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PREFACE 

[n fond memory of 

Desmond Williams 
introduced me to who 1n 
love of history 

and of Europe 

I 
l 
') 

The motive that animates this book is the author's desire to make sense of the 
events and processes of western history: first, European history from I 000 AD to 
the present day; then, in particular, the course taken by the broader West since 
World War II. By 'making sense' of these histories, I mainly mean looking at 
them and requiring them to fonn, in the first case, a true, coherent story; in the 
second, a true, coherent picture. The results of my efforts can be found, 
respectively, in Part One and Part Two. 

In the main, what still passes for the history of Europe is a version established 
in the nineteenth century and transmitted with minor revisions to the present day. 
An uncertain annexe has been attached dealing with events since 1914. In the 
course of the last century, many historians criticised and revised various aspects 
and episodes of the standard version. Marxists offered a somewhat revised 
version of the whole story; it came and went, leaving valid insights but not on the 
whole convincing. It approached the matter ideologically, whereas the most 
pressing problem is practical, a matter of organisation and presentation. 

The continuing piecemeal revision of the factual story, along with questions 
raised by the twentieth century and the present condition of the West, have had a 
cumulative effect. A growing number ofhistorians regard the standard history of 
Europe, even with particular revisions throughout its length, as too flawed to be 
worth saving. It is permeated by outworn myth; its general structure and some of 
its historical terminology obscure the truth; it fails to cohere with our recent 
experience and present consciousness. A new history is needed which would 
satisfy the criteria of truth and clarity, and by so doing make sense to present-day 
Europeans. That is my main argument. As well as criticising the standard history 
in the light of the latest revisionist scholarship, I sketch out what the revised 
history might look like. To avoid complicating the argument, I discuss mainly, 
though not exclusively, the writing of European history in English. 

The first spur to taking a critical look at this matter came during the sixteen 
months I spent in Seattle between 1994 and 1996. While studying what I found to 
be the 'postwester' condition of the USA, I became aware of the powerful and 
still continuing influence of German culture since the eighteenth century. Not 
only that; I realised that the German role in the final phase of Europe, and in 
particular the 'post-European' significance of the Nazi period, had been neglected 
in the writing of European history. So when I returned to Europe, I not only had a 
new, 'postwestem' view of the contemporary USA and of the West generally; I 
also felt impelled to look into German history between, say, 1750 and 1945. 

When I tackled the initial phase of that history-the remarkable German 
cultural renaissance of the late eighteenth century-a glance further back to the 
so-called 'German Renaissance' of the years around 1500 made me realise there 
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: 39 That was a highly creative period in 
. wrong. 'Renaissance · 'th the real renaissance I was studying, a 

was something y but not, compared,,re was a crib from the 'Italian 
th German ' . h Its given n . . 

sou ern ciilturalrebirth. , d :ome to think of it, was that a rebirth? · ance a time. n c 
renal® ",,r,round the sam"yr,fan event, often magnified as 'the sance' O . llege an • 
Rena

15 
amination, thts a b th kingpin of the entire standard history 0 closer ex d out toe w.. 

n . , tout court, turne 1 k t it led to its disintegrating before my Re iaissance ·itical look a 
en So when a close, en . d wn with it. Logicallv, therefore, my f Europe. tumbling o > 0 

h of the rest came 1 tory' of Europe might be told begins eyes, muct f how 'a true, c ear s 
'tical examination o . . fact did not happen. 
,a as 1alias 'rebirth' which"[,,,, writing of this essay, I am grateful to Tim 

F occasional, valuable ww",, nn Brian Arkins, P\11l1p Breen, Sture 
or k Manfred Fu na , 'K . L d' Bl ing Peter Bur e, . . 1 tt· v·ncenzo Merolle and .lario eonardi, annug, ,, ;EnicoNichelatti, /in ·The Fr, 

U land Paolo Tnven, nn . 1 f, the outcome. The chapter c ·ma, re1 J, onsible for 
B t they are in no way respc, fr an article published in the Gennan- u E re' is adapte om 
German Phase of urop Rome July 2000. 
studies journal Cultura_ Tedesca, avoid mistakes of historical fact; but my main 

Naturally, I have tried hard ',,,,4 in my title, and to have it thought about 
aim in writing is to raise the issue s 'a true, clear history that makes sense' can 
and discussed. If some of my ideas for f, x.ample paid little attention to dd d to-I have, or e, 
be improved upon or a e ld be delighted that this should happen. 
England's part in the story-I wou :-t' , draws on my book The Postwestern 

Part Two, 'The Post-European Con t 10; . t Its main import appears here in 
contaon ptistedia 1999 amdo " "_'3,nows tctiiigboty and togicatty 
its proper setting: the depiction of th".,,,y centuries. While 1 was working on 
from the re-interpreted history of the pr g th t I was catering to a widely felt 
that book in Italy in 1998-99, I became aware t~ t there is something special, 
contemporary need. Many westerners s_en:e but the public discourse offers no 
strange and dangerous about the present tun , l;' our times is couched 

' la th t purports to exp am . 'th explanation. The public anguage a'. +th d nineteenth centuries, W1 
largely in cliches and slogans of the eighteen an l: guage about our times, I 
some revamping from de 1950s and 40s. M> ®""E,'. we are experiencing 
can vouch for this, is fresh-coined, out of the metal o . e a of Europe that I argue 

Let me say in conclusion that I do not believe the htStoryd h. t ry' That is too 
ifid tandar us o . for will in the near future replace the petri e s ks too massively 

firmly ensconced in thousands of books and refercn©'[,,rciat, academic 
supported by vested interests of several kinds politic@l.,,,,, Book will serve 
and emotional. But I do believe that 'in the meantime' 11s t din the history 

. . ho are mteres e take another useful purpose. It will provide Europeans w . b which to judge, 
of Europe and of the contemporary West with a yardstick by' Jjich, becaus© 

·3_ rr thi: ilhistorywl J distance from and correct the established, largely myt tea 
11 it is not the tme story, lacks sense. Desmond Fe]" 

Rome, 20 

PART ONE 

THE HISTORY OF EUROPE: 

TOWARDS A TRUE, CLEAR STORY 

The Two Main Obstacles 

In the nineteenth century Europe was leading the world, and Europeans, in 
particular the ruling classes, considered themselves in every way superior to non­ 
Europeans. The fashionable historians narrated the history of Europe in a manner 
which reflected this European ascendancy and its accompanying belief. Theirs 
was the main role in constructing a myth of all-round European progress 'forwards 
and upwards' from the end of the 'Middle Ages' and the beginning of the 
'Modem Age·. It was a narrative constructed to satisfy, broadly speaking, the 
kind of pwplc whom Herbert Butterfield was referring to in his The Whig 
Interpretation Of History, published full seventy years ago. In terminology less 
specifically English, they were the Progressives and Protestants who were 
conducting the affairs of Europe during its period of world leadership. However, 
in the construction and dissemination of the satisfying myth, the fashionable 
historians were not alone. The political class that was directing Europe's affairs, 
the thinkers and journalists who were theorising its place in the world, encouraged 
them. So the myth acquired its full and disseminated form in a process of mutual 
interaction between professional historians on the one hand, and politicians, 
ideologues and educational systems on the other. As well as the school textbooks, 
it entered the encyclopedias and the dictionaries. 

In this many-layered form the Victorian myth of Europe became the standard 
history of Europe for the twentieth century. By the time the first half of that 
century had to be added to the story, some modifications were being made in the 
standard version, particularly with regard to the so-called Middle Ages. But by 
and large, in the general writing and understanding of European history, the 
standard version as established in the nineteenth century has remained stubbornly 
intact to this day. 

On the face of it, this is remarkable for several reasons. Since the second half 
of the nineteenth century, historians in Europe and America have been 
convincingly revising virtually every phase or episode of the standard version. 
More, there is a fairly widespread recognition among historians and among 
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th standard version is, indeed, a myth. The rally that c s . . d . . . . 
Europeans, gen6I ' ·rjsed by superstition and oppression giving 

cducalf°,,aate Age char@", 3,r.sighted Moder Age that stnae, 
ama ",,agy 1iberatins ",j,,gt Reformation and bEnlighteamen ay to an Renaissance . 
w tly forward from . d a Progressive-Protestant ascendancy triumphant .. eas empire anc. 

. d strial revolution, overs . 1 benefits on mankind that version of the tom us land matenat e1., +a (] , Th 
~ s mental, moral 'it was not quite like t mt . at was the that conterS smil We know i . . 
w causes a sn I€. an history! Moreover, our unease with it story now chc ol of Europea . . . 

, t Leaps Forward' school well justified by our recent historical Great r ding it meaningless, are 
and our even ID . stances.. 

ience and present ctrcuI,, ,% 1ce in the world to its American proxy, expen d d its pre omman . 
Europe has surren ere i. yth was created to serve 1s no more. The 

l·ty which the m · h · h Th Victorian menta 1t {hi has intervened, making us cm; tot at e · human istory . St murderous century mn» Th t century apart from the continuing mo h t before. a , . I O as well as tow at went did 1ot look like the summit of human a so, ad t cbnology i n . h . h 
advance of science an e . ~u ests it should have been. While t c nc 
ores wave sadd?,,",7,,, s aka.d, ceramty, by moral 
and powerful western world thi al chaos in its actuality. Rather than 
l·dealism in many of its laws, it displays e c ful manipulation of opinion and 

i6its there is powert 3f 
encouragement of free spUl s, ' robin -down' and the quasi-religious cult o 
desire the phenomenon called d~ hg century begms is the prospect of 

' dd d t 11 this as t e new '... d the shopping mall. A e o ai ·» achment on hard won liberties an 
infinite war accompanied by a gathenng eocro 

on private life. . . er tha with small modifications here and 
For all these reasons, it is a wonde ",;4o is still on general offer. 

. f European ts ory th there, the standard version of + it, we ermit it largely to rule1he 
sazaleas6caty, in view of ou uses"_""" ,ae caocared, 
works of reference and the histoncal coo~ . ht For the standard version even 

However this is remarkable only at ts1g! . hole an alternative 
' . . 1 t d . odes but as a w ' . to begin to be replaced, not in isolated epIsc The only serious 

. d be winning acceptance. bi! history of Europe must exist an e . . . But their version, w e 
attempt to supply one came from Marxist historian ,,,ce where it was not 
supp}vingvaluable insights, failed to wm sigmficant acchep f: t •s that by merely 

re_ ,, dd, but the fact is imposed by political authonty. It may seem O ' • 
1 

the standard history, 
substituting another ideological scheme for thatwhich { ,rs6fem with the 
the Marxists were bemg insufficiently radical. For the pP ture which in 
standard history of Europe is with its overall interpretative struchas ~ome to be 
large measure the Marxists accepted That interpretative s~;m::moter past, but 
at variance not only with what we now know, factually;]."_,, cent past and 
also-as I said above-with what we have experienced in 
what we observe in the present. ,;4%5,storians are0 

This is the practical problem which some radically revising _, discussion. 
beginning to work on in their studies. I am proposing it for gener 
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first of all by the title I have given this book. But that is easily done. With 
trepidation, I am venturing further by offering, together with a personal critique 
of the standard version, an outline of how I think the story might be better told. I 
write as a lover of Europe and as a lifelong student and reader of its history. A 
specialist in no particular period, I do not presume to judge, let alone add to any 
of the specialist research. Where I am aware of it, I draw on it. When I say 'how 
the story might be better told', I mean how a history of Europe might be written 
which would be true and clear, and make sense for contemporary Europeans. 

The standard version contains a great mass of true facts, and therefore the 
possibility of being modified into a true and clear story. The obstacle to be 
removed is its distorted presentation of the facts. This breaks down, mainly, into 
two related kinds of distortion-and therefore two obstacles which I will come to 
presently. First, a word about what I mean by a story that makes sense for 
contemporary Europeans. 

History is a very special kind of story. It makes sense, really, only when it is 
accepted by the people concerned as the story of their past If it is not, if it is only 
something in a book that other historians mull over, it makes no sense as history; 
is not in fact the history of the people in question. It has failed to make it. So a 
history of Europe 'that makes sense for contemporary Europeans' means several 
things . 

First, the story must cohere with what Europeans know of their recent past 
and their present. Since their entire past is what has brought them to where they 
are now, telling it truly and clearly should take care of that Second-as an art 
performed for the audience of everyman, which is what history properly is---it 
must, while keeping to the truth, have a good story form; display a formal 
elegance or beauty. Third, it must not denigrate our European ancestors 
indiscriminately. Finally, it must insofar as possible tend to strengthen their 
living descendants rather than weaken them; tend to imbue them with a sense of 
purpose rather than encourage them to have none. 

Conflicting with the widespread feeling that a revised history is needed is an 
understandable reluctance to abandon the standard version. Partly this is a simple 
desire to cling to nurse, partly a fear that the alternative would be offensive, ugly 
and depressing. There has, indeed, in recent years been a much-publicised 
revision of European history taught in some American universities: the version 
about centuries of Dead White European Males oppressing everyone within 
reach. Obviously, that extreme instance of offence by non-sense has not been a 
good advertisement for the enterprise I am talking about I have nailed my 
colours to the mast. I am talking about a history which makes sense for 
contemporary Europeans, and I have spelt out what I mean by that. Suffice to add 
that, without being at all sure that I know how it might be done, I shall keep its 
requirements in mind 

I say 'for contemporary Europeans'. Someone, doubtless, will find that this 



that I-as in their day the Victorian f Europeans.. 
articular category O 

• 1 1 s (have we still social classes?) or 
masks ®,,, s please. A sol! ",,,, o will be identified. This cano 

• torians---WIS >] to or am ca e. . 
his "., oup that I be ong r is practical not ideological. Among ideological grC ·thatmyconcer ', 1 
eo d 1 have made clear a s I have met and listened to, or read, I 
ewe",,,, orcontemporary "",,a saa, 1 etaay te.ave to oars ii,e 
the many . cular category in mind. 
have no pat1l .njbconscious mind. 
te retation of my mtemr L d O in 1995, Norman Davies included 

;% mublished in ondon e of his E 'Pe· A History, " ·f t years and added some o 1s own. In uro · . 1 ·sioo o receo . , 
h Of the p1ecemea revt . h th historians have pow1ccd on, Davies muct fdetail which oter 

D ite the mistakes O e 
1 k ides a useful point of reference and I €5PW ,,,tious and enormous book prov brave, am 1 0 

h 11 use it as such. . h of the problems that are encountered sat -tic deals witt.some 
His lengthy lntroducuon , h history of Europe' correspond with the 

k th words tle as . h m. the attempt to ma e e 4 1ain obstacles' to truth and clanty t at 
» :d above to 'two m . d d historical reality. I re1erre , In a section of his Introduction hea e , . fEurope presents. . . t the standard history o . .11 trates one of these by citing a recen fH. tory' Davies 1 us . 

