Europe was in the inter-war ??rx \ lTilmﬁy
dominated by the ‘Versailles syndrome’. In 1919 Hungary lost most o u; eave gf
and millions of Hungarians were included in the new neighbour states. A w o
emotional anti-Western nationalism ran througiyl. the country. S_omp jltlrsu N
Hungary’s links with the ‘German Christian World' in order to seek :u'spcc reac{iin
an alliance with Germany, others wanted to abandonf,umpe complete yl. ina reaction
against the treacherous West a ‘Turanian movement’’ became plopullar.' t st;*:;is;)ensmp
Hungarians' Asiatic roots (based on an erroncous theory of a linguistic re

" Turanian languages - the family of languages related to Turkish.
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between the non-Indoeuropean Hungarian and the Turkish languages — in fact
Hungarian is only refated to Finnish and Estonian) and called for a union of alt “Tura-
nian peoples’ from Mongolia to Hungary (Varda, 1989, pp. 158£1).

By comparison, the Czechs felt unconditionally (Western) European. Before the
wat Czech patriots had striven to emancipate the nation from its solid embedment
in German culture. In their sometimes exaggerated search for non-German inspi-
rations, the Czechs turned in various directions from Russia to France and, as an
independent national life began to flourish, the Czechs found themselves in the
somewhat unenviable position of ‘knowing all about Europe and being completely
unknown to her’ (Krejéi, 1931, p. 208). As the war changed that, most Czechs and
Siovaks saw the creation of Czechoslovakia as a culmination of a progressive
trend in the European civilization they felt part of". They all knew that the survival
of their state was dependent on the preservation of the post-war international or-
der. So, politically, Czechoslovakia had great interest in European cooperation and

the country played a very active role in the League of Nations and in different re-
gional organizations.

Foreign minister Edvard Bene§ (1884--1948) was honorary president of the
Czechoslovak Pan-European Union, and another top politician, the Slovak Milan
HodZa (1878-1944) was seriously involved in the 1930s in projects for an agrarian
economic union in Central Europe. To him, regional structures such as this would
be the best — and only viable - foundation for any ‘Paneuropa’, HodZa argued that
all Central European nations shared the same historical experience, in which they
had been more objects than subjects of their own history and, to avoid national-
istic conflicts and economic chaos, the new nations in the region would have to
unite spiritually and economically (HodZa, 1931, pp. 384£). Without such cooper-

ation, all Central European nations would some day be ground between the mill-
stones of Russia and Germany.

Hod?a’s Central Europe was the land between Russia and Germany. The East be-
gins with Russia, he stated, and Germany was presented as a part of Western
Europe or perhaps as a regional entity in its own right. The agrarian character of
central Europe should help it find its own identity, and HodZa expected it to de-
velop a new kind of cooperative farmers’ democracy in defence against the super-
capitalist mechanization of America and Western Europe. To him, the West needed
new vitality and he predicted that Central Europe could become such an inspi-

ration. Politically and economically, Central Europe was to mediate between the
West and the Russian East.

HodZa’s plans for a Europe of regions were at times influenced by short-term pol-
itical expediency, but his general line of thought was typical of most Czech writ-
ing. For instance, no Czech would regard his country as being part of ‘Eastern

Europe’, and many voices predicted a shift of influence and energy from the West
to Central Europe.

* The Slovaks had been under Hungarian rule and a ruthless politics of ‘Magyarization®

had left the Slovak national movement very weak — the alliance with the linguistically
very close, but culturally more distant, Czechs was therefore a necessity for Slovak
national survival, in spite of later tong-term Czech predominance in the relationship,
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F. V. Krejé in his above mentioned Czechhood and Erfra,?eamw? élso‘l;‘)it(a;;:g;sas
Europe of distinctive cultural zones. In the conlm‘vtzrsml issue od ;e: German
relations he accepts what HodZa perhaps for pol}t;’(:al reasons 'erlle:. ne oo
Czech cultural affinity to the Germans, To Krejdi, t}‘le main axmh in I“anci
march of the European spirit stretched from Qreek antquflty.throug lrena;i.smri_
Ttaly to France and England. The European 11f§slyics unl'o.l_(?tn% ()nr ltllc;s: hisorl
cal stopping-places were, in their heyday, objects of de:su:!. or dﬁ-om S~
Europe. With Ttaly politically weak and Eng!fmd half with 1awn“ n reg;
France for two centuries became the incarnation of European CL‘I ura dp a%er;t.
and was envied and imitated everywhere. But .France had bf:comel e;geléi’s,
seduced by its own splendour and careless abou‘t its cul!pral heritage. In r' é s
words, France had become self-sufficient and, in so doing, had forgotten a

Europe.