'The Allied Scheme o is O 
• ' ' hi canner of doing this, he unconciously fit. At the same time, in us m 

occurrence o I. H ites as follows: 
exemplifies the other one. .e wr h been strongly influenced by the emotions 

"Contemporary views ofEurope a:id es ecially by the victory of the 'Grand 
ad expencces of two World , q97 » 19as, and at e end or he cold 
Alliance'. Thanks to their tnump b ' ble to export their interpretation of 
W . 1989 the Western Powers have ieen a 
armn '» . fthe events worldwide... hi h derive from Allied attitudes o 
"The priorities and assumptions w c ts f the twentieth century; and are 
. . common in accoun ° Wartune vmtage are very • d " 

· t remote peno s. ithth sometimes projected back into more! ,j, ptions", beginning with 1e 
Davies then lists some of these 'priorities an assum 

following: civilisation in which 'the 
-The belief in a unique, secular brand of Wes2,,,,pan progress. Anglo­ 

Atlantic community' is presented as the pinnacle a Carta, and a capitalist, 
son democracy, hie mis oriaw in he tradition ""f"7c,,a... 
free-market economy are taken to be _the ~ghest S d World War of 1939-45 
-Ts ideology of 'anti-fascism', in which,,,,,, »eat ia he triumph of 

is perceived as 'the War against Fascism, as the e . 
a 5fitis Good over Evil... . . . iti; an instance o 1 

The obstacle that Davies is here 11lustratmg by cl mg h d us from the 
. . . • 1 'ting that has reactie Th victors• history. In the tradition of historical wri . 

0 
of Europe. e 

nineteenth century such 'history' bas been obscurmg tg.» imprecise 
other main obstacle, which Davies is unconsciously exempli) ing, 
designation. . t ~ 
id the subsequent histo 1 Foranaltemative more realistic account of World War II an . , 

the West, see Part Two. 

Who precisely, the reader is left wondering, are these particular victors who 
"have been able to export their interpretation of events worldwide"? A rereading 
of the first two paragraphs quoted shows the confusion. Davies refers to the 
victors successively as "the 'Grand Alliance", "the Western Powers of 1918, 
1945 and the Cold War" and-by implication in the phrase "Allied attitudes of 
the wartime vintage" once again the "Allies" in both World Wars. All in all, 
several different sets of victors are referred to! It is only because the paragraphs 
which follow help us, and because we have direct experience to draw on, that we 
know that Davies means America and Britain. These, we understand and know, 
are the victors "who have been able to export their interpretation of events 
worldwide". They alone have been able to do this, and done it---through their 
political leaders, film-makers and journalists in all media, and the general run of 
their historians and other writers. Davies could have saved us trouble by saying 
so. 

Ironically, imprecise designation is an obstacle to clear and true history on 
which Davies comes down hard For example, he cites "histories of Britain" and 
references to "British history" when in fact England and English are meant. Of A 
History Of Mediaeval Europe by an Oxford university tutor, he says that at first 
glance it seems more like a history of "medieval Western Europe" or Latin 
Christendom", but turns out, because of the omission or offhand treatment of 
some pertinent countries, not to be really either of those. 

The outstanding instance of victors' history addling our view is the Progressive­ 
Protestant version of European history that I have discussed above. In the 
struggles between religions and ideologies that had marked Europe since around 
1500, Progressives and Protestants had come out on top. The history that they 
encouraged and sanctioned was intended to show by what a splendid-path they 
had come there and how richly they deserved their success. While it has lost 
relevance for present-day Europeans, and been assaulted by a guerrilla war of 
revision, it still remains entrenched in the ubiquitous standard history because, as 
an overall pattern, it has not been replaced. So Jet us begin with "Renaissance, 
Reformation, Enlightenment". Stripped of their thought-suspending role as 
advertising slogans, are they still valid designations of the historical occurrences 
they refer to, or must more precise designations be found? 
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2 ' Renaissance' The ,, shorthand in historical language. 
:. e'is the most glamorous piece o JR. Hale 'Renaissance.,, 

. tion that words exert upon us. 
. hy is a struggle against the fascma Ludwig Wittgenstein "Pbilosop 

· h been done on this concept and M ch rev1s1on as b . . h 
the Renaissance'. 1uc ding remain prevalent. I cgin wit Take e . d mtsunderstan m . I . 

i¢ atio but confusion and_;. ·' refer to an event in Italy or in designation, 'the Renaissance' 
lest questions. Does h t either· when the Italian location 

he "",,s,es geacrally? 1refers to both " ", j/'js a er that leaves one 
Western . . for 'the Italian Renaissan • 
is intended, it is short: 

. k th t refer to it or deal with it leave gnessmg. . ur? War s a d 
Wh did the Renaissance occ . . the planet the Connse Oxfor en ·ifying a location on , 
uzzlcd. Without spect g . ,, p ter Burke of Cambridge University, 

Do~etl~onarysays: "in the 14th-16thcenturlde~. _ety In Italy (1999) treats his subject 
cu,,, a: Culture And Society If% +(9yr 

in The Italian Renaissance: t of the sixteenth century. In A r~tory .'1 
um·ng in the fifteenth and in mos . of taped lectures published in as occt rld 1100-1980 a senes 

Music OJ The Western Wor - 'eta e-title Music Of The Renaissance 
B ·tam· and the USA in the early 1990s, th p Anthony Roolcy of Oxford 
n ded Toe lecturer, . h h the dates 1480-1620 appen · . d "Europe in the sixteent as : ibi :t with the wor s, . th 

University, introduces his sub) ,,4, treads a well-worn path in having 1e 
tury " Nonnan Davies, for his pa , ,% :through the first half of the cen ... . " . l450" and continue . 

Italian Renaissance begin circa ,r b k by J R Hale of University 
l t the title o a oo . .. E 

sixteenth century. A glance al sy rises. It reads Renaissance urope 
College, London, published in 1971, ':a shot of a longer period. But as the 
1480-1520. Perhaps it was intended®,],,,,oas 'Renaissance', it does not 
only title in the Fontana historical series 

h. tory' of convey that. . . · ans did the 'modem ts O . 
When, by the established convention of""[,,rae 1400s. By convention, 

Europe begin? In or around 1500 or in the latter d at the start of the Modern 
the discovery of America and the Renais~ance occur:,e en called in question on the 
Age. Latterly, the modemity of he Reaissan©v]7,4so-1600-- an increased 
grounds that a notable feature of the Itahan cultur ·th the established stereotype 
interest in magic, alchemy and witchcraft-clashes W1 d to be brought forward 
for 'moder'. Accordingly, that blessed dawn woul , ,st would make the 
to the Scientific Revolution or the Enlightenment. ed' al· it came after the 
Renaissance 'medieval', and by definition it is post-m te~ d as one of cultural 
'Middle Age' and by all accounts expressly rejected thatP"C,, % not alone in 
barbarity. Disturbingly, the Concise Oxford Dictionary- lacing the start of 
this-clashes with the accepted historical scheme of ages by p 

the Renaissance in the medieval 1300s. That apart, the dictionary's vague three 
centuries-' 14th-16th' with their many variations of circumstance and mentality, 
is hardly a satisfactory temporal designation for something that is presented as an 
'event' in European history. 

'The Middle Age' is, of course, another "victors' term" which calls for 
scrutiny of its designative accuracy. At least in a chapter-heading, Davies takes 
the overdue step of removing the eccentric and blurring plural which has afflicted 
it in English. I have the impression that, whereas it originally stood for a period 
between the fourth or fifth century and 1453 or 1500,2 we have come to understand 
'medieval' as referring roughly to the years 1000 to 1500. Provisionally, I will 
use 'the Middle Age' in this sense, while intending to return to the matter and to 
discuss the preceding centuries, which used to be called in English 'the Dark 
Ages'. (Correction, I have just noticed that term in Davies' book!) 

Gordon Leff, in his book Medieval Thought, writes: 
"It has become so much a habit to describe any sudden growth of culture as 

a renaissance that we are in danger of depriving the expression of any 
meaning." 

That sentence comes at the start of Leff's chapter on the (genuine) Carolingian 
Renaissance in the ninth century. The point he is making, implicitly, is that 
'renaissance' means, properly and only, a rebirth; in cultural matters, a fresh 
emergence of creativity and innovation after a period when they have been 
absent or scantily present. And in fact, pace Leff, 'renaissance' still does convey 
that meaning-even when it is misapplied. In particular, 'the Renaissance' is 
generally understood to mean an epoch-making return of culture or, more precisely, 
of high culture-first in Italy, then in Europe generally-after a 'Middle Age' 
when it was absent or in meagre supply. (That age had, in its latter centuries, 
produced Italy's greatest poet, Dante, and most eminent philosopher, Thomas 
Aquinas-not to mention Bologna and Padua universities, Francis of Assisi, 
Giotto, Petrarch, Boccaccio and St Catherine of Siena.) Also generally believed 
is that the cultural rebirth in question included, or was caused by, a revival of 
studious interest in Graeco-Roman culture after a long period of neglect or 
ignorance. The Oxford Dictionary definition reflects both aspects of this received 
belief: "the revival of art and literature under the influence of classical models .• 

Peter Burke records simply a new "enthusiasm for classical antiquity" without 
any revival except that of Italian vernacular literature at the end of the fifteenth 
century. Before that, for nearly a century, the antiquarian enthusiasm had caused 
most poetry to be written in Latin. In painting as in sculpture a vogue arose for a 
naturalism inspired by surviving Roman sculpture and literary descriptions of 

12 

2 
I am referring to the first uses, in Holland and Germany in the 1600s, of medium aevum and 
Mittelalter as terms in general European history. When the Italian enthusiasts of ancient 
Rome had used such 'middle' terms, beginning in 1469 with media tempestas, the reference 
was to a (variable) period of Italian history. 
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· ting as proper painting called this d d such patn . . ' 
Th e who regard€ . d to the non-naturalistic 'Greek itiug os . , as oppose ancientpatn ID · ··dercd 'Italtan' i·led in Italy. The models for the . as cons1 • sly preva 

a revival; it w 1 vhich had prcviou Fl ders which in the fifteenth century tie sty e w it from an ' 
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of the nineteenth century, that sense of the word faded from ordinary language, 
and 'humanist' began to have the philanthropic, philosophical meaning it normally 
has today. It was joined in that new sense by 'humanism', taken from the German 
(where it had originally denoted only classical education). Later, both words 
acquired yet another meaning, denoting, in civil affairs, the sufficiency of human 
rational effort and hostility to interference by religion. The effect, without as 
much as a hint to the unwary, was to dress all the Latin and Greek scholars of the 
1400s and subsequently in the livery of 'humanists' and 'humanism' in these 
new senses vaguely combined. Once established, this ideological and misleading 
representation of the Renaissance classicists has persisted, both in academic 
books and in popular history, into the present day. 

Hand in hand with the glamourisation of the Renaissance has gone a progressive 
denigration of the preceding Middle Age. Despite a century of historical writing 
aimed at correcting this, its correction in narratives of 'the history of Europe' has 
not been so diligent. Partly for this reason, in the minds and speech even of 
educated people, 'Middle Ages' and 'medieval' continue to connote at least a 
primitive and ignorant condition, at most a barbarous one. More, the notion 
persists that West European life in those centuries was qualitatively inferior to 
that of ancient Rome and Greece. In part these resistances to a more realistic 
view of the Middle Age flow from the glamourisation of the Renaissance. 
Abandoning the 'dark' view of the Middle Age would detract from the 'bright' 
view of the Renaissance-and from the very meaning of the word itself! 

In order to present a true, clear view of 'the Italian Renaissance' and 'the 
Renaissance' generally, and to integrate this into a true, clear history of Europe, it 
is necessary to sort out what took place at that time in Italy and in Western 
Europe generally, and to examine why it has come to be represented in an 
unhistorical and confused manner. In providing my own corrective account of 
these matters, I am aware that I will in part be making points which have been 
made in previous critiques of the 'Renaissance myth'. In the Bibliography of the 
book by Peter Burke that I have referred to, I notice an entire work of such 
criticism: Bullen, J.B., The Myth Of The Renaissance In Nineteenth-Century 
Writing. And indeed, in another short book by Burke himself, called simply The 
Renaissance, the first chapter is headed 'The Myth of the Renaissance'. But I am 
writing about European history and I cannot take for granted that all who arc 
interested in that are also familiar with critical writing on 'the Renaissance' in 
particular. 

For the sake of argument, I shall follow Davies' well-worn track and regard 
the 'Italian Renaissance' as beginning around 1450 and continuing to around 
1550. 1 define the movement in question as one of heightened innovation in the 
arts and in scholarship and worldview. It was preceded in 1400-50 by what is 
often referred to as the 'Early Renaissance': a general, creative growth of interest 
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carrying. The invention of the head-collar for horses had tripled their drawing 
capacity. Specially bred 'cart horses' pulling all-iron ploughs had increased 
agricultural yield. Eye-spectacles had greatly lengthened the productive life both 
of scholars and of such artisans as needed keen eyesight. Thousands of windmills 
and water-mills served multiple purposes; the water-mills were used for, among 
other things, the manufacture of paper. Mechanical clocks measured time in 
hours of equal duration. Ships were equipped with fixed rudders and guided by 
compasses. The biggest ships, carrying multiple decks, two or three masts and 
great expanses of sail, were capable of long ocean voyages. Stirrups giving foot­ 
purchase to sword-wielding horsemen, the deadly shots of crossbows, and gun­ 
powder put to use in firearms and cannon, made a few hundred European soldiers 
more than a match for a Roman legion equipped with its conventional artillery. 
Cities helped finance themselves with public loans. Arabic numerals with their 
zero sign, and insurance and paper money backed by bankers, facilitated trading. 
Among the well-to-do, everyday life was enhanced by such innovations as 
buttons, gloves, underpants, table forks, and fireplaces with chimneys. In helping 
the poor and alleviating misfortune, pawning establishments subscribed to by the 
well-to-do, supplemented the charity of monasteries. 

In all these aspects of contemporary West European life, Italy was either 
typical or to the fore. Many of its cities, moreover, were works of urban art 
containing buildings and art works of great beauty. In the centuries preceding 
1450, Italy, along with northern and southern France and northern Spain, had had 
the most continuously flourishing high culture in Europe. In the following 
hundred years this developing Italian high culture reached a splendid culmination. 

The notion, first, that this culmination was, in fact as distinct from rhetoric, a 
cultural renaissance-and then that it was 'the Renaissance' of European history-­ 
arose centuries later, north of the Alps. It derived, initially, not from the great art 
of the period, but from the simultaneous antiquarian movement. It is instructive 
to observe how this happened. 

The Graeco-Roman movement--with the emphasis on 'Roman' and tile 
Greek element secondary-inherited and shared in a 'restorative' ideology which 
had been present in Italian culture since the early 1300s. In each new generation, 
dissident intellectuals had seen 'resurrection', a 'return to life' or 'rebirth' 
occurring in their time. In Rome, Cola di Rienzo had made an abortive attempt to 
restore the Roman Republic. Successively, the revivalist intellectuals had 
lengthened the alleged previous period of barbarism or darkness. In the first such 
instance, it was merely the hundred years preceding Dante's Divine Comedy. By 
the 1400s it was the thousand-year 'middle age' between the fall of Rome and the 
present. Among the alleged forces of barbarian darkness that thwarted true 
culture and oppressed Italia were the 'Greek' style of painting, French 'Gothic' 
architecture, 'barbarous' English logicians, Parisian physics, the ignorant 
treatment of ancient authors, the scholastic distortion of Aristotle and the 
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of them learned Greek and learned it better than had scholars in the previous 
century. A little Greek had been available then too, and some Greek works had 
long been available in Latin. But now, apart from new Greek texts acquired from 
Constantinople-more Plato, much mathematics and natural science-direct 
translations from Greek originals began to replace what were often garbled Latin 
renderings from Arabic versions. 