So adjoining this first axis, where Europc.was‘ a lived experience, a IllewA(iz?rt;;:
Europlean cultural axis passing from Scandinavia lthrough Gert?l?ny lo. 16:3 e
Empire began to make itself felt with Gerfn-any in thﬁc lead. The re%lon s o for,
introverted and perhaps slightly gross spiril ga’ve Europe the ?le 01‘:11& 10;i I;an

which the region paid dearly in the Thirty Years’ War. /1\3 Germ’ap cu {u{:e " 0);
recovered a century and a half later, the lifestyle of the (xennfin élites had not ™
the French élan. No wonder, then, that the culture of the lreglon became spzcu ;_1 -
ive and romantic. In this axis, Europe was first of all an idea - a dream and a fu-
ture project.

Tied to the continent, the Germans were fullylf aware of qol being a_lonel'lm
Europe, and they soon became preoccupied Wnlth the prmc:ple of nanon21 i
Knowledge of Europe became a means to realize the idea of Europlf ans,‘hé
Krejéi put it aphoristically, the French thought they were Europe, g erlea e
Germans tried to know her. Much of the same was true about the zecg A
could not escape a close cultural relationship with the Gennzms..' Theh‘ tzc:;: ;
were put in a difficult situation since they were the §lav tribe éa ein
penetrated furthest into the West. Though fully integrated in Western l:ll"(}p 2

culture since the acceptance of Christianity, the Czechs had been re.l(ughmt t(d3
accept Western civilization, as it usually came through German r_nedldutc:n an

contained a danger of assimilation. Only in recent years had the Czechs ec}:n::e
strong enough to give up romantic Pan-Slav nostalgia and vote for a fully
integrated Europe,

To Krej¢f, true Europeanness consisted in accepting a double fldh(’:l‘efl(.:e to Konew.s:
own nation and to a shared European culture. In ﬁn‘e romantic ltradn_mn. ‘r‘e\jm
believed in the existence of ‘national souls’ and in tribal-linguistic national dlhr}-
ities. To him, all European nations had 1o appear on stage before a f‘uily f\utl;‘emlc_
Europeanness could evolve, He mentioned lhe' recent wave of Scand:gav;&n :itelr;e
ture as proof of the richness of such a mulu-cu!tural Europe, and e f)u\nx }
élites of small nations more European than those from the grleal powers, since they
had to be ‘transpational’ and know foreign languages 10 enrich thetr 0\.?»"11 cuifures,
Like many of his compatriots, Krejéi saw no C()‘E'lﬂl(fl between a cuhu:ailg ?wte:)c;
geneous Europe and political integration, angi his book ends on 4 note of supp
for Briand’s plans for a European confederation.
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Russia, the Soviet Union and Europe

To Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Hungary it was more difficult to be discovered
than actually accepted as part of Europe, since for a thousand vears they had been
part of (Roman Catholic) Christianity. Russia’s case was almost the opposite, and
for centuries Russia's retationship with Europe had caused endiess trouble both for
the Russians themselves and for the {Western) Europeans. Most discussions of
Russia’s ‘otherness’ are based on the fact that Russia. for centuries, developed in-
dependently of (Western) Furope. In religion, the country went its own way since
the breach between the Roman and Byzantine churches in 1054, and the Mongol
invasion in the thirteenth century and later military pressure from the West kept
Russia isolated and hence xenophobic. However, from the time of Peter the Great
(1672-1725}, Russian leaders made serious efforts to shape the Russian state in a
European way, It was also in Peter’s time that the notion of the Urals as the
boundary between Europe and Asia was established in Russia {(Bassin, 1991, p. 6).
In politics, Peter and later tsars managed to make Russia a European power (cf,
den Boer above), and during the nineteenth century Russia on several occasions
intervened directly in (Western) European affairs.

Only then did Russia’s relations with Evrope become a problem to both sides. The
whole discourse was of course highly politico-ideological and views often differed
greatly on both sides. In Russia, ‘Westerners' lamented the counfry's backward-
ness and isolation and wanted it to catch up with Europe as fast as possible: the
reactionary government first of all wanted Western efficiency, Prussian style, lib-
erals looked to the political freedom of England and France, and radicals found
inspiration in Marxism or anarchism. They all shared the will to import ideas to
overcome the menace of the ‘lost’ centuries (Schubart, 1938, pp. 279A. But soon
nationalist reactions to the admiration of the West set in. The ‘Slavophiles’ praised
the uniqueness of the Russian national spirit and called Russia a world of its own.
There was a deep historical and cultural gulf between Russia and Europe so it
would be detrimental for Russia blindly to imitate the West. Somewhat inconsis-
tently, this protective attitude was often combined with pan-Slav demand for a un-
ion of all Slav peoples, evidently under Orthodox Russian supremacy (Bassin,
1991, pp. 9ff). The denunciation of the West was primarily a critique of present-
day European society in all its materialist degeneration. The common roots of
Russia and Europe in Greek and Christian culture were stressed, and often Russia
was accorded a messianic role as ‘saviour’ of Europe,

Western attitudes were at least as varied and may roughly be divided into four
groups. One considered Russia European, due to Christianity, perhaps also to race
and culture. Another saw Russia as Asiatic - primitive and oriental underneath a
thin veneer of Europeanness upheld mostly by German, Baltic, or Jewish élites. A
third saw in Russia a mixture of European and Asiatic elements and a bridge be-
tween the two worlds and, finally, many argued that Russia was a whole universe
of its own, neither European nor Asiatic. It is interesting that the ‘discovery’ of
the USA (as a strong independent power) also had repercussions for the perception
of Russia, The Europeans began to see themselves as an entity hetween other pow-
ers, i.e. America and Russia, not just as the centre of the world. It was an early
warning, when Alexis de Tocqueville (1805-59) predicted in 1835 that some day
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the two powers would each control the fate of their half of the globe
(TschiZzewskij, 1959, pp. 13, 108), but at the turn of the century such a notion was
becoming increasingly common.

The Bolshevik takeover seemed to make the task easy for most European ob-
servers. A political and cultural pariah, Russia required little effort to be excluded
from cultural Europe proper. Hardly any of the texts discussed here accept Russia
unconditionally as part of Europe, the general tendency being to sec in Russia a
world of its own. Some took into account socialism’s European origins, but dis-
missed the Soviel version as primitive and alien and deeply marked by the Asiatic

or Orthodox traditions of Russian history.

Somewhat paradoxically, this repudiation of Russia took place at a time when the
challenge of the revolution and the resulting wave of Russian immigrants greatly
increased European interest in Russia and contact with its culture. Also the emi-
grants themsetves had lively views and one group, represented here by the finguist
N. S. Trubeckoj (1890-1938), brought the notion of the otherness of Russia to its
logical extreme. For the first ime Russians presented Russia as being fundamen-
tally outside the European cultural world. Though politically often just as critical
of the West as the Slavophiles, the ‘Eurasians’ used modern scientific methods in
their analysis, which gave their work a curious blend of ideology and serious aca-
demic research. An area approximately coinciding with the Soviel territory was
identified as a cohesive geographical unit that neither belonged to Europe nor to
Asia and which was termed Eurasia. Furthermore, historically, culturally and an-
thropologicalty this Eurasian melting pot had formed an independent world, and
Trubeckoj could quite agree with the Westerners who found that the war and the
revolution had torn the European mask off the Russian face. He made a sharp dis-
tinction between the Russians (whom he called “Turanian') and the Slavs and
placed the border between the West and the East between the two (Trubeckoj,

1927, in Tschizewskij, 1959, p. 523).
But mare influential in Western inteHectual circles was a critic of Eurasianism, the
philosopher Nikolay Aleksandrovic Berdyaev {1874-1948). Born an aristocrat, he

had flirted with Marxism in his youth before turning to Christianity. In 1922 he
settled in Paris, and two years later his book The New Middle Ages was published

to great acclaim.

‘The book can be seen as a Russian parallel to the line in German thinking that
disliked Western liberal civilization and preached ifs end. According to Berdyaev,

history, like nature, moved thythmically, and now the world (i.e. the Christian :

world — he has no interest in the rest) faced a new Middle Ages. The war and the

revolution in Russia proved that the modern era was spiritually burnt out and that

the old liberal principles could no longer be restored. Some good elements of the

modern era would live on into the next epoch, but while humanism had liberated "
man from something — from the theocracy of the old Middle Ages, for example -
it had been completely unable to raise man {fo a new spiritual awareness, The -

whole theory of democracy was based on the absence of any higher truth and hu-

manism’s pride had brought its downfall, since if God did not exist, neither did -

man.
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Thi . N .
Sulltso\;vas rf:ﬂ(fcted in Berdyaev's views on ideologies. Socialism was a logical re-

" caplltai':sm, and' both shared the cult of Mammon and the denial of God. But
::a:[; Za;)pztah;m, so];:mllsm was dynamic; it had a vision and was right in pultting

ove form. But its messianism was false
' ! and allowed the proletari

: ! : proietariat — or
tathej:r its self.a.ppomted vanguard ~ to become a monstrous, absolutist tyrant, des-
roying all spiritual freedom in the name of an empty goal. ,

tS;:jigl,d(éSotmmu;:ls}:n !}};d olne foot in the new era since it was openly Antichrist and
s royed the liberal iusion of not-believing. F i i ‘
. . From this perspective, Fasci
also was a harbinger of the new p Catrality was 2 sood
: era. In general, the loss of neutrali ]
sign, although Communism sou i " ity it the
! sm sought an international, sacral i i
devil. Tt demonstrated b i ‘ Middle Aen, which
$ v negation the features of the new Middi i
would be marked by a return to ich the Kinedom
a transcendental spirituality in whicl i
‘ scer s 1 the Kingdom
:;frg\gr;sta\:f:st .sharp]?;‘opposed to Antichrist. Poverty and misery would fo[loﬁ but
scetic purification a spiritual community i i ise.
' ' : y in Christ would arise. This
commun‘lty would be organic and hierarchical, ruled by a spiritual aristocracy and
true parliaments of corporative guilds. ’