What all this amounted to in net effect was that ancient Rome and, to a lesser 
extent, Greece were actively influencing Italian elite culture, just as the latter was 
beginning to influence the other elite cultures of Europe. The princely rulers, the 
popes included, welcomed and encouraged the classicists, gave many of them 
employment, collected ancient statues, and commissioned buildings in Roman 
styles. Some classicists tried to appropriate the mindset of the ancient authors; 
others merely used the Roman literary forms for their imitative Latin prose and 
poetry. Previously Graeco-Roman mythology had played an ancillary role in 
literature; now it became a self-sufficient source for literature and painting. Many 
classicists gave themselves Latin names. For many of its adherents the movement 
became a 'swinging' lifestyle with touches of the carnivalesque. 

This kind of feeling and activity directed towards a past culture is what we 
call-as in the later Celtic, medievalist and neo-Gothic mstances-a 'revival', 
using the verb transitively and figuratively. So it seems to me correct to describe 
the fifteenth-century Italian movement as, in this sense, a 'Graeco-Roman revival'. 
Like the Celtic and medievalist revivals in later times, so, too, the Graeco-Roman 
movement believed that in the prevailing high culture, important aspects of man 
were neglected-and therefore, man as he fully is and cou1d be. In some of the 
classicists this gave rise to a current of thought and endeavour which can properly 
be described as a humanism. Such men replaced the medieval discourse on the 
wretchedness and dignity of man with an emphasis on his dignity and potential 
In religious contexts they gave prominence to the humanity of Christ. In education 
they sponsored a new pedagogy which stressed the building of character, and 
which included physical exercise along with Latin and Greek. 

More generally speaking, Italy's Graeco-Roman revival was a companion and 
forerunner of all those European movements that believed in renewal of the 
present life through return to remote origins. The classicists were conscious that 
'Ancient Rome' was ancient Italy, and classical Latin, Old Italian. They regarded 
the Roman past of their country as civilisation, properly speaking. Thus they 
believed that by reviving that past they were both renewing civilisation and 
bringing Italia spiritually to life again. Similarly, in those same years, the English 
and French monarchies and German intellectuals were finding inspiration m 
remote national or pseudo-national origins. Before the Italian revival had run its 
course, Protestant refonners and Erasmian Catholics were repeating its pattern in 
Christian terms. Later, Rousseauism would give the myth a universally human 
dimension; and one nationalist movement after another would be inspired by the 
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[many Greek scholars migrated to Italy] that little sum of knowledge that still 
remained in the world. The invention of printing, the protection of the Medicis 
and of Francis I reanimates minds; and light is reborn everywhere." 

For d'Alembert, the 'rediscovery' of the ancient world-nothing in the previous 
culture of Italy!---made possible the painting of Raphael and Michelangelo. After 
a phase of mere erudition and slavish imitation, he continues, the Graeco-Roman 
revival gave rise to flourishing vernacular literature in Italy and France. Racine, 
Moliere, Bossuet and others were there to show that. With Descartes, and among 
the English, Bacon, philosophy revived And so on to Newton, Leibniz and 
Locke. Owing to the pre-eminence of the French language and culture in the 
1700s, this view of the ( still lower-case) 'renaissance des lettres' spread through 
Europe. 

But elevation to still greater heights occurred after the French historian Jules 
Michelet, in the l 840s, dispensed with the delimiting lettres in order to celebrate 
the Italian event, hyperbolically, as 'la Renaissance', unqualified. For Italy and 
for Europe, it was "the emergence of certainty and life, the discovery of man and 
the world", after a dead age when these realities had been shrouded in doubt 
Dressed in this cosmic raiment, 'la Renaissance' passed, with only the definite 
article changed, into German and English. In German, then, Jakob Burckhardt's 
glittering The Civilisation Of The Renaissance In Italy (of which more later) 
confirmed the term, extended its scope vaguely backwards to Dante's time, and 
depicted the Italy of those centuries as the birthplace of the Modem. The Italians, 
roused to action and flattered by this grand mythologising of a period in their 
history, searched among their words for 'rebirth', came up with il Rinascimento, 
applied it with its mythical meanings to the 1400s and, with mixed feelings, to the 
subsequent decades, and readjusted their academic history accordingly. Thus the 
stage was set for the still-continuing career of 'the Renaissance' as the epoch­ 
making rebirth of culture, man and spiritual well-being that succeeded the barbaric 
Middle Age and brought Europe, or all that was best and 'modern' in it, into being. 

But to return to the facts of the matter, in 1450-1550 the flourishing culture of 
medieval Italy culminated in a high creative period that continued in somewhat 
reduced form into the 1600s. By a 'high creative period' I mean one in which 
there is an abundant production, in varying proportions, of new fascinating 
artistic works (including literary ones), new attractive ideas and new useful tools. 
The Italian high creative period was rich in new art and ideas (though not 
profound ones), and relatively poor in new tools. It coincided, during parts of its 
long course, with similar high periods in Flanders, Germany, Spain, France, 
England and Holland, as the first age of Europe culminated and the second age began. 

Some periods of this kind in European nations-in France during the reign of 
Louis XIV and after, in Germany-Austria from the late eighteenth century to the 
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invention and the man responsible for it, let alone convey his,,y', we 
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sketched. And we are invited to marvel at the universali.,;±. Leonardo 
that he was also a painter. But apart from innovations in bi®V"_[,,%sequent 
invented nothing let alone a mechamcal process which sh _P . tional 
3».:. Nc 1Davies is excep European history. There is a strange llllbalance here. .Norman1 _,, Gutenberg's 
in devoting similar space to Leonardo and to the technical aspects O f current 

f~ . the teeth o re invention. The result of fifteen years of dogged e.tort in :. iodified 

misfortune, it served its purpose so effectively that it remained virtually unm 
until the nineteenth century. 

In Nuremberg around 1510, a man not even mentioned in the standard 'history 
of Europe', the locksmith Peter Henlein, invented the pocket-watch. Inasmuch as, 
by its subsequent diffusion and improvement, it brought precise consciousness of 
time into the daily lives of Europeans, it ranks close to book-printing as a 
formative historical influence. About fifteen years earlier, in the same city, 
Martin Boheim had made the first terrestrial globe. Nuremberg was then the main 
European centre for the publication of books on mathematics and astronomy­ 
translations from the Greek and new works-and for the manufacture of 
instruments used in astronomy and navigation. It had a close connection with the 
Italian. Spanish and Portuguese navigators. 

The · history of Europe' does tell us of Copernicus and his sensational announce­ 
ment of a sun-centred celestial system that made earth and man peripheral. But 
because it docs not present Copernicus in his cultural and intellectual context, it 
fails to convey a related historical fact of almost equal importance: the foundation 
of European as distinct from Graeco-Arab mathematics in Germany in the 1400s. 
Copernicus, before he latinised his name, was Nikolaus Koppernigk, born in 
1473 in a German town in Pomerania that had recently come under Polish 
suzerainty, His theory of the heavens derived more from mathematical calculation 
than from accurate observations. When dedicating his main work De 
Revolutionibus to Pope Paul Ill, he described its findings as "mathematical 
truths" [which] "can be judged only by mathematicians". So he profited by and 
contributed to a mathematical movement that had begun before his birth: in 
Austria with Georg von Peuerbach. 

Contemporary concern about the disorder of the calendar gave the movement 
a bias towards astronomy. Von Peuerbach's interests ranged from arithmetic and 
algebra to the motions of the planets. He compiled the first European ephemeris, 
a table predicting the daily positions of celestial bodies. His pupil and collaborator, 
Johann Muller, a Franconian he used the Latin name Regiomontanus---was the 
leading mathematician of his time. He compiled the almanac of astronomical 
data, Tabulae Directionum, used by Columbus and Amerigo Vespucci on their 
transatlantic voyages in the 1490s. As Copernicus would later do more successfully, 
he grappled with the problems raised by the Ptolemaic system of the heavenly 
bodies. Around the time of the transatlantic voyages, Copernicus, at Cracow 
university (he later attended three Italian universities) was studying Regio­ 
montanus's Tabulae Directionum and a work by Peuerbach. Much later, in 1539, 
when he had completed De Revolutionibus but was hesitating to publish it, a 
posthumous work on trigonometry by Regiomontanus, De Triangulis, caused 
him to revise his own book's trigonometry. De Triangulis had been brought to 
him at Frauenburg in East Prussia by an admirer, Georg Joachim von Lauchen, a 
mathematician teaching at Wittenberg university. Von Lauchen, also known as 
Rheticus, persuaded Copernicus to publish. He arranged to have De Revolutionibus 
printed in Nuremberg in 1543. 
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·1h w1 e tonca sc eme they created, the contemporary German cultural scene is generall 
presented as 'the German Renaissance' with the emphasis on that country'~ 
classical 'humanism' and pictorial art. Talk of Procrustean beds: the art in 
question, far from being 'Renaissance', in the conventional meaning, is in fact a 
final-crowning development of the Gothic, with a sprinkling of contemporary 
Italian influence. 

But the imbalance is not only a matter of failing to give an adequate account of 
mnovation in Germany and Flanders. While such figures as Raphael, Brunelleschi 
and Pico della Mirandola are presented in their cultural context and therefore with 
adequate intelligibility, innovators such as Gutenberg, Copernicus and Luther 
who had much profounder historical influence are not. Given the focus on Italy, 
there is a suggestion of their being marginal, isolated figures from the n~rtbern, 
still Gothic forests when in fact-like the unmentioned Henlems, Bobeuns an~ ' 1 h of the new age, 
Millers and the new map-makers-they are centra shapers . t 
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But to return to the matter we left. Jakob Burckhardt's The Civilisation Of The 
Renaissance In Italy, published in the third quarter of the nineteenth century, 
offered a view of the Italian phenomenon not so much as a rebirth of high culture, 
but as the birth, rather, of individualism, realism and secularism. After a slow 
start, the book ultimately reached and held a wide readership, not least because it 
conveyed an enchanting message. With the help of much learning, it suggested 
that in the ("individualistic, realist, secular') men of Renaissance Italy-which 
for Burckbardt begins in the early 1300s-- Modern Man first appeared. To many 
Liberal and Protestant bourgeois around 1900 and many uprooted intellectuals in 
the following half-century, this offered a beguiling image of their spiritual origins. 

Criticism has shown that with regard to individualism' Burckhardt exaggerated. 
Even in the years around 1500 most Italian city-dwellers still regarded themselves 
as members of corporations of various kinds. Peter Burke quotes Burckhardt in 
later life as admitting in private that he no longer believed what he had written 
about the matter. "But I don't say so", he added, "it gives people so much 
pleasure. Certainly what we call 'mdividualism' was growing in Italy as in 
Western Europe generally, but around 1500 it was more notably evident in the 
transoceanic activities of Spaniards and Portuguese and of Itali . . 
foreign service h C 1 , an mariners 11 
Germ . sue as Columbus, Vespucci and the Cabots.4 And it was in 
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Surprisingly, coming from the usually measured Davies, t a a that bad 
caricatures the contrast between the emerging mentality and the one Islarn, 
prevailed for centuries. In the Christian Middle Age, as in contemporary s of 
"mysticism" was one thing, "religiosity" quite another. "Helpless t':om­ 
Providence, overwhelmed" by their circumstances was not how U ""i[, or 
building monarchs and empire-building emperors, the commercial imper 

the Hansa, bankers of Florence and Antwerp, roistering Parisian students, Venetian 
doges and courtesans, crusading Norman barons or Teutonic Knights had seen 
themselves. It is true, however, that in the first age of Europe which was now 
ending, the human and material world and man's ability to master it had been 
valued less than the supernatural reality centred on Christ, and man's ability to 
participate in it. With this difference of valuation went the belief that only the 
spiritual power conferred by Christ was absolutely good and desirable, inasmuch 
as it enabled people to live in God's grace and ultimately to dwell forever in 
heaven. In comparison with that power, which enabled people to 'overcome the 
world', the intellectual and ultimately physical power that enabled people actively 
to master the world was of little account. What had now emerged among the 
Italian elite-and among some other European elites, but in an exemplary manner 
in Italy-was an increased valuation of man and the world and a corresponding 
belief that not only was he capable of mastering it, but that such mastery was of 
great account. It represented a value almost equal to the absolute value of being 
able to !ivc eternally in heaven. From this it followed that it was incumbent on 
people to develop and use to the maximum, within the guidelines of Christi an 
truth and morality, the potential for the control and remaking of their circumstances 
that lay within them. In the context of this emerging avid wi11 to collective and 
personal secular power for its own sake, the antiquarian obsession with world­ 
conquering Rome, and with the most gifted personalities of the classical 
civilisations, makes sense. 

An erroneous cliche long opposed a 'Christian' Renaissance in Northern 
Europe to a 'pagan' one in Italy. Mainly this sprang from lighthearted Italian 
play-acting with ancient pagan symbolism and allusion-it occurred even in 
papal circles-being taken too seriously by North European sobersides. But it ts 
also a fact that in the secular turn that manifested itself in Italy around 1500 there 
was a small, unrepresentative 'left wing', so to speak, which was not committed 
to pursuing the secular enterprise within the guidelines of Christian truth and 
morality. Some surviving writings and other evidence show this. The unformulated 
belief of this minority of the elite seems to have been that the intellectual and 
ultimately physical mastery of the world were goods of absolute value, so that 
securing them justified breaching, in effect, the Christi an limits on thought and 
behaviour. 

To cite three examples. Pico della Mirandola elaborated an eclectic philosophy 
of the sovereignty of man as self-maker, in which Christianity was merely one of 
many contributory elements. In The Prince Machiavelli wrote that the art of 
effective politics was best learned from the (non-Chris tian) ancients. Accordingly, 
his counsels for ambitious rulers left Chris tian morality to one side. Norman 
Davies describes Leonardo Da Vinci accurately as "a left-handed, homosexual 
engineer, best known for his sideline in painting". Leonardo's principal 
professional work was as a designer and inspector of fortifications. His sketches 
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'medieval life' which, insofar as it derived from facts rather than ideology, was 
more or less valid only for a part of Western Europe in the twelfth to fifteenth 
centuries. Along with popes, emperors and kings, it referred mainly to the 
condition of England, France and-according to who was writing-less or more 
of Germany, in that period. A problem then arose from the fact that Italy during 
the same period diverged in remarkably 'modem' ways from the stereotype thus 
established. The problem was compounded by the fact that-in line with the 
Graeco-Roman revivalists and Liberal-Protestant ideology--- 'the Italian 
Renaissance', beginning around 1450, had to be the breakout from medievalism, 
the launch-pad of modernity! What to do? 

A solution was found. 'The Renaissance' had acquired, apart from 'modern', 
a number of stereotypical tags: 'free thinking' or critical spirit, realism in painting, 
return to nature, individualism, enthusiasm for the ancient classics. Accordingly, 
wherever these characteristics could be recognised in medieval Italians-ev en, 
occasionally, in medieval Europe-the individuals in question were depicted and 
valued as 'forerunners of the Renaissance', and in a sense therefore as the 
beginnings of it. An academic industry developed around 'the origins of the 
Renaissance' and has persisted to this day. Competing versions have discovered 
those 'origins' in twelfth-century Abelard and Frederick II of Sicily, in thirteenth­ 
century Roger Bacon, in various heretics, in St Francis and Joachim of Flora, and 
only somewhat less wildly in Dante, Giotto, Boccaccio and Petrarch; not in the 
place and at the time when the movement in question did originate, namely, in 
Florence, in the early fifteenth century. This practice, more or less engaged in, 
has had two bad results for clarity and truth. The 'Italian Renaissance', and 'the 
Renaissance' as shorthand for it, have become capricious, woolly designations 
with shifting chronological meaning. And because notable figures of the 'medieval' 
world have been depicted as not fully or really part of it-as simultaneously or 
more truly 'Renaissance' persons-medieval Europe as well as medieval Italy 
have not been narrated as they really were. 

However, the fundamental fault lies in presenting a cultural movement in 
Italy, together with its supposed offspring throughout Europe, as the event marking 
the start of Europe's second (or modem) age. In fact the move into a new age is 
the central event, and it is signalled by a number of disparate symptomatic 
occurrences in several countries. Lord Acton in his Inaugural Lecture in 1895, 
and a few other nineteenth-century historians, used this presentation. To remodel 
the standard history of Europe on these lines would be a big step towards making 
it truthful. Taking this perspective, and entitling a chapter accordingly, one would 
tell about the high creative periods in Flanders, Portugal, Italy and 
Germany---all culminations of the old culture which become launchpads of the 
new-and the long-distance voyages from Portugal and Spain which opened 
large parts of the earth to European conquest, trade and settlement The account 
of the Italian high creative period would show it playing a leading cultural role in 
this context. The narrativ e of transition from the first age to the second would 
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understanding and an analytical tool which its mere facts of themselves would not yield to us. 

The present condition of the western world offers abundant evidence that the will 
to physical mastery of the world that emerged around the year 1500 in Western 
Europe has triumphed beyond the dreams of all but a very few. 'A very few', 
because it is clear that its present great success has been achieved by the 'effectively 
non-Christian' component of the original impulsion, or rather by that component 
massively expanded. On the one hand, unrestricted by the Christian worldview 
and moral rules, and greatly facilitated by manifold technology, hundreds of 
millions of individuals from Los Angeles to Helsinki and Palermo are empowered 
to do a vast number of things which no one living 500 years ago could do; or-in 
some instances- do with a good conscience and social consent On the other 
hand, immense new collective powers make possible these individual empower­ 
ments, while at the same time exercising comprehensive mastery over the 
individuals-singly, intimately and in the mass-and using them to maintain and 
augment their own power. Obviously, the omnicompetent, omniscient national 
states, and the shared quasi-state which is the European Union, function thus. But 
so, too, do the great collectives we call 'science', 'technology', 'high finance', 
'multinationals' and 'the mass media'. And so does that preaching collective for 
which there is no ready name, but which we might call 'the Conectorate'. I refer 
to the amorphous, state-endorsed body of ethical preachers, successors of the 
Christian clergy, who enable individuals and institutions to know what is correct 
thought, feeling and behaviour, and to recognise their opposites. 

We experience these unprecedented powers, individual and collective, meeting 
and mingling within our system. Looking outwards, we perceive the collective 
power of the West, embodied principally by the USA, dominating much of the 
globe, mentally and materially. On the one hand, by means of American films, 
television, advertising and computer technology, and the spread of the English 
language which these and American prestige promote, the West has a preponderant 
influence on the world's mind. On the other, the USA alone, unaided by its 
European appendage, can send men to the moon or to explore outer space, make 
war anywhere on the globe, and in an hour, if its government so decides, kill a 
hundred million enemies. 1 

True, in the course of the West's increasing domination of the planet during 
the past five centuries, the powers which it has generated have, so to speak, 
spilled over to many non-western individuals and collectives. But for the historian 
of Europe, what matters is the western phenomenon itself: the fact that this 
accumulation of secular power, unequalled in world history, has been won by the 
eoup of peoples who are his theme-either in their homelands or in their North 
7 
A conservative estimate. As far back as 20 August 1963, President John Kennedy said in 
a press conference: "What we now have ... will kill three hundred million people in one hour 
(New York Times, 21 August 1963). 
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ln the old idea of European progress, the mythical, unhistorical part was the 
transformation of westerners into a mentally and morally superior species. Enter 
Modem Man, prototype of the 'cool, clean hero'! We will look at him more 
closely when we come to 'the Enlightenment'. Suffice now to say two things. 
That self-image of Europeans as a race of autonomous, righteous, freethinking 
and humane individuals-a new humanity-was useful in its time: it energised, 
bolstered morale, spurred Europeans to the effort and excellence that made 
Europe mistress of the world. However, being a mythical and actually false 
conception, it is useless for the purpose of constructing a true, clear history of 
Europe which makes sense to Europeans in the century after the twentieth. But 
the truth that underlay the legend is a different matter; the truth, namely, that 
during those same centuries, Europeans, having become imbued with a passionate 
will for physical mastery, progressively won the new views of reality that enabled 
the will to become progressively effective. That conception of European 
'modernity' and 'progress' holds good. And it suffices for a telling of the 
European story as forceful as, say, Livy's history of ancient Rome: from small 
and weak beginnings to mastery of the physical world for all concerned, 
governments and citizens. 

Reorganising the history of our recent centuries around this motif means, for a 
start, bringing greater coherence into the presentation of the standard facts. 
Historians have already used the theme in question amply but disconnectedly. 
They have shown desire for secular power animating the pursuits of personal and 
national freedom, of reliable knowledge of reality, of wealth-producing and 
world-subduing technology and of far-extending empire. They have narrated how 
states progressively increased their control of citizens, how citizens acquired 
more rights and abilities, and how the Press (the 'mass media') emerged, acquired 
freedom and rose to great collective power. In the first place, then, it will be a 
matter of bringing explicit coherence into these various depictions of the active 
and successful will to power, and of discovering further instances of it and 
integrating them. But the ground-breaking part of the new history will be to 
weave into that coherence around the progressive mastery of the world by 
Europeans, aspects of the process which have hitherto been neglected 

Take, for example, the interplay between the individual agents and the principal 
new collective agents, the increasingly self-conscious states. In the nature of 
things, there was a bond of common interest, and an intimate collaboration, 
between persons seeking power as individuals and these power-seeking states. 
On the one hand were persons struggling for individual power through detachment 
from old collectives-corporate, familial, political or religious-which they found 
restrictive. On the other were the new state-coHectives seeking mastery of people 
by, among other means, their transformation into detached individuals . Both had 
a common interest in at least weakening, and at most dissolving any inherited or 
traditional power or authority that Jay between them. (It was a shared interest in 
achieving, in secular terms, an unmediated relationship such as many Christians, 
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Given that these processes, in successive waves and forms, have been at the 
centre of European history from 1500 to the present, an account of them, as 
occasion arises in the narrative, would illuminate and enrich it. But that is only 
one example of how an approach that has benefited from our present-day 
perspective can provide us with a history much better understood in depth than 
was possible in the nineteenth century. 

Dismantling the myth of the Italian Renaissance, and acquiring au approximate 
view of the true course of Italian culture in those years, has taken a greater length 
of words than I expected at the outset. The obvious reason is that the myth of the 
Renaissance, entangled as it is with the myths of the Middle Age and Modernity, 
is the foundation on which the ideological History of Europe was consolidated in 
the nineteenth century. It was on that basis, with the Renaissance poised between 
a debased Middle Age and an exalted Modern Age, that the sequence 'Reformation, 
Scientific Revolution, Enlightenment, Rights of Man, (liberating) Industrial 
Revolution, (civilising) World Empire' acquired its mythical significance as the 
European Path of Comprehensive Liberation and Progress-not merely of Europe, 
but through Europe of Man. So in dismantling 'the Italian Renaissance' one 
encounters the entire matter of European history and is obliged to deal with it to 
some degree. 

In particular, one encounters that mythical notion of Europeans constantly 
advancing in mental and moral quality beyond those who preceded them. True, 
this boosted morale and thus encouraged achievement; but it also produced in its 
believers an ugly kind of behaviour. So recurrent as to typify the mental set of 
Europe's second age, it was a behaviour which will not redound to our credit 
when others, in a future time, come to write our history. Robert Musil in The Man 
Without Qualities satirised it in a jokey manner: 'The present looks proudly down 
on the past, which, if it had come later, would have looked proudly down on the 
present'. But it is not really much of a joke to see snobbish elites in one 
generation after another saying in effect: 'Our ancestors, who were poorer and 
less powerful than we are, were stupid and vicious to boot.' It is a sort of 
generational racism, in which--to cite the most glaring instance--'medieval 
Europe comes to figure as the first 'Dark Continent' of the European imagination. 

3 
'The Reformation' and 'The Enlightenment' 
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"Others, including the present author, are trying to situate what ha ed in 
fourteenth-century Florence, :fifteenth-century Italy andsixteentb-cen~uro 
in a sequence of connected changes between I 000 (or thereabouts) and 1800.~ 

Peter Burke 

Norman Davies attempts a double correction by entitling his chapter coverin 
c.14s0 to 1670 ·Renaissances and Reformations. The point he is ma,,,,, 
the plural 'Reformations' is one that has often been made, but still 'the 
Reformation', meaning 'the Protestant Reformation', continues to figure in new 
books and in general consciousness. There was also, in the same century, a 
general Catholic reform--carried out by the Council of Trent after having long 
been called for. Luther, after all, began his campaign as one Catholic among 
others urging a reformation of the Roman Church by a General Council But 
Davies could have given his plural a wider connotation. 

In the history of some European nations there was an event which can rightly 
be called 'the Protestant Reformation'; but in the general history of Europe no 
such event occurred. The historian who suggests that it did must then explain that 
he is speaking figuratively, not factually, because Protestantism did not enter 
history as a single reforming event but as several separate ones in different 
countries. It emerged, that is to say, as did socialism in the nineteenth century. 
And rightly, no history book speaks of a European event called 'The Launch of 
Socialism'. Between 1520 and 1550, Luther, Calvin, and some Englishmen Jed 
by Cranmer who supported King Henry VIII's break with Rome, independently 
earned out local reformations of the Chris tian religion. Because of a few shared 
characterististics-mainly the break with Rome in the name of true Christianity­ 
these three reformations and their faithful came to be called, collectively, 
'Protestant'. The word had originated as a nickname for Lutherans . 

The narrative loses nothing except a tnnnpet blast by telling it from the start 
as the story of 'the Protestant reformations'. It gains by making clear that, from 
the start as afterwards, Protestantism was plural in form, as opposed to Roman 
Catholicism which remained singular. 

The 'Counter-Reformation' was invented in Germany m the 1830s. Davies 
attributes the creation of the term to Protestant historians who 'assumed' that the 
Catholic reform 'was born to oppose the Protestant Reformation'. Perhaps it is 
somewhat less derogatory to those Protestant historians to say that, rather than 
'assuming' that, they wished to suggest it; and it is also more likely. At all events; 
the Concise Oxford Dictionary maintains intact the meaning they intended: "the 
reform of the Church of Rome in the 16th and 17th centuries which took place in 
response to the Protestant Reformation". That, all sides would now agree, makes 
'Counter-Reformation' a misrepresentation. Given the prior existence of the 
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the a · th h 1 ort· C . ' . i·st and Victorian tunes, was t at e was mere y supp ing 'opernicus's 
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"biblical astronomy" and be argued his case in a book in Italian, not scholarly 
Latin. But the decisive reason why the Inquisition arraigned him was that 
'circumstances' had changed since Copernicus's time. A present-day Galileo 
would be a psychologist publishing fresh evidence in support of Houston Stewart 
Chamberlain's racial theories, which elicited benign interest in high circles less 
than a century ago. Because today, as then, 'circumstances' have changed, the 
Inquisition's current successor--the Correctorate speaking from its media pulpits­ 
would make short work of him. 'Obscurantism' is a relative thing. 

1 have referred appreciatively to Davies' revisionist chapter-beadings 'The Middle 
Age' and 'Renaissances and Reformations'. But above these, respectively, he has 
placed the Latin words MEDIUM and RENATIO (rebirth) in Roman capitals. 
Such bilingual chapter-titles are a feature of the entire book: the following 
chapter is headed LUMEN 

Enlightenment and Absolutism c. 1650-1789 
There is a disappointing contradiction between the spirit of sensible revision 
reflected in some of the English tsitles and these Latin super-titles which, as it 
were, set the nineteenth-century historical evangel in stone. 

'The Enlightenment' is a term inspired by but misrepresenting the German die 
Aujkliinmg.9 It entered English only in 1865. To persist in using it as a designation 
of the intellectual history of 1650-1789 is bad enough without hammering it 
home with LUMEN-inverted commas nowhere in sight! Its narrative uselessness 
is illustrated by Davies' opening paragraph: 

"There is an air of naivety about the so-called 'Age of Reason' In retrospect it 
seems extraordinary that so many of Europe's leading intellects should have given 
such weight to one human faculty---Reason---at the expense of all the others. 
Naivety of such proportions, one might conclude, was heading for a fall; and a 
fall, in the shape of the terrible revolutionary years, is what the Age of Reason 
eventually encountered." 
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8 For example, in the Times Literary Supplement, 15 December 1910, with regard to 
Chamberlain's pnncipal work The Foundations Of The Nineteenth Century: 
'unquestionably one of the rare books that really matter". 
9 Aufklirung has none of the mystical connotation of enlightenment' (the German for 
that is Erleuchtung). It means 'clarification or elucidation, an act of informing OF 
educating'; in this historical context, by the use ofreason'. In English, 'the Enlightening', 
while losing out on sensational effect, would have been closer to the sense. 
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stion 'Was ist Aufklirung?', first Moses Mendelssohn, then Kant responded 
[,% course of his answer Kant makes clear that he is writing mainly, if not 
exclusively, in the context of Lutheran religious thought in the Prussia ofFredenck 
the Great. Whereas, he points out, there is no limitation to the free expression of 
thought in the domains of the arts and sciences, this is not yet the case in religious 
matters. From the context we assume he is referring to restrictions by the Church 
authorities or the timidity of the ordinary clergy or both. 

Kant begins: "Aufklirung [ for the sake of argument, call it 'enlightenment'] 
is the exit of the human being from a state of minority brought about by his own 
fault". He elaborates: 

"Minority is the incapacity to use one's mind without direction by another. It is 
a minority brought about by one's own fault when its cause lies not ma lack of 
mind but of the resolution and courage to use it without direction by another. 
Sapere aude! Have the courage to use your own intellect-this is the motto of 
enlightenment.' 

In other words, enlightenment means exit from what Kant in the same short essay 
calls 'tutelage', and attainment-by the use of one's reason of the frec, critical 
thinking proper to an adult 

On the face of it, this must appear to be a rather odd definition of the English 
word in question. But leave that aside it's the word's fault, not Kant's! When his 
statement is quoted as an authoritative definition of The Enlightenment, he is 
made to say something that he by no means said: namely, that in the rationalist 
movement that had been proceeding in Europe for more than eighty years, 'man' 
had been exiting from minority into intellectual adulthood; achieving enlighten­ 
ment, becoming enlightened. In fact, however, Kant was not even saying that 
Europeans, let alone mankind, had been doing this. He was describing what 
happens in a ~ metaphorically speaking, when by the use of his rational 
intellect he achieves enlightenment'. And later in his essay he makes very clear 
that he was saying no more than this. He writes: "If the question is asked, 'Do we 
live in an enlightened age?', the answer must be, 'No, but rather in an age of 
enlightenment." 