}I?s:;ig:ev}{ﬁzli.evid dthat Rus;iz;ll had a special mission to save the world. Unlike
&) » Russia had never fully left the Middle Ages or maste ‘
Furope, : . $ red the s
g(t:;i;\luy of ibgurgems society, Therefore, in 1918 the radical Amiihi?:tmg;
unism had much more appeal than the luk inci i
democracy: ‘The Russians are spiri ool pootle. who ot
: i spiritually a non-political people who aspi
E}glid;(; el\}’w 1135238; 9[;)3mtdof history, the actualization of the I;(inI;dom of ag}l::(;e’
\ ; edn, p. 149). Apocalyptic as the ;
‘ ‘ : y were, the Rus
;1::::1 ;1:;1& a brotl}erhood in Christ or a comradeship in Antichrist BerdSy!::\Sf
ed the terror of the revolution to make the Russi |
: evolut ans understand their sins
and return to Christ, and this spiritual renewal would be an example to the \ift?;?:

world. A true universalism would i i
s o el At have to waken in all peoples if Christendom

:?fhihi:zi:;g ;:;()ple iﬁ by‘ nature the most universalist of all the peoples
K » the quality is part of the very framework of thei i

_ : I nat
sr[‘)mt, and .thelr ca!l{ng ought to be to work for world-unification alr:)cli1 N
the formation of a single spiritual cosmos.

{Berdyaev, 1924, 1933 edn, p. 100)

S;rigiztlz‘v share: lthés messianism with the Slavophiles, but he condemned any
ism or belief in a God with national affiliati He rej
ihcoeracy, and in s ap 1 nati ations. He rejected ofd forms of -
\ peal to all individuals to make a i
‘ Lto. personal choice bet
good and evil secems more inspired by Protestantism than by orthodoxy. e

S:ari)éaf; ; apolul:ailyptic visions and condemnations of the God-forsaken West ap
agetlating natures, and even his belief that C i ion,
could bring the world closer to salvati ebom Ruseian o Eotion
ation through the rebom Russic
some adherents in the West. Walter S A
. chubart (1887—.1940; he “di > i
the USSR) in his Europa und di . . the o of e
fe Seele des Ostens (‘Europe and the
” : ; es O soul of th
3::;59;81}] wnt‘t;v af'gumems curiously mixing Spengler and Berdyaev, predictez
e (Western, German, bourgeois, soulless, etc.) ‘Promethean epoch’

O i S]a", spIrit the €l
' p Ual, bl‘() I'i 3 tC.) {0! WluCh

139




Essay 2 The nation supreme: the idea of Europe 19141945

Europe, races, colonies

The reluctant or even dismissive attitude of most Western Europeans towards
Russia suggests that the awareness of borders and non-"Europeanness’ has been
vital to the construction of a feeling of European community. Often the perspec-
tive of an imagined (a fictional traveller or inhabitant of some Utopia) or real out-
sider was needed to make visible a European identity. Max Scheler observed how
Europeans had only come {o netice their conmmon identity when they discovered
how similar they looked in the eyes of non-Europeans; he wanted the Europeans
1o utilize this experience in remembering their roots instead of naively believing in
the global possibilities of European civilization (Scheler, 1915, p. 261) in a world
of incompatible cultures.

The anti-liberal German stance with its emphasis on culture and tradition almost
‘had to' produce theories of European singularity, but even in liberal thought we
often meet notions of a unigue — mostly superior - Europeanness rooted in culture
or race. Aristide Brignd's memorandum of 1 May 1930 mentions European ‘racial
affinities and common ideals of civilization® (quoted in Coudenhove-Kalergi,
1934, p. 115). In 1953, the first half of the same sentence in a publication from the
German Foreign Office has ‘technische Zusammengehorigkeit’ (‘technical affin-
ities’} (Ewropa, 1953, p. 33).

This piece of reinterpretation (or ‘censorship’) is hardly accidental, To any post-
Auschwitz observer it is striking how {requently the concept of race appeared in
pre-war texts. It was in no way taboo, nor was it reserved to the Nazis. Vital to
some and marginal to others it was widely accepted as at least one element rel-
evant to the understanding of Europeanness. Sometimes the concept was used at
the level of nations (the German, Russian, French, etc, race), and some people
spoke of a European (Caucasian, white, etc.) race as a whole. Some examples
serve to illustrate this range:

The whole of Europe forms one single race, one single blood fraternity,
which is divided into many strains,

{Coudenhove-Kalergi, 1934, p. 273)

...the disunity and Jack of balance that marks the German national
temperament is rooted in the racial and historical origins of the German
national being.

{Dawson, 1943, p. 20)

...even in the case of Eastern orthodox Jewry, where the weaknesses as
well as the merits of the whole race are more intensely manifested. ..
(Zweig, 1943a, p. 20)

In all cases the bearer of the BEuropean intellect is seen to be of a
generatively cohesive mixed race made up principally of Celts, Latins,
Slavs and Teutons, plus a vanishing Judeo-semitic minority, which,
when considered from a geographical point of view, can be divided into
broad categories of the fair, Nordic, blond race, the Alpine race and the
Mediterranean race.

(Scheler, 1915, p. 293)
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O . - . H
flcourse thgre were _a!so sceptics. Spengler accepted the idea of a subjective ra-
Ci1ai community, but virtually ridiculed biological racism:
A strict classification of races ~ the ambition of

i . - :
[;::‘gzzsl:bl;. [.H.Rlacia, I contrast to speech, is unsystematic through and
. ¢ last resort every individual man and indivi
e las every i
moment of his existence have their own race, Y ndividual

(Spengler, 1922; 1928 edn, p. 131)

all ethnology - is

Nevertheless, racial anthropology had
popular in the late nineteenth century,

literature it had by no means disa
Gasset:

become both academically acceptable and

a.nd despite a huge growth in anti-racist
ppeared in the period between the wars, Ortega y

Se ;?gnh;:nzzn Species (fiu;)s flourished in zones of our planet where the hot
> compensated by a season of intense cold. In th i
animal-man degenerates, and vi sa, inferior races - the s
S, ice versa, inferior races — th i

for example ~ have b : ropics by rees b

een pushed back towards the trop

been s ics by races
after them and superior in the scale of evolution, P ’ * bom

(1930, 1961 edn, p. 77)
Not least, such theories of racial

Europeans ¢ - ¢
p and non-Europeans were very convenient in granting legitimacy to

f;::fﬁ;'% colonial adventures. Generally, colonialism was found acceptable wher
uropeans were unable to see any ‘hi ! i i -
gher’ culture (i.e. typicall i
strong enough to make serious militar i the Eurapsan pen.
! ltary or cultural resistance to the E
etration). China and Japan had wo i e
! N a certain respect, but nobody saw hi
wrong in the exploitation of Africa, To | ' ! e
. ater observers the era's unreflected
ance of colonialism gave the idea i “he concepn .
of Europe a tragic ambiguit ]
framuros often meant freedom: h i eracy, but oot -
uros + human rights, and democr b y
domination exploitation i i , 471 Durosclle 1960
, » and subjugation (Morin, 1987 147;
p. 318). Only in the Resistance ' 4 cinton ot B
: ). Onl programmes do we find a denunciation of *Euro.
imperialism’ and calls for a release of the colonies (Lipgens, 1968 p. 18) e

‘It is w‘onh rgmembering that Europe between the wars was still ov
“jhlte and in a ‘global’ sense ethnicall N
migration took place, and Danes
creatures imported to pick sugar
tourists were not a frequent
yet begun to move in great
ogeneity may be one reason

(biological) and cultural difference between

rwhelmingly
. y rather homogeneous (though of course
in 1910 feit no less distance from the alien Polish
| beet than they do to the Turks today). Japanese
sight, and peopie from the European colonies had not
?umbers to the colonial centres. This perceived hom-
or the great interest devoted to the ‘Jewi i
e one ; ish question”,
;]1;[;&;: velx;y visible mtemgi foreigners’ were (no matter for how manchemuries
o ws had been present in a country) a permanent reminder of the ‘otherness’ of
e vlvorld and posed a problem of interpretation
racial terminology was commonplace and, as th i
' . » 8s the quotation above by Stefa i
shows (he himself a Jew), this was once again no Nazi monopoly. g neveie
z?:ti’::hzlniflgfﬁf;?él) 0;1 the Jews in Europe it is heipfut to go back to Friedrich
! - Nietzsche, in his remarkabl anti-nationalisti i
Infroduced the concept of the * ! h eved tht the B
good European’ and he believed that the E
) ' ‘ uropean
peoples would fuse into a new superior ‘Mischrasse’ (mixed race). This prorzzess
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would also solve the ‘Jewish problem’, which he contended onliy.lef: {orc?:l}({::‘chtz
in nation states. In the upbringing of this new Euyopcgn l1|na'!:. Nlellgzcl ?ei;)é; o
5 Uy as ¢ ational ‘ingredient’ {Gollwitzer, 1951; ,
Jews as useful as any other national . : - o
p. 326), and the Jews had even won immortal merit by being the Best Europe
in the Dark Apes: o
In the darkest hours of the Middle Ages, when. 1i1e‘bank _m f\'?ldfl‘(;]()iarl;
cloud hung heavy over Europe, it was 1]19 JGW]SI]. free 1innkc{la,{;c .
and doctors who kept aloft the banner of the f:nhg_h.tenment ‘dn ’
intellectual independence in the face of the énost p;ntes(s: i?;?;:::;om -
{ o against Asta. Even when . :
duress, and defended Europe against . hr '
done everything possible to orientalize the occident, Judaism has played
major part in occidentalizing it again. .. ‘
ere {Quoted from Gollwitzer, 1951 1964 edn, pp. 327ff)