Here, rather than in Kant's much-misused definition of Aufklirung, is a 
statement by him which might legitimately be taken as referring to the Age of 
Reason. But it is hardly what a historian in search of a telling quote would want; 
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mind' and thereby of E y a progressive liberation of 'the European 
The liberation from th uropelan~-from subjection to tradition and tutelage 

ose ens avmg age t · 
through Luther's reformatior :» : ~ s progressed from the Renaissance 
absorbed the h ·1 . n and its imitators to the Age of Reason, which 
who th b p itosophical lessons of the Scientific Revolution Its beneficiaries 

V
~..4-, ._ efrthe ~' suppose~ly, formed the essential, representative 'Europe' were by' 
II LUC O CIT progres rb · · ' faith d . sive 1 eration rendered nghteous possessors of true religious 

B an true, rat10nal knowledge. In the course of the eighteenth century in 
ntam, France, Prussia and the new-born United States of America, and among 

readers of French everywhere, this personally justifying mental liberation-­ 
individual and collective at once-became definitive and complete. Thereafter, 
there Was some trouble with dark Reaction and subversive Romanticism. But 
despite this and surmounting it, until World War I and even beyond it, this 
essential Europe, at home and in North America, remained confirmed in its free, 
superior being. The entire process, but in particular the Age of Reason (thus the 
myth) was an event not only in European but in world history. The direc! 
b fi . . . ' lib ition ene iciaries, by virtue of their representativeness effected a collective era 
of mankind. 

A 'th 'th · and the S WI e Renaissance' so too with the Protestant reformations d 
" 3 '9 '3 h; enc© 

Age of Reason: the historian of Europe who wishes to tell what really 1apP 

notes how the participants in the events described them. He accepts these 
descriptions as valid, or refuses them as in one way or another unsuitable for 
describing or recounting what was actually the case.10 Using language in its literal 
and present-day meanings, he deploys designations and narrative that he believes 
to be objectively true. And as historical facts among others, he mentions how the 
participants designated or understood the matters in question. As be would do 
with an episode of Roman history, so, too, with this episode of the European 
story. As a matter of course, in discerning what was really the case-in sifting the 
truth of the events from their representations then or subsequently-he draws on 
his knowledge of human nature, and of similar events and processes in the course 
of history; and he uses his common sense. It tells him, among other things, the 
following. 

There is no such thing as a collective liberation of minds. When a collective 
change of view is so described, it is a misrepresentation. What has happened is a 
change from one view accepted by many to another. No view, whether personal or 
collective, is freer or more virtuous than another: a view is not a being with 
capacity for freedom or virtue. One view, as compared with another, can only be 
truer or less true; or more suitable or not for a certain purpose or course of 
action. (A friendly view of horses helps one to be a good rider.) 

The only mental liberation that can happen is that which a person attains with 
his own mind. It requires a personal will directed to that end, courage, perseverance 
and a lot of time. Neither today nor at any time in the past have the great majority 
of people thought out, personally and independently, how it is with the visible 
world, let alone with invisible reality. This great majority includes, in all ages, 
most members of the intelligentsia. People in all ages, except for a very few, have 
found more pressing matters than the nature of things, with which to occupy their 
minds. They have taken their general view of reality-if not of particular things 
that specially interest them-from the doctrinal preachers whom their rulers 
endorse or from other preachers of their choice. 

Of the very few who devote themselves to thinking things through, most are not 
concerned that others do likewise: their only hope-apart from that for interested, 
critical feedback-is that they or their disciples can persuade others to share the 
valuable insights they have won. Recurrently, a tiny minority of idealists is 
differently disposed. Finding the experience of independent thinking exhilarating, 
rewarding and profoundly ethical, they wish everyone would do the same. Before 
Kant, to cite the instance we have encountered, there was Martin Luther But the 
fact that such men express this wish does not mean that it is realised-does not 
alter human nature. 

10 Sensibly, English historians, in their treatment of eighteenth-century France, do not-in 
imitation of the French designation---call it 'The CennuyofLigbts' (le siecle des lumii@res), 
but more soberly and intelligibly 'the age of the philosophes' or sore such. 
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as might be expected, numerous splits. But the historical facts about the matter 
are superfluous to what our common sense tells us: that individual interpretation 
of faith and Scripture could not be the norm, and therefore was not the norm in the 
main Protestant churches, whether Lutheran, Presbyterian or Anglican. Luther's 
bold words were not-but then, who now would say they were?---a milestone in 
the emancipation of the European mind'. It was not the case that in Protestant 
Europe, as distinct from Catholic Europe, men and women thought independently 
about religious matters-let alone secular matters-so as to arrive at personal 
judgements. On the contrary, Protestants generally, as Catholics generally, took 
the faith that formed the basis of their worldview from their respective churches 
and preachers. In that respect, there was no significant change and therefore 
nothing, except the idealism of Luther and a few others, for history to report as 
novelty. 

'Freedom' was indeed a marked component of Protestant religion and ideology, 
but it was freedom of a different kind and bad a profounder source. Like Catholics, 
Protestants believed that true Christian faith conferred by God had two important 
functions. On the one hand, it provided the basis for a true worldview. On the 
other, leaving aside whether or not faith sufficed without good works-even 
among Protestants there was dispute about this-it also enabled the believer to 
appropriate the righteousness and freedom which God's intervention in history 
had conferred on mankind as an available potential. Protestants, however, believed 
that their true faith did more than that. They believed that it secured for them an 
extra righteousness and freedom that derived from a second historical event. To 
share in a Protestant faith meant to be heirs to and enactors of a historical 
emancipation from the most powerful mental tutelage in Europe. The sacred 
Word, they believed, had in the sixteenth century liberated them from that to true 
faith and justified them as true Christians. Ipso facto it had freed them from the 
Tradition which formed part of the Roman faith, and which they regarded as 
superstitious and heretical because unscriptural . 

On these grounds, Protestants believed something that Catholics could not 
They believed that allowing their minds to be guided by their preachers 
Protestant preachers were ministers of the Word-made them, in the context of 
the Europe of their time, doubly free and righteous persons. Confirmati on in their 
second liberation and justification was completed by then faithfulness to their 
Protestant tradition-banded down to them from the founding father or fathers, 
and the heroic martyrs, of their church. (No more than they were freed from 
mental tutelage, were Protestants, generally, freed from religious tradition. They 
were freed only from such tutelage and tradition as they considered oppressive or 
false.) 

Rationalism, using the word to mean the ideology adopted by most members of 
the European elites in the eighteenth century, had a formal resemblance to that 
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of this sort constituted and built the United States of America.? In Europe, in the 
mid-nineteenth century, when to be a 'rationalist' was to be a 'Liberal' with a 
proud tradition of Modern Man to look back to uncritically, this same combination 
of religion and ideology greatly buttressed the self-confidence of the Protestants 
who Jived it. As for those rationalists, particularly in France, who abjured Christian­ 
ity, they were dependent on their rationalism alone for their conviction that they 
were free and virtuous. As a result, their attachment to rationalism ( or what they 
took to be rationalism) was passionate; just how passionate would be seen at the 
highpoint of the French Revolution. 

The fact that eighteenth-century rationalism regarded all previous human 
'tradition' as polluted knowledge gave a universally human dimension to the 
ideology.D A rationalist, equipped with true, rational knowledge, could feel 
himself superior to most of mankind. This is perhaps the main reason why the 
movement was seen as an event in world history and celebrated as such, with 
great excitement and poetic names. In France the age was called 'the century of 
lights' (or, depending on how one translates lumieres, 'brilliant insights'). In 
Prussia what was occurring was described by a word of multiple meaning, of 
which the best rendering is probably the most literal: an 'up-clearing', as of a sky 
on a dull day when the sun shines through and dispels the clouds. Only British 
sobriety can explain why there was no equivalent tag in English, despite the 
fundamental contribution made by Newton and British philosophers. 

For intellectual history, the important event of the century was a change of 
outlook by the European elites. The dual Catholic- Protestant worldview based on 
faith gave way to a rationalist outlook that combined with either of those faiths or, 
among a small minority, stood alone. An effect of this for the future of Europe 
was to make impossible-or at least to discredit the use of Christian religion as 
the ostensible motive for war or the killing of people. But as the French Revolution 
would soon show, Reason itself, religiously and therefore aberrantly understood, 
could provide a substitute legitimation. 

It is often claimed for this eighteenth-century change of worldview that it was 
uniquely radical in human history. But in fact, as a change of outlook, it was by no 
means as radical as those which, in Europe and elsewhere, had accompanied 
changes of civilisation. Consider, for example, how radical was the change of 
mind when the Germanic peoples and the Celtic Irish-or more precisely, their 

12 Coming out of the rationalist mentality that founded the United States, 'The Land of the 
Free' has an essentialist connotation. It implies that citizens of the United States, as 
constituted, are ipso facto free persons. Provided that the evolving institutions and laws are 
judged by the Supreme Court to remain in accord with the Constitution, Americans continue 
to be free persons---regardless of what their condition, or that of most of them, might come 
to be in fact. 
1 Tacitly, it exempted certain traditions, notably Protestant ones, and the cult of republican 
Rome. 
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., -----...) intellectual elites-adopted and adapted the Christian-Roman worldview. T 
change laid the intellectual and moral foundations of western civil· · t. at 
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them meant travelling with more security in the direction in which people were 
already gomg . 

The direction in which Europe was mainly going since around the year 1500 was 
towards the achievement of maximal secular power for Europeans, collectively 
and individually. That, through all the vicissitudes and accidents, was the prevalent 
drive. By keeping in mind this ruling passion, the historian can reduce the role of 
mere accident in the story, and increase his understanding of why things happened 
as they did. Just as a painter has often, by developing them, used some of the 
accidents that occur on the canvas to good effect, so, too, did the second age of 
Europe; or rather, so did its rulers at various levels and in various spheres. 

We do not know how many initiatives of a religious, political or philosophical 
kind, or how many inventions, occurred and came to nothing, leaving their 
authors frustrated men. Those we know ofwe relegate to 'footnotes of history' 
But by keeping in mind the main drive of the age, we can identify the profoundest 
reasons why those initiatives that did come to prominence and flourish did so and 
why others were choked off or petered out. Peter Burke rightly suggests that ''the 
ancients" came to prominence in the decades around 1500 because their example 
helped Europeans to proceed better "in the direction in which they were already 
going'--and wanted to go. But there is also the concrete fact that the classicists, 
rather than remaining few and marginal, became many and influential because the 
rulers of the time, first and most notably in Italy, encouraged them and used them 
to serve their interests. With regard to similar rises to power and influence in the 
succeeding cent11r1es, close study reveals much the same. 

The question that has often been asked, 'What would have become of 
Protestantism if Frederick the Wise of Saxony had not taken Luther under his 
protection?' makes this point indirectly. It also leads on to asking why, or rather, 
for what mixed motives, Frederick did as he did. Searching further for underlying, 
even if only partial explanations, we can ask: why, in the sixteenth century, was 
the greatest power in Europe which pointed to the 'other world' permanently split 
and weakened? And why did Protestantism, both in its forms that buttressed 
states, and in its forms that affirmed the individual, become a permanent and 
powerful feature of the European scene? 

But to return, finally, to rationalism and the quotation from Norman Davies 
with which I began my discussion of it. Davies writes that it was no wonder, 
given its fundamental naivety, that the Age of Reason culminated in "a fall, in the 
shape of the terrible revolutionary years" I take him to be referring mainly to the 
Terror of 1793-94; specifically, the guillotining of thousands of people throughout 
France; the cannonades on the square in Lyons which executed prisoners who had 
been chained together, fifty or sixty at a time; the random massacres of men, 
women and children during and after the Vendean uprising; the lining up of 
hundreds to be shot into waiting trenches; and Europe's first industrial massacres 
at Nantes when, in barges with holes in the bottom that could be alternately closed 
and opened, successive batches of Vendean civilians, including priests, were 
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• batches of Vendean civilians, including priests, were 

and opened, successtV© 
drowned in the Loire. . . . " _ 

I am doubtful that Davies is correct m descnbmg the Terror as a fall ot the 

f R 
" It 1·s true that the members of the Committee of Public Safety 

Age o easo11 . . . 
believed they belonged to the Age of Reason and acted in accordance with this 
belief By entering empathetically into their minds and feelings one can see this. 
They inherited a new calendar, in terms of which their Terror occum:d in Years 11 
and III of Reason. Some of their colleagues bad converted the cathedral of Notre 
Dame into a temple of Reason. The rationalist preachers had taught that liberty, 
virtue and true humanity were fruits of reason, and therefore, that those who 
rejected reason as the arbiter of life were opponents of the human good. From this 
it was easy for the Terrorists to conclude that, in their republic of liberty and 
virtue, Reason was incarnate, and that its enemies embodied evil, But the 
rationalist preachers had not laid down how to deal with such radically evil 
people in the extreme situation in which the Republic found itself- with its 
existence, and Reason's therefore, endangered. That decision, accordingly, fell to 
the Terrorists themselves. Saint-Just summed up the conclusion they arrived at: 
"The republic consists in the extermination of everything that opposes it"--that 
"everything" being by definition evil. 

Given, then, that they believed it was their duty to Reason to kill its many evil 
opponents, the Terrorists also saw it as incumbent on them to do so in as rational 
a manner as possible. The guillotine, which became one of the symbols of the 
Revolution, was also a symbol and embodiment of rationalism: mechanical, 
efficient and, in the matter of decapitation, humane. But even at the record rate 
achieved in Paris on 31 October 1793-twenty-two heads in thirty-six minutes­ 
guillotines took a lot of time in proportion to the numbers of enemies and 
suspected enemies that were due for killing throughout France. It was therefore in 
efforts to improve efficiency still further that the other 'mass' methods were 
devised. According to Simon Schama in his book Citizens, Jean Antoine Rossignol, 
a prominent member of the Paris Commune, tried to help by asking the chemist 
Fourcroy to investigate the possible use of "mines, gassings or other means ... to 
destroy, put to sleep or asphyxiate the enemy". But nothing came of it· man's 
ability to kill large numbers of people with rational and impersonal efficiency was 
still in its infancy. 

According to th light . • er 1 ts then---without guidance from the philosophers of 
Reason-the Terr · ts did th · b . . 'h ons etr est to serve it· or as some of them might say, 
er' mindful fth • ' ' ' 0 e goddess enthroned in Notre Dame. Their purpose served, the 
""f"9®"Y past, and fear spreading among their colleagues, they were beheaded 
an isowned. A press c · il' ' h 
F · ampa1gn v tfied their memory France and more t an 
ranee-Europe the We ' instrument f Ii' •• e 'est--were not yet willing to condone massacre as an 

o po tics. 
However empathisin . . ' g With the Terrorists, in the sense of entering imaginatively 

:. inds and feelings, does not blind the historian to the fact that they 
· to the1f m ' . . . " .3 themselves. Rationalism had taught that reason was a faculty given by 
delude to use to the limits of its reach; a relative value therefore, not an 
God to man . . d certainly not God nor an equivalent of God. It was the Terronsts 
absolute, an · b d' f 

b l 
tised it and who made themselves, self-servingly, the em oliment o 

who a sou · · 1 I 
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l te Convinced that their Republic and they, its servants, were abso ute y 
that Avsoiut. c \li: 5- th ha ? . th ibsolutised the terms of the rationalist equation at iaving reason 
right, iey ar · Th -beli th 

I 'b ·ng right' and sclf-servingly reversed It. us, non- e ievers m e 
cqua s Cl 'h 1yth · · · God they used the ideology of Reason to create a Mante aean m m 
Christian • le th which they were like Yahweh, the Old Testament's God, implementing 1emr 
righteousness by eradicating the unrighteous. . 