In many ways the Jews (at least better-off emancipated V\l/estem Etutriope;r:n Le\::‘gg
ropean éli SOMNE hove the (other) nations — at the s:
formed a European élite, somechow a e ‘ ‘ ¢ Sme e
ign’ representi > essence of civilized Europeanness. In the
‘foreign® and representing the essence o : ' ) the Chameter.
istic l%mguage of the time, Walter Schubart explained .that the ?fb\;:m;] ;u;:;: oy
M i as ears ¢ about less by their own efforts
the Jews in the last 150 years came a . o and more By
g an his as taking a shape very familiar to th pe:
the fact that Europecan history was o -
ture of the Jewish national character (Schubart, 1?38,' P 24).‘ J(’:\&.fs \:!(i:;m e
identified (and tdentified themselves) with cosmopolitanism, a;ltll-ndl:::h {h : .pprin_
[ se also with money and commerce), i.e. :
gress, and so on (of course : h o Theodor Leming
i ' ¢ list offshoot, According
ciples of the liberal order and its socia : sho ; : e
(1274%933 killed by Nazi extremists in exile in Marxeqt)}ad)l,l the pen;‘;n;:;:) ;;l:s
i i i f them to identify with ail oppres: :
ferings of the Jews had led many o ! " beople
and t%ms to engage strongly in European revolutionary ;novgmenits u;uz‘?ot;’iicizier;
i rvati 1sh national so se
ict the painfully conservative Jewish na ‘ ‘
paradoxical contrast to . " o s
i i : vived for two millennia 2,
without which the Jews could not have sur : . . 5
Ferri dll to be different Lessing,
atedly referring to the Jewish wi :
B s o) S d the disappearance
i i ter, 1918, p. 399), assume
like Nietzsche and Spengler (Spengter, 8, p. 399), d ‘
of (Western) European Jewry through assimilation in the rising cosmopolitan,
secular civilization.

. . an *civilization® the
But to those who did not believe in a liberal (socialist), Europgd(r; t}(;wjhid:lz? ﬁ[;l;
k X ial anti-Semitism described the Jews as
Jews posed a problem. Of course racia ! . "
dame:tally non-European, but others also had problemsfof il;tc?reﬁziag)n;oTh:VOid
: 2 ‘Christendom’ often found i
herents of ‘Buropeanness’ as ‘C ' ] L e
i iti nt of the Jews in secular cap
anti-Semitism, and the heavy engageme . . T caplalom e
iali i stigation than their role in the crucifix
socialism led no less to their castiga on o
i is and he manages to condemn bo s
Berdyaev is one example of this an e 1 5 : of e
sianiZm (for being exclusive and collectivist) and racial anti-Semitism, suggesting
that the two just mirror each other:

i i i d, secularized, godless and
e could call racial teaching a dxstm"te ) S ‘
l())iglogized imitation of the Jewish national ldeolpgy. Thg Jews rcprc;siggz
the only classical form of the racial idea... .Judalstn has in in‘ar‘ly dpe $
of Jewish history ascribed a religious meaning t;) the people’ an
igi i tional.
ed the religious inseparably to the na ‘ S
att? fi}rdvaev 19.%5 . p. 125, author’s transiation from the Danish version)

S v‘b&,\,}gﬂ Sl
.

0
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By contrast, Berdyaev said, Christianity could not preach exclusivity or hatred
towards the Jews, since the religion was open to anybody willing to convert, But
the Jews were rarely willing to give up their identity — a problem also faced by the
adherents of a Herderian vision of Europe as a sum of nations. It was highly in-
convenient to have contingents of Jews in all countries, when only the nation state
could form the nucleus of an ideal Europe. And for those who peither wanted to
give in to racism, nor to abandon the validity of nationality as rhe constituent fea-
ture of any culture, the only options were a politics of assimilation or a support of
Zionism as an expression of Jewish nationalism, Masaryk, for instance, whose
Czechoslovak republic was a haven of tolerance towards Jews compared to most
neighbouring countries, was an ardent supporter of the Zionist movement.

Europe’s pride, its belief in its own intellectual superiority, and its contempt for
the ‘lower races’ is summed up in the quotation below from the
Bohemian-German-Jewish philosopher Edmund Husserl (1859--1938). It also il-
lustrates a typical feature of European self-understanding: in order to be part of the
spiritual community you have to be settied and to *build the European home’, i.e.

to contribute to the continued growth of a cultur

e that considers itself unigue —
since it alone has defined jtself as an ‘historical teleology of an unending series of

goals of reason’. The quotation can also remind us that the fate of European Jewry
— this people ‘above Europe’ — wag tragically mirrored in the fate of other ‘inter-
nal foreigners’, the Gypsies, invisible to most in their position ‘below Europe’.

In the spiritual sense the English dominions, the United States, etc.,
clearly belong to Europe, whereas the Eskimos or Indians presented as
curiosities at fairs, or the Gypsies, who constantly wander about Europe,
do not. Here the title ‘Europe’ clearly refers to the unity of a spiritual
life, activity, creation, with all its ends, interests, cares and endeavours,
with its products of purposeful activity, institutions, organizations, Here
individual men act in many societies of different levels: in families, in
tribes, in nations, all being internally, spiritually bound together and, as
I said, in the unity of a spiritual shape,

{Husserl, 1935: 1970 edn, p, 273)

Conclusions

Only thirty-one years separate 1914 from 1945, It is a short space of time, but it

contained two world wars, a series of immense political and social upheavals and
breathtaking transitions in all spheres of life. It was an era of extremes, and it took
Euvrope from a state of self-confident global superiority to near exhaustion.
Intellectual life was no less turbulent than the world surrounding it, and it may
seetn impossible to identify any prevalent notion of Europe in the midst of ail this.
However, in the material treated here, one single toncept manifests itself with an
overwhelming authority. Of all the aspects contributing to the era’s notion of

Europe, the nationai dimension was pivotal and it determined the character of
most lines of argument,
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a disas : i hanm
First, the political life of the period was ruled by a d"“dbtmu;l).} “[l;:][;mr
nationalism. It accompanied il not fostered bpll\ the wms‘, h u:e Euromenn
war period it characterized the behaviour of most actors on S
stage.

* nationalistic chauvini itionally ac-
Secondly, even people devoid of nationalistic r_hdt!vmlsm uncongn(;{)gn i)t' e
cepted ‘the national principle’. The Europe of \/Iersaflles \;v(:}s ﬁ;ti':i :m oo
{ ¢ ‘ ity tal step in the realization of th :
was for many protagonists a vild h o
i i : ality. If cultural BEurope was primarily pos
ideas of freedom and equality. ‘ Y OO o e
i ittcal Europe ought to be the sum of ju
national cultures, then political Europ e e
ai itical inttiative towards European unity be
saw how the main political initia owards Uy benween e wars
i ream of violating the principle
that of Briand, did not even d ; ' 1 of nationa sover
i st j ation in the hierarchy of values is perhaps
cignty, and the prestige of the na on i aues e
sc%ibed by this quotation from Briand's loyal supporter, Edouard Herr

{Briand] affirmed the necessity to preserve the s'overeign't){lof 'ci;ffe;tém
countries destined to become united in a federqnon. Oci:df,x‘ona ¥,
blamed the fundamental differences of conception on CLrldmf e
intemationalists who wished to suppress nanon:eﬁmhfat\(f)r;;ira(l)ldeii;e

i i aving oint of contact with his .
notions, without having any p etorsiot, 1930, p. 507

Thirdly, those who wamed against nation state pe?ttiness were a(l;o‘ dfepli;‘z;
fluenced by this line of thought. Coudenhove-Kalergi and Oirtc]aga y ¢ ass:'at—e n Jan
‘Uni $ 3 ' - both considered the nation
advocates of a ‘United States of Europe ‘ auion state as an
i i 3 : ation of a common European nation,
intermediate step on the way to the cztc Eur one 1o
which all inhabitants were to feel nationally attached. In Ttaly in 1932, the influ
tial liberal historian Benedetto Croce {1866-1952) wrote:

i ¢ ; i f the old kingdom or a
...just as, seventy years ago, a Neapolitan o ! .
Pitjzdmomese of the sub-Alpine kingdom be§ame l?al;ans. not by‘ dfantymg
that which they had heen, but by elevating it and ancorpc‘)ratmrg :1[ E;‘; (:he
that new existence, so will the French, Germans and Ita}:ans anhtawm
others elevate themselves to become EurotPeans amtihtheli:atc}i]%%ie sf »

‘ { ¢ ir hearts will beat for it, as they he
turn to Europe, and their hearts will ‘
their smaller fatherlands, which they will not have forgotten, but love
fhe more. {Quoted from Rijksbaron, 1987, p. 67)

. L p
Once again people’s loyalties were seen o be arranged in concentric c::;'fc‘lez.sggn
only after learning to behave as Europeans could there be a start to discuss
about the possibility of a truly global civilization start.

i i ati 't of, sa
Europe was regarded primarily as an interplay of n‘a?ions ::‘uher t‘hau:ml g dg‘,
groups of consumers or producers, regional communities or interest groups