They did not then, despite the title of the book which Tom Paine was then 
· · b long to the Age or Reason, and their massacres were therefore not a 

writing, ·e 'J • 1 · f ti 
'fall' of rationalism. By the 1790s the Romantic wind was b owmg, ~men mg 
hankerings after Absolutes and sentimental religious revival. The Terrorists were 
romantic rationalists, the first notable embodiment of a self-divinising, self 
righteous and massacring rationalism which, joined occasionally with Puritanism, 
would flourish in the revolutions and wars of the twentieth century. 
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'Europe' For Historical Purposes 

"I have become convinced of the idea-shared now by not a fo . ·h 
he Middle Age, understood in its traditional chronologii,,""®!® ha 
fictitious entity of very little mterpretahve utility. I have ti fi ptation, 1s a 
radical choice: to abolish the 'Middle Aae'-even the \V dlerefron: opted for a 
h 

. . . o or - om 
orizon....At the end, it seemed as if I had rid myself of b d my mental 

scaffolding which prevented me from working freely Ua ur ensorne art_ ificiaJ 
An 

· · th · nnecess lI 1 
tiquity, e Modern Age and other similar abstr t· . ' Y O say that 

ith the Middle s% Factions disappe: 
wr e 1 e Age. What remamed were people the· ti . · P~-1red, also 

. . ' If 11ngs and their ide: 
Massimo Montanan, La Jame e 1 · 11 . as. abbondanza, 1993 

Leave aside the 120-page appendix of ma t bl, ' e- . aps, a cs and hst•· . I 
capsules' panels on znteresting minor items-that he and the 300 
text Davies Europe: A History is a vast product,° been mserted in the 
comets corespoiad o its tide a geograp&.k,,,,,,""_®le reason hat its 
only from the Urals to the Atlantic' but I fr sense. 1 his means not 
Although the narrative is not presented er,,,,'_® prehistory to 1992 AD 
istoricatty important civilisations M,, "?""";gm. it covers in tact six 
and European. 9% JTCeK, 'eltic, Roman, Byzantine 
. I~ his Introduction Davies writes at Jen th 

signified and signifies, and on what ·G,,,'.,""hat the concept Europe' bas 
{Cf sf ie ices ash.l{""?' " « ood stool0 

se does, with the earliest times Buth d e istonan should begin as he 
f"rs aid.ass is &ask&, ",,"" rosy tor de chis 

ester Civilisation'. Here Davies in . am y this ism the section headed 
suggested that 'Western' is in eve w ve1ghs ~gamst histories which have 
history of Westem Europe anon&," ®perior to 'Easter', and that the 
questions get entangled: what e history of Europe. So two separate 
what, the history of Europe? ' properly speaking, is western civilisation, and 

Davies does a great service by brin,' : 

tak
unspoken assumptions about these magittng oHut mto the open, polemically, a lot of 

e a stance. My c. Iers. e makes o th'nk · 
b d 

· Y practice so far in thi b ne and consciously 
roa outline f 'th . ts ook has sh • 'the . e, 0 e history of Europe' 10wn my understanding, in 

m t 
h1ds!ory of Ancient Greece' or ' pf An. I take it to mean a narrative similar to 

utandis, the his 'ot 1cient Ror ·': • com etiti' e story of the peopl h . me , 10 other words, mutatis 
,, ""® created and deveo,ca,,, "® in@,@_process of interaction and 
,,ion 1 am disessag a, [,""P"""" civilisation. Tis is be history 
distin t :,"11d. The Peoples who found d qu;httes of truth, clarity, and 'sense for 
term t om the Roman and Byzat an developed European civilisation, as 
66a,',"z" sy, ie is',""; ""s ibabitea Westen Europe. By ha! 
4,",, ?"@iii itasZ,"] ?@st ie from us cur or Bolio 

and, that embraces Silesia ~ eel o~Italy. For the reader who bas not a 
, lohemia and Austria. The only necessary 
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eastwards breach in this line is one that includes, during the period that th 
.. d le acy existed, the German cities an sett ements along the Baltic Sea, in particular East 

Prussia. 
The history of any people or group of peoples requires an explanatory prelude. 

Some account must be given of the originating circumstances and cultural 
inheritances of the entity in question. In the case of Europe the period which this 
must cover is unusually long. The most appropriate starting-point is in the late 
Roman empire; specifically, the recovery and reorganisation of the empire under 
Diocletian (284-305) and that emperor's persecution of the Christians. Centuries 
tater, when the new, European civilisation bas got under way, narrating its 
political history requires occasional references to rulers and events in Eastern 
Europe (Europe cast of the line I have mentioned). A recurrent theme will be the 
spread eastwards of cultural influence from the West. Another, starting in the 
sixteenth century, will be the overseas conquests and settlements of West Europeans 
and the accompanying extension of their cultural influence. In the same century, 
the movements of Turkish armies and navies in southeastern Europe become part 
of the western story. From the 1700s onwards, a pan-European politics develops. 
But only in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries is the flow of cultural 
influence from West to East accompanied by some cultural traffic in the opposite 
direction, most notably from Russia. 

In terms of peoples and territory, there is nothing new about such a history of 
Europe. With the exception that we might have begun the introductory part a bit 
later in ancient Roman history, it is more or less the story that I and others of my 
generation studied at school. In the broad terms in which I have outlined it, I 
accept it as a valid outline for European history because I see the sense of it and 
find no good arguments against it Although it is centred on Western Europe, it is 
clearly not, especially in its latter part, a mere 'history of Western Europe'. It does 
not imply any 'superiority of the West', and I would find any such overtone a 
tedious irritant. It makes the same sense as the traditional history of Ancient 
Greece', which for the most part deals only with the southern third of the country 
we call by that name, together with the adjacent islands, the west coast of Asia 
Minor and the overseas colonies of the peoples concerned. That history brings in 
the north of Greece only when part of it, Macedon, becomes relevant to the story. 

The 'story' in both instances is that of a group of peoples who, sharing a 
worldview and often in conflict, create and develop a life and a civilisation in 
which other peoples become involved. In other words, in both instances, there is a 
unitary story-theme. That, not coincidence with any geographical boundaries, is 
the basic requirement of a good 'history' since history began. 

The only alternative to the 'history of Europe' I have outlined-one of 
geographical Europe from the Atlantic to the Urals-does not provide such a 
theme. The affairs of the Polish-Lithuanian commonwealth stretching from the 
Baltic to the Black Sea, Russian czars battling with boyars, Ottoman policy m 
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Greece and such like, interfere with what is, willy-nilly, the main European sto 
and until the eighteenth century the only coherent one. An Atlantic-to-Urf, 
history bas another senous defect. Assuming it is weighted in accordance th 
the overall histoncal importance of the events and personalities, it will inevi ~: 
be unfair to the peoples of Eastern Europe. As compared with its treat y 
Western Europe, it must deal superficially with their history. In this wa me~ ~f 
others, it must make that history, which for them is central, seem margi' to 10 

There could be no better illustration. of this than Davies' book ~ttna · . 

I
. • . d fi ' wn en with 

explicit commitment to, an profound knowledge of East Europe h · . . an ,story A 
we have seen, its chapter-headings and thematic divisions fro 'th · s 
A 

' d · ' m e Mddl 
ge' onwar s, are those devised by West Europeans for their hi 

th
. . . own story! T 
1s scheme of things the history of Eastern Europe has b · 

0 

added? been=-shall we say, 

Very well, but what of 'precise designation'? Surely a hit . 
which is occupied for most of its length with Western E 1story of Europe' 
atiiii tire is a stieht diiicity ere pBut it is s ,,,',",,""led? 
pedantically said to occur with the 'history of An . t G 'h could be 
b In 

cten eece as 1. 
above. the European case, the difficulty ris fro · outlined . . . , anses om the f t th . 
historians invented the distinctive names 'B t· , ac at, while 

th 
. yzan mm and 'B , • , 

southeastern Europe, its peoples and its ·ivilisatic yantine° for •• 7 civilisation after 500 AD, 5 
nothing equivalent for the distinctive West Eur . , they did · H' · ropean enterprise · 
times. [istory might have done what th hi t . frai» post-Roman 
th 

e s onans re; ained fr d 
e easter Mediterranean, from the time of the Crusad {mn doing. Around 
for West Europeans existed. They were called 'Fra!:: a distinguishing name 
brought rt home with them in its full t d d . If the crusaders had 
'Europe' would exist today 'Just ex en e sense, no double meaning of 

· as we speak of By ti would be calling the similar hi t . l . . . zan um and Byzantines, we 
'Frankland' or 'Franconia' an4 ,,,""@l distinctiveness of Wester Europe 

The historians had g d peoples, history and civilisation 'Frankish' 
oo reason not to it ·t h . · supply. Increasingly from the fift th nven w at history itself bad failed to 

l 
. . • een century onw ds th 

aying claim to the names 'Europe' and 'E, '®S>they saw West Europeans 
this fact decided the matter and th~ do ,,"eans', whtle no one else did. So 
but a double meaning i's p . 

1 
u emeanmg arose.14 It can be troublesome 

· precisely that. Le ·ide misnomer for the Eur U . . eave asi e the use of 'Europe' as a 
atla Iopean mon. In all Iangua 'E , ases and geography cl ges urope has one meaning in 

. asses and anoth · II . meaning, which by its nature is the er ID co oqutal speech. The latter 
broadly to Western Euro W'the more frequent and powerful of the two refers 
Cast : : pe. 'it the adiecf 'E , . . ' G, especially in the us f+ lJ¢ tuve :uropean this ts even more the 

age O the other co ti • MN, Ol nents. Consider what specifically, 
orman D · ' 

writes:«,, "®+@s adduces a further link b ii&,,"orcik&,&, "®#e Franks and ustoncal 'prope'. He 
a,," ? ":@leis &.,,," " "Fancies item or"prone' was revive! 

In the pagan lands, a, , " ® section of the world which they dominated 
' om {yzantium, or from Christendom as a whole." 

«propean culture' or 'European civilisation' signifies around the world. And that 
' not to cite the Scandinavian, Russian, Italtan and Spanish colloquial usages 
is > A' W E hich locate 'Europe', not mere y in 'estern urope, but in a Western Europe ra almost to its ancient 'Frankish empire' core. "» sum, the historian who entitles a history of the sort I have outlined, 'history 
of Europe' is using 'Europe' in one of its long-accepted and living meanings. 
Whatever about geography, he is not misrepresenting history nor is he in danger 
of being misunderstood. On the contrary, he is supplying that slice of human 
history which the great majority of Europeans and others expect to find in bis 
book. In this broad sense, the criterion of clarity for the reader is satisfied-as it is 
satisfied when a 'history of Ancient Greece' relates the story of Hellas, in the 

south. But to quote Mao Tse-tung again, "Let a hundred flowers bloom!". In particular, 
let us have good histories of Eastern Europe available in West European languages. 
A glance at two such histories, published recently, suggests that this discipline, if 
that is the word, is not yet sure how to approach its task. History Of Eastern 
Europe (1998) by Robert Bideleux and Ian Jeffries omits Russia Its first chapter 
deals with' Southeastern Europe' from earliest times to World War I. Then we get 
two chapters on 'East Central Europe' during the same long period and two on 
'Eastern Europe' after World War I. A final chapter, dealing with the 1990s, is­ 
in view of what I have been saying above-significantly titled: 'A tentative 
"return to Europe'. By contrast, Philip Longworth's The Making Of Eastern 
Europe (1997) includes Russia But it works backwards from the 1990s. Beginning 
with 'The Collapse and its Aftermath', it ends with 'Beginnings 324-1071 '. 
Obviously, the theme 'Eastern Europe' presents difficulties to its historians and 
these two books show quite different attempts to overcome them. 

The 'history of Europe' I have outlined is also, broadly speaking, what I 
understand as the history of the West or of 'western civilisation'. Some recent 
books bearing such titles, as well as some which announce themselves as histories 
of Europe (meaning the historic entity), start off with ancient Greece or even with 
the dawn of history in Mesopotamia. Greer and Lewis, for example, in their Brie/ 
History Of The Western World, begin in the Middle East and move southwest to 
Egypt! Peter Rietbergen in Europe: A Cultural History (1998) tells us in bis 
Prologue that ''this book mainly, though not exclusively, records events west of a 
central European zone" he bas just specified. So far, so good, he means the core 
Europe I have been talking about. But his history begins with a chapter which 
treats of ancient Mesopotamia and includes a substantial extract from the legal 
code of Hammurabi! This chapter, entitled Before "Europe" and concluding 
with the campaigns of Alexander the Great, is followed-we are still expecting to 
encounter 'Europe'-by a twenty-page summary of Roman history. 

Such treatments of the stated themes lack focus. Forget Babylonia; not even 
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classical Greece, for obvious reasons, is part of the story of the new civilisation 
founded in Western Europe over a thousand years later. The late Roman empire 
in Diocletian's time contains, apart from the Irish, all the elements-Roman, 
Greek, Jewish, Christian and Germanic-that went into the making of Europe 
centuries later. More to the point: it contains these elements not in the fonns they 
had a thousand, 700 or 250 years previously-which is irrelevant-but in the 
living forms, with their respective literary heritages, that produced the mix out Of 
which Europe was made.15 Surely 'the West' or 'Europe', if a book is so titled 
deserves to be presented to readers as more than a face at the end of a queue of 
civilisations, half-way past before it has been recognised as present. It has not 
been our custom to begin a history of Rome with ~ccounts of Babylonia, Egypt 
and Greece. Nor do we expect a history of Persia to begin with the hunter­ 
gatherers and the Sumerians. Why, then, do this with the history of Europe? 

In recent years there seems to be a fashion for this sort of thing. Doubtless, 
commercial considerations connected with educational, ideological and psycivo­ 
logical factors account for this. It would be interesting to explore the why » id 

h fi 
'B . . ,m wherefore. 3ut it 1s more to the point to remain with the matter I have raised by 

urging that the history of Europe be treated as we have treated the histories of 
similar historical entities; be treated, in other words, normally. Perhaps, if there is 
a public for such books, the beginning with Babylon' eccentricity can be lived 
with on the principle of 'Let a hundred flowers bloom!' But there is another in 
this instance long-standing abnormality which ought not to be tolerated, because 
it offends against the most ~lementary rules for telling a story clearly. The 
history of Europe has habitually omitted to tell us when and bow Eur 
began! ope 

Consider what this means. Europe like any other civilisati . creation Its arti ul fi . ' . . a on, was a umque 
scar&,,,"""®'®ms a@ad mix of religion, law, political ideology, morality, 

~• anguage, art and literature, all in continual evolution, bad never 
P"®"eviously o he planet. It was as distinctive as ancient Rome or Arab 
s more original than Byzantium Obv · 1 th lik it did not come abo t • d d · IOUS Y, en, e the other civilisations, 
originally, at a arti u independently of human will. It was made and shaped 
Rlens ch ''®hr time, by people who wanted a particular kind of life. 

an preac ers, acting in concert ·tablih d and instituti d . ' es is e an endunng system of rules 
ons an , to sustain the enterp · · surplus of agricultur 

1 
d . nse, saw to it that there was a good 

" Ia pro uction and flourishing trade. And the system, first 

s Tis is true except for the fact that d . retirement, Christianity, instead fb . un er Constantine, a few years after Diocletian's 
of the state. ' o; iemnga persecuted religion, became the favoured religion 

16 1 am excludin fr . . g om consideration what D . . meaning history written to buttr th avies, ID his Introduction, calls 'Eurohistory'; 
recent years it has begun to i::e e programme and ideology of the European Union. In 
trembling. an appearance, and I regard its future with fear and 

bl
. bed in a core area, a particular part of Western Europe, gradually extended 

cstablis! Sc di 1dSi' ,% entire area between Scandinavia and Sicily.7 Without needing to be told, 
to 1cnows that this happened, because that is bow all the civilisations of history 
oboe an and spread. But the standard history of Europe, as it has been offered to us 
cg > h id /h the last few centuries, 1as never sat w en, where and by whose agency 
i' 4% .fo dir ,ecisely, those constructive founding acts occurred. 

Instead, the standard history-books have told us a lot about the 'foundations' 
of Europe, meaning what Europe was built on or grew out of. Starting in the late 
Roman world and naming many barbarian peoples, they give us an introduction to 
Europe which goes on until either of two things happen. Either the reader, using 
bis wits, and recognising some name or event as 'definitely European'-say, St 
Bernard, William the Conqueror or the First Crusade-decides that Europe must 
have begun while he was not looking! Or else, at some point, varying by centuries 
from one book to another, the historian taps the reader, so to speak, on the 
shoulder and says: 'By the way, this is Europe now'. 

In this respect, Davies conforms to the standard pattern, second variant. He 
uses the 'tap on the shoulder' method. Realising that, pace his Atlantic-to-Urals 
philosophy, 'Europe' has a valid double meaning, be entitles a chapter: 'ORIGO 
The Birth ofEurope c. 330-800', with only Western Europe in mind. So, watching 
out for that promised 'birth', we follow a narrative of events and processes up to 
around 750. The western empire peters out, the Franks are expanding, other 
Germanic peoples move and settle, the Church bolds general councils, Byzantium 
has successes and reverses, Islam intrudes and conquers, the Irish and Anglo­ 
Saxon monks Christianise parts of the Continent. Then, a short paragraph which 
could easily be missed, tells us that the "processes" just mentioned have been 
interacting, and the "essential effects" of their interaction "can now be identified". 

The paragraph continues: "It was the four centuries following Constantine that brought Europe into 
being. This was the period when the majority of the [European] Peninsula'© 
diverse peoples found their way to permanent homelands. This was the period 
when the rump of the Roman Empire became just one among many sovere1gn 
states in a community of 'Christendom' that was consolidating behind the screen 
of Islam. No one yet used the name of 'Europe' to describe this community; but 
there can be little doubt that it was already in existence." 

The chapter ends with an account of how Pope Stephen visited the Frankish king 
Peppin the Short and secured his protection against the Lombards. The next 
chapter-we noticed it previously-is headed: 'MEDIUM The Middle Age c. 
750-1270'. (The following chapter deals with 'the later Middle Ages'.) We hear 
no more about the birth of Europe. And why should we? We have been told that, 
around 750, it is with 'little doubt already in existence'. 
~7 'A civilisation', meaning a particular kind of human system (what is being discussed here) 
1s to be distinguished from civilisation', meaning 'refinement of mind an4 maxmen Ol' 

'culture' in its qualitative sense, such as tend to occur within 'a civilisation'. 
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It is secondary that Davies makes an unfortunate choice of time--c irca 750 
to declare this existence already accomplished. The language boundary betwee 
French and German (and therefore between the Latin_ and Germanic languages) 
has always been central to the character of Europe: in 750 it has not yet b 

ank
. h . h fir een 

definitively established. The Fra isl empire, the st attempt at providiu 
political, legal and cultural system for what-there's no avoiding it ·will ,, 
Europe, has yet to be tried and to foil. One could go on, but the unfort t e 
choice of date ts secondary to the crucial fact that at no point in Davies' narr ~~ e 
is there an account of the creation of European civilisation, which is wh t, •~e 
beginning of Europe' amounts to. Instead, for the emergence of Europe ;. t_ ,e 
ni» nethin;like vide:fia rid C> aVies ouers us som mg e a providentially guided parthenogenesis: without 
active intervention by human will, Europe has come to be there. And f any 

th II b 
. I o course 

at was not-we , o VIOUS y not!-how European civilisation be 

Th
. fd . . gan. 
is manner ot lealing with a fundamental element of the Euro» t 
t 

. . "th pl; s ory as of 
any s ory, is at vanance WI the historical facts baffling to th . ' 

I 
· 

1 
• . . ' e 1 cad er and 

ultimately mysttcal-reqwnng assent by faith rather than intell. ' . 
I h 

1gence. But it 
not, as ave made clear above, Davies' invention and he at I t is , eas uses the 
courteous of the two methods practised: the 'tap on the sho Id , more h: ·d u er to say Eur 
as arrivea, rather than a narrative which leaves the reader to not· b ope 

alert attention, that it has. ice, Y personal, 

The plain facts of Europe's beginning-an entirely normal be ,i . a 

not unknown. They are well known and in books d r . g nnmo-are 
event, they are related. Two of these books includ· ea mg specifically with the 
come to presently. It is in the telling of 'the histo ~;~ a ve~ recent one, I shall 
whether strictly on its own or in a 'fr B b ( urope 'the whole story­ 
silence is mysteriously maintained Som ~ yon onwards' context- that the 
tem of arratve being anog .,',,""» whe 1 spoke above of his 
the matter,just missing it by as 11 bl gs 'mystical', I was near the core of 
the standard 'history of Europ;, t 11 e. We are o~ce agam up against the fact that 
have failed to do for the be . ~ ow~ a mylhzcal pattern. The historians who 
esaangorBasa, a.',""" ' "®P» iat hey do reaany tor he 
but the dictate of a myth f E me . ave een obeying not the truth of things 

• 0 uropean history ' 
It 1S not difficult to trace the . . f . ongm o the myth · · goes back to those fashionable lit nor is its source surprising It 

acquired a following thr e uterary intellectuals of fifteenth-century Italy who 
nubbins:ed te tars,, ,,,"""""" ®"e. Chauvinistic and anti-moder, they 
whom we mistake for !tali e? nghsh, French and Gennans-and other 'Goths' 
Al tat, @ey saa, w, ,,,," "@ aurig the previous few centuries 
properly speaking, the , _""" darkness and hence not history, which 5» 
So &l oryofcivilisatio o m the mythical his tor j, husaton or, more precisely humane culture. 

ibb" nca scheme hi h , "isled ceaturies of is. 4,,, ["" ®»y propagated, they merged th 
arbaric, featureless and unhist the general mass of the 'middle age 

torical. By d fi · • · . e mttion, nothing of note, no epoch- 

.. went could occur there. And none, consequently (thus further their 
aking dark ®·be th did in fact occur in those arl centuries vetween 1e epoch-making Fall of 
myth) hmnane culture par excellence-and the epoch-making Rebirth of that 
~0~.;wbich they were effecting in Italy, and through Italy in Europe. Thus, 
::~bed, shaven and civilised by Rome reborn, Europe entered history after 

1450! Much better than our ancestors of a century ago, we know about the collective 
fads and fantasies of intellectuals, their cults of paradises distant in space or 
time-past time, future time-and their imagined schemes ofhistoxy.

18 
Given our 

much improved knowledge of this human type, it is truly sobering to realise how 
lasting and pervasive has been the influence of those fantasising Italian Latinists 
of five hundred years ago. Even in the matter of the detail we are discussing, the 
history of Europe taught in schools for centuries derives from the mythical history 

they invented. The many historians of Europe who have been sceptical of one or other aspect 
of the myth have not collectively prevailed. Tue standard history, widely diffused, 
still observes the myth's central taboo: no epoch-making event, least of all the 
start of a new civilisation ( even Europe's!), may intrude between the end of the 
Latin Roman empire and the great Rebirth. Once the latter had been accepted as a 
real event, obeying that taboo was the merest logic. To breach it by inserting the 
start of Europe would have robbed 'the Renaissance' of its epochal significance 
and brought the whole, consecrated scheme of things tumbling down! The most 
that seemed licit, and was done, was to insert little Latin 'renaissances' in the 
ninth and twelfth centuries, as modest, far from epoch-making prefigurements of 
the great return of Rome and civilta that was yet to come. 

I first read an account of the beginning of Europe in what is by now a classic, 
R. W. Souther's The Making Of The Middle Ages, published fifty years ago. The 
period which Southern deals with is the late tenth to the early thirteenth century. 
After Otto the Great, in 955, had decisively defeated the Magyars in the battle of 
the Lech, the West's eastern frontier was definitively secured and the European 
enterprise got under way. In his Introduction Southern writes: 

"For a thousand years Europe has been the chief centre of political experir©! 
economic expansion and intellectual discovery in the world. It gamed this position 
during the period with which we are concerned; it is only losing it in our own 

day." By calling the making of the first age of Europe, "the making of the Middle 
Ages", Southern was conforming to the conventional historical language, while at 
18 Lest I might seem to be distancing myself from the tribe, I confess I know at first hand 
whereof I speak. In the late 19605, living in Irish-speaking Conamara, Mao was IY 
Helmsman and the Chinese Cultural Revolution my lodestar- In our local politico-linguistic 
activism, we believed we were taking part in the epoch-making revolution of 'country VS 
city and 'periphery versus centre'. The future, if not exactly a world coDlJllunc of 
communes, would be a world community of communities. 
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the same time rendering it absurd. For apart from the oddi ·, 
a middle, if the European 'middle age, began around 160 of callmg a beginning 
middle, ~ehvecn? The blurb to the latest edition of S th O, what, then, was it 
more precise about its actual theme. Referrin t th ou ern s book (1993) is 
Souter covers, it says: "to these years. &,,,',C"®and a half centuries ha 
was born". It would have been eve ... uon as we understand it toda 
tuan de mid wane cesas,»,,""2 ®tosy 'civilisation s we 
meaning is clear. , en at civilisation in effect ended; but the 

. Doubtless, since Southern's book 
"" ewe iiiris ia.a 7..."","g"® ·ms eve caotoanae.a co 
3%"#;''rs®we an,",Z ;"®Pe 
d ibed sed the word 'revolution' with ti yne, publtshc<l in 
escn e . Moore uses it in his title· The F» re erence to the events h 
;ne te~t is more explicit: we read th e irst European Revolution c. 9 70-l 2 J5e 
'the birth of E « ere not only of a "glad . -e ® {I"t EZ 

Here is no parth · ' so, 
· enogenesis, n . 
into Europe. Instead be . . » or mystical transubstantiation of 
concerted initiati , /IDillDgJust before the year 1000 the 'Late Antiquity 

is i a.""""®"roiac ,cl.'3,"; "; "gs er tic '9 new urban h , c engmecred 
ea on of centres of higher leamm· dgrowt ; the clarification of law· th 

expect to find at th I g an so on All the '> 1e Th e launch of a new civilisatic 1€ features one would 
ere could be no cl . . . ion. 

stat .« tearer mdication f h. ement: "No activity . o w at is occ 
rules". There foll i~ ~ore characteristic of this ,urrng than Moore, s 
lice, ta a..'," e of at e re % a,," "· somoso or 
"isi .""T""; er ," $""%,"° ® 
sexual love. o ets, business practice and th 1cal commentary 

The core · e transactions of 
. region where Moore d . 

especially the northern half As ·11ep1cts this process as occurring F 
century we .:. an 1 ustratio fhc Is ·rance 
ec&;f",fr» ."T""" "g ®is waii 
de Troyes from em e ore him, cites the writer of e previous two centuries 

"Our, b around1170; 'Vernacular romances Chretie~ 
ooks hav ' C once belo e tn,onned us that th · 
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celebrating wiil figure as the epoch-making beginning of Emope. An explanatory 
troduction will cover the centuries that led to it; the remainder will recount the 
it j; b /h lc ® long sequel to it. At last--rut w at a ong time waiting!--we will have a history 
treating Europe in a normal manner, as if it were ancient Rome, Greece or Persia. 

Earlier I raised the question of why European civilisation achieved a mastery 
of the world unequalled by any other. For those who might be interested, I 
mention that in his final pages Moore suggests the answer may lie in the particular 
"restless dynamism" that emerged from the revolutionary events be bas been 
describing. He argues, further, that it is here, at the very start of the European 
enterprise, that "European supremacy" begins. 

I have taken the iconoclastic passage by Massimo Montanari that introduces this 
chapter from another recent book: Naissance de la noblesse: L'essor des elites 
politiques en Europe by Karl Ferdinand Wagner (1998). Wagner explores the 
origin of the European political elite in the transitional centuries between Rome 
and Europe. In the course of reinforcing Montanari's dismissal of the 'Middle 
Age', he quotes a surprising remark by Leopold von Ranke: "The Middle Age 
lacks any reality whatsoever". Surprising, because it is difficult to understand 
how that notion survived such a dogmatic rejection from 'the father of modem 
historiography' .19 My sentiments on this particular matter are evident, but I would 
not go along with Montanari in urging the abandonment of all periodisation. I 
recognise the usefulness in historical narrative of periods with names. Not only 
do they give it a pleasing story-form, breaking it up into slices of time for easier 
comprehension; they facilitate periodic summings-up of groups of centuries. 

The period between Roman civilisation in the West and the beginning of its 
European successor names itself, automatically, as 'The Age of Transition'. Only 
subjection to an Italian myth has prevented this obvious tenn from being used 
before now. Of course, 'the Middle Age', if it were to fit any period at all, would 
fit this one; but along with its accompanying adjective it is too weighed down 
with misleading associations to retain. The Age of Transition subdivides at some 
point which historians will continue to argue about into 'Late Antiquity' and 
Prelude to Europe'. Davies, while mentioning 'Late Antiquity' in passing, does 
not put either of these terms to use; but he is aware, as any historian must be, that 
such a dividing point must exist. He comments, aptly, that identifying it is a 
matter of judging "the overall balance at any given time between the legacy of the 
past and the sum total of innovations-what professional historians call the 
'continuities' and the 'discontinuities"'. 

Wagner stresses the continuities that bridge the juridical end, in 476, of the 

1' 1 have just glanced casually at The Penguin Book Of The Middle Ages by Moms Bishop 
(1971). The first sentence reads: 'Middle Ages' is an unfortunate tern." Is there perhapS, 
unknown to me, some other science, art or craft whose practitioners continually complain 
about one of their principal tools---and go on using it? 
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b 
uentlY found to apply well to every aspect of the late Roman world. For 

subseq! if chi di d brann, the fifty years of anarchic disorder and cultural barrenness which 
.saed the accession of Diocletian represents a caesura with Antiquity proper. 
~ith Diocletian's restorat10n and reformation of the st.ate, and the st.ate-led 
revival of the economy, there was also a renaissance of high culture. Antiquity 

entered its 'late' period. 
Determining when this period ended is not so easy. For one thing, as Fuhrmann 

says, conditions varied greatly throughout the West But from the viewpoint ofhis 
special interest, he finds a clear indication of a second caesura in the "renewed 
spiritual desert that spreads across the entire European continent in the seventh 

century". He continues: 
"During the pre-Carolingian century [roughly 650-750], cultural continuity 

was maintained by the zealous activity of the Irish and Anglo-Saxon monasteri es. 
This functioned as a bridge leading to the early Middle Age. Within this transitional 
phase, the death of the great English scholar Bede, in 735, serves well as a point of 
reference." 