: § non-

voted to specific issues, and so on. There were, of course, dtte}r]npté lo]:::sss o

ions ; of interests (for instance, the G :

or trans-national communities o . | in n Soctel
Democrats had a ‘United States of Europe’ in their party programme) but, in g

idari ; ics, paci-
eral, the perspective in such claims as the solidarity of WO[’kClS,h Catéxolicse,a;;a
fists, and so on, almost inevitably ended up being global rather than European.
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Nationality was a seemingly stable compoenent, without wi
could not be imagined. Dynamically, most observers
growth in modern civilization as the main ¢4
unimpressed by the possibilities

rich Europe at this time
identified the explosive
allenge to Europe. No one was left
opened up by aeroplanes, radios, electric light,
and cinemas, but the double-edged nature of technological progress had been
demonstrated in the mass destruction of the war, In many texts we find a highly

ambiguous attitude to a process that seeimed to challenge everything known and
established,

There was general consensus i
changes of this magnitude, which
In Europe’s ‘internal’ politi

at Europe was not sufficiently prepared for
threatened Europe both internally and globally.

cal life a conflict appeared between, on the one hand,
the strong trends towards large-scale production, economic centralization, and in-

ternational interdependence and, on the other, the seemingly untouchable ‘national
principle’, Stefan Zweig — one of the few intellectualg absolutely untarnished by
nationalism — in an essay from 1932, Der europdische Gedanke in seiner
historischen Entwicklung (‘the idea of Europe in its historical development"),

dedicated to the unifying elements in European culture, lamented the present strife
between the peoples:

-.if I were to try to formulate the inteilectual
say that the present drive to
than it has with people.

situtation today, I would
unite Burope has more (o do with things

(Zweig, 1943b, p. 348)

Most plans for European unity from Naumann to the propaganda of the Nazis
stressed the need for ecenomic cooperation and for an adjustment to g world of
global competition. But at the same time, there was an unwillingness to give up
any national sovereignty to create customs unions, or common markets, On the
contrary, economic autarky had a high priority and dovetajled with political
nationalism. Attempts at unification either neglected the dilemma {Briand’s of-
ficial memorandum), tried to eliminate it by moving national loyalties to a conti-
nental level (Coudenhove—Kalergi), or implicitly or explicitly counted on the

hegemony of great power according satellite status, only, to smaller nations (Nau-
mann, Nazi Neuropa).

Modern civilization did not restrict
tional self-sufficiency;

Europe. Mass productio
best to destroy the princ
to bury the ‘decadent b
but many democrats dj
being its own gravedi

itself to undermining the foundations of na-
it also ruined the political values of nineteenth-century
n created a mass society with mass politics, which did its
ipies that had made it possible. Not everybody was willing
ourgeois liberalism’ and opt for the totalitarian solutions,
d see some truth in Marx's dictum about the bourgeoisie
geer, and were left irresolute when asked for a dynamic
alternative to Communism or Fascism. ‘Europas grosste Gefahy ist die Mudigkeit’
{*The greatest danger to Europe is tiredness'), said Husser] (1935; 1954 edn, p.
348), but his calls for a rebirth of Europe through a ‘heroism of reason’ had no
more effect than Mann’s desired new ‘militant European humanism’,

Finally, modern civilization merc

ilessly revealed to Europe that it was no longer
the undisputed power centre of 1

he world. Europe was now only one of several
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i i { nity, but
global powerfields, a condition often used in drgu‘me.nts k;rEEuro;;z:z;ng lfperi,)my
' : ften, the traditional feeling of European s \
not yet fully comprehended, Often, : : irope o
in 11); its pride and arrogance, was mixed with an alm_()sl paranoid v[v'l{Sh to prot
cujture that had suddenly discovered intimations of its own mortality.

i jects ‘ceptions of
in my imtroduction I discussed the dichotomy between pl’()_]eCEl.‘:l anc}i}ze::gt:s "o
i ; ai : -
essi analytical purpose of the two concepts. The : :
Europe, stressing the analytical | e m was lo clar
ify different aspects of a complex phenomenon, but obviously
ify different aspects of a comp enon, furned o 16 be ronsonatl
i ithin es er. If the distinetion has turned ou :
were contained within each other. | oo Y
i e, it i aps because the political projects
i { e period treated here, it is perhaps because
applicable for the perio her : lration that they ol
o i i ar from any practical realiza
for Europe were so stunningly far a : Ay, ‘Boropeats
i i alysis. Both politically and intellectually, '
easily be singled cut for analysis. o sl Suropent
’ i g recession, and the few who still care ghto
ness’ experienced a strong recession, ‘ . ! uEn o TNt
on seeing Europe as an entity were so preoccupied }mth m?kl?(ii d:::fn‘ o ot
they had litile time for actually suggesting cures. Finally, in 1945,
moved in from abroad.
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