As 1 said above, the precise location of this dividing point will continue to be 
argued about. But keeping to Fuhrmann's scheme, the 'early Middle Age' which 
he bas beginning in Carolingian times, after 751, would translate well into what I 
call 'Prelude to Europe'. There is much to be said for regarding the Carolingian 
empire-existing de facto in the late 700s and fonnalised from 800---as a rehearsal 
for a play called 'Europe' which had to be considerably rewritten before it 
emerged, definitively, on the stage of history, and began its thousand-year run. 

The only remaining big question of a periodising nature is how to name the first 
and second ages of Europe, beginning, respectively, around 1000 and 1500. There 
Is no need for haste. Given the weight of distorting stereotype with which 
middle/medieval' and 'modem' have burdened these ages, a period of treating 
them simply as 'first' and 'second' would encourage a fresh-eyed perception of 
them. I have played on a jotting-pad with 'AGE OF CONSOLIDATION, 
Exercising the Spirit' and 'AGE OF EXPANSION, Tackling the World'. As with 
any names of ages that attempt interpretation, the differences they imply are 
rendered inaccurate by overlap. But that is not the main objection. There seems 1O 
pPomt in moving from one pair of Procrustean definitions-such as 'medieval' and 
modem' have become-to another pair. Period names as pragmatically 'open' as 
those for Roman history-Kings, Republic, Empire-are closer to what is needed 
if a move beyond 'first' and 'second' is desired. 

From the perspective of present-day Europe, the most histori cally decisive 
event that occurred around 1500 was the discovery of the American continent by 
Columbus. That made possible the United States of AJJlcrica and all that followed 
from that. In the twentieth century, this aggrandised European colony intervenod 
decisively in European affairs and replaced Europe as the main embodiment 0l 
the geopolitical 'West'. With Europe in tow, it has continued the domination of 
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. h ld' fluence how we write the history of mope s second age, of America s ou m . . . 
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G · so to speak-should appear as an intrinsic part o t c .:uropean Magna iraecia, 
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emptively defensive measure. The possibility threatens that when futuzc hinese, 
Indian or Brasilian historians wnte the history of the white man's world, they 
might treat European history as mere explanatory background to the history of 
the USA! In the ancient world it happened to Phoenicia: the name ot its colony, 
Carthage is the name that sounds through history. 

For a start, then, it would be useful to introduce the term 'Europe Overseas' to 
the history of Europe after 1500. 'New Spain', 'New England,' 'Nova Scotia' 
and the like pointed cumulatively towards that collective term. but nationalism 
prevented it emerging. 'Europe Overseas' designates overseas settlement by 
Europeans. In practice that meant, for most people, one part or other of the 
American continent. But the United States of America became the essential 
'Europe Overseas'-'America' par excellence-because it was there that the 
greatest number of Europeans settled, that the mix of settlers was most 
representative of Europe, and the excess of Europeans over indigenous greatest. 
But the USA was also an extension of Europe spiritually. Ideas and principles 
derived from Europe shaped its founding. Through successful conquest-the 
'first American empire'--and through guaranteed individual rights and techno­ 
logical invention and development, the USA and its citizens participated in the 
passionate pursuit of world mastery that characterised the second age of Europe. 
When, then, in the mid-twentieth century, the aggrandised colony intervened 
decisively in Europe, it was enacting the pattern of a boomerang returning to its 
thrower. 

This is not to pretend that the United States was consciously or emotionally 
'part of Europe', when in fact rejection of Europe was a motive in its foundation 
and continued as a constant theme there. (Even in this, however, the American 
elite, in transatlantic isolation, was experiencing and performing the recurrent 
European self-rejection in favour of a better kind of life that characterised Europe 
from fifteen?1-centuiy Italy onwards.) Nor, again, am I ignoring that many 
European elites regarded America as anything but their offspring: viewed it, 
rather, as a repellent Other. But these mutual repulsions and disownings coexisted 
with mutual attraction and underlying solidarity. The chronicles of many a noble 
®"Tily ecbii, among separated branches, similar love-hate relationships within 
® @sic sense of belonging. 
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fth : i€as' provides the general conceptual context in which integration 0 
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5 The History Of European Culture 

Peter Rictbergen's Europe: A Cultural History (1998) offers a 
h th
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pen ltimate chapter, 'The "Decline of the Occid " ca ion. It mcludes, as a 
the nineteenth to the twentieth century'. ent'-the loss of a dream? From 

Inevitably, the historian writing a 'cultural . 
the preceding historical background in ," ""9y of Europe' must sketch out 
Europe. That done, he will describe h . r o Transition between Rome and 
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and culture. Haviog estatis&a i,,'],," "®®» founded European civilisation 
good story-form to the following nine h ~n~ scenano, his task then is to give 
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tures. This certainly involves as . . e and a number of strong diverse 

"r""«-«%"""Z; ";revs e . luetbergen's story-form . e. t at ts to say, of 'European 
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i a,,, @m@tis, wii ao j,, " ®ry-form which, besides being more 

c t to write 't 1€e to the di · culture in . e the history of Euro mension I have just mentioned. It 
question not only, in s, ""@n culture' without noticing that the 

essive phases d'fi d . , molifie its nature (as 1n 

. tbergen's account), but also, in successive phases, grew. So the resulting 
Rit :. ·ihRictbe v' 3f? narrative would combine witl iet ergen's account ol its change by modification, 

similarly phased narrative of its growth. 
a Let me illustrate the 'growth' aspect this way. In 1950 new comprehensive 
dictionaries of the principal languages of Western Europe, from Norwegian to 
Italian, would all have contained the following words-or equivalents for them as 

the case might be: sonata, sonnet, courtier, gentleman, bourgeois, transubstantiation, modern, Mass, 
sensibility, grace, Jazz, interesting, botany, impression, mercantilism, blitzkrieg, 
romantic, rationalist, baroque, Freudian, Marxism, opera, psychoanalysis, coffee, 
cafe, potato, boyar, Protestant. I have chosen those twenty-eight words fairly randomly with the year 1950 in 

mind. They represent, as a sample, the culmination of the common culture which 
West Europeans bad created over a thousand years. All are 'words of European 
culture' in the sense that, having originated in Latin or in a single West European 
vernacular-at home or overseas-they entered the vocabularies of all the principal 
West European languages. They did so gradually over the thousand years. 
Dictionaries of those languages published a hundred, two hundred or four hundred 
years before 1950 would have contained progressively fewer of such shared and 
borrowed words (and concepts). Together, from the start, such words fanned a 
specifically European language, reflecting the specifically European worldview 
and experience. And as their number grew through the centuries, that common 
language, peculiar to no West European nation or group of nations, and unknown 

to every other civilisation, also grew. 
That is a graphic way of indicating the growth and formation of 'European 

culture' as distinct from the cultures of Europe's constituent nations. Tenuous at 
the start, it grew gradually in extent and depth, reaching its full dimension in the 
final decades. Formed in Western Europe, it expanded after 1500 into Europe 
Overseas while simultaneously and increasingly receiving input from that quarter. 
Present from the start in the nearer parts of Easter Europe, from the seventeenth 
century onwards it penetrated the remoter parts. (In 1950 all the words cited 
above would have been also present in the dictionaries of the principal East 
European languages.) 

In the first 500 years, the international Latin Church, in its many aspects and 
successive phases, was the principal agent shaping European culture. Secondary 
in that age, but predominant after 1500, was another agent: the cul~ interaction 
of the West European nations. Their political and econolillC interaction contributed 
to making Europe. The same is true, only rore fundamentally, of their cultural 
interaction. Consequently, the portrayal of this creative interaction of the nations 
in the cultural sphere is even more intrinsic to a true, clear history of Europe than 
its portrayal in those other spheres. 

The interaction that formed and increased the colXllilOD European culture was 
only to a small degree casual. Mainly it consisted or successive cuttural leaderships 

65 



by peoples or nations which were expericncID· g hi;h th , fl . tg creative p · d 
ese 'overflows of innovation' affecting all f W mo s. The fast of 
iwaiii@iii kai.kl.la',,",""""; C"! 
onnan homeland. That pan-Euro e ng om and contained 

J 100s to the early 1300s Th Cpl an cultural radiation lasted from th. ]the 
J d · · e olumbian Ag e ate 
ea ershtp and concluded with that ofG e opened with Italian cult 
those two leadmhips, Franee Mth Jta';"'""Y from the 183 Os onw.rrds. Betwurnl 
France with Great Brita' y in the late, seventeenth ecn 
aailiaikl K.,,"",® gist is ? &l, ""? p® is ,, GK,"p+sis &all,"" 
Overseas-was an em t· and m the later centuries al h cc lead mg . ana1onfrom h. h . sot at of E 
m question. a tg creative period · th . · uropc 10 e naho . . 

Each of the national o b" . n or nations 
d . . r t-nattonal ultur I e~vmg from the differin c a leaderships had diffi 
natioos. But that apart, the g wempha~es .of the ereative activi mnt emphases, 
successively the nat1·0 I y u]ere alike m nature and in o ~ tn the leading 

b 

' na c ture 
1 

. perat1on I .. 
ecause there was wide. cu tures Ill questic ,,® each case va widespread willin stion achie ed' 

producing. More pre . I Wt mg acceptance of th icve leadership 

E 

c1se y am h e new thi urope--and in the fat , ong t e culturally formati ngs they were 
k &a ,";"wort, 6,'."" "® 9f ea 
cultural leadership, the cont:• be timely and valuable. As ~these mnovations 
question drew general att mpoouy hfe and affairs of th a by-product of the 

iis ala ,,,",""" " or rs..,""""Coos 
operative. They interact d ill'°"' to Eueopean cultue . •~ally, whco each 
Thus layer piled upon la e "'.'th the contributions oft e rnmamed pment and 

Moreovee, from the J;,• mcreasing and deepeniog ~ suceeediog leadmhip. 
were also the cen,, nth century onwards . e common culture. 
modified its natur/ dEynamtSbm by which the' sthhaerndahonal cultural leaderships 
expre d · m odvin e cultur f sse the way th E J• g successive ve . c o the Occident 

g
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y Franee and Brita. OlWlS led its eulmll>ati tans gave the drive its 
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e modifications ccess1venational • e tts sunultaneous growth . overflows' hi h . w c both induced 

'\ phY architecture, knightly romance and methods of land management 

ilos0 ' Jlorthe<n france was accompanied by that of courtly love and its poetry 
~ south"" France and of commercial methods and legal learning from Italy. 

1

;:, Jaunehing, unde< Italian leadership,. of Europe's post,Colurobian age, 
fJande<S, QennanY, Spatn aod Portugal parlietpated. As Italy then, in the course 
of the seventeenth centurl', was joined in cultural predominance by France, the 
patch added a timely contribution. The ensuing French and English-Scottish 
Jeadeisfap was accompanied by a continuing contnbution from Italy and a 
,;gnificant cultural ove<flow from Switzeeland. England in the nineteenth century 
,ecepted Gennany as its pnncipal cultural mentor, while continuing, along with 

France, to enrich the meaning of EuropeannesS. 
Occasional mino< contributions to the common culture came from virtUallY all 

the nations of Emo pc. But for the purposes of European cultural bistoIY, the main 
scheme of interaction, jUS outlined, constitutes a sine qua non of the story. Whal, 
after all, was 'Europe', 2$ a distinctive civilisation and culture, but a group of 
peoples subscribing to a set of common ,ules which they gradually modified by 
interaction, and sharing a nuclear common cultue• which they enlarged and 
modified by interaction? It follows that a history of Europe, to be true and clear, 
must make obvious and ,ecount these essential characteristics of 1tS subject. 
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probable that the Bolshevik revol~tion occuned and succeeded because the German 
authorities provided the sealed tram that brought Lenin from Zurich to St Petersburg 
and then supported the Bolsheviks financially. Then, because Marx aaa ogis 
had left Lenin no clear guidance on how to construct the 'dictatorship of the 
proletariat', he found a useful model in the German Kriegswirtschaft, or economy 
organised for war', which he had observed at close quarters while living in 
Zurich. But the Summers passage also presented, in a surprising context, evidence 
of continuing German intellectual influence in the United States. Alerted by it, I 
became attentive, during the remainder of my time in the US, to the German 
cultural impact in America during the period that I was studying, the 1930s to the 

1990s. Allan Bloom, in his book The Closing OJ The American Mind (1987), has a 
chapter on 'The German Connection'. It deals with the influence of German 
thinkers-Freud, Weber, Nietzsche, Heidegger-on the teaching of anthropology 
in American universities in the decades after World War II. 

In the 1970s and 80s the French 'postmodernist' philosophers were much in 
vogue in the American universities. From the summary of their thinking by two 
American academics, Steven Best and Douglas Kellner Postmodern Theory: 
Critical Interrogations, I learned that Nietzsche and Heidegger were the principal 
philosophical influences on these French thinkers. 

By far the biggest ethnic group in the US are Americans of German ancestry; 
in the Census of 1990 they numbered fifty-eight million. 

Robert Oppenheimer and Enrico Fermi, the scientists who contributed most to 
the making of the first atomic bomb, studied physics under Max Born in Gottingen. 
Wernher von Braun designed the rockets with which NASA launched vehicles 

into space and landed a man on the moon. 
In the US in 1950 almost all the heads of psychiatnc departments in the 

medical schools were Freudians. In the US in the twentieth century the foreign 
politician most frequently mentioned was Adolf Hitler. 

Felix Frankfurter, an Austrian immigrant, was President Franklin D. Roosevelt's 
legal adviser in the shaping of the New Deal legislation which transformed the 
American state. Later, in 1943, as a judge of the Supreme Court, his dissenting 
judgement in West Virginia State Board of Education v. Barnette began the 
dilution, to the point of disappearance, of the privileged position of Judaco­ 
Christian religion in US law Wilhelm Reich, whose Institute for Sexual Research in Berlin pioneered 
'sexual liberation', continued to promote this gospel in the US after 1939, and 
almost lived to see it triumphing, not only there, but throughout the West. 

Those were some of the German presences in the US since the 1930s which, 
alerted by Summers, I noted during the remainder of my American stay. But the 
ultimate effect of reading summers on Clausewitz was a train of thought, and a 
conclusion, which matured when I returned to Europe. The remarkable, multi- 
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these elements-the music excepted- come together in the reform of the Prussian 
state after 1807. The net result is that the general cultural upsurge in Germany 
from the 1770s onwards is unnamed in the history books. And nameless, it 
remains unnoticed and unexamined: as in its beginnings, so also, necessarily, in 
its development and its end. 

This obscuring of a defining feature of modern German history leaves a 
related gap in our understanding of the modem history of the West; in particular 
because the German high creative period issued in a cultural leadership of the 
West which lasted, actively, up to the middle of the twentieth century. Its principal 
contributions lay in perception and knowledge of the human and material worlds 
(philosophy, social theory, the physical and human sciences); in music, technology, 
methods of education and of warfare; and (towards the end) in painting, architecture 
and cinema. That the German leadership lasted until the mid-century has been 
obscured by a developing habit of referring to the twentieth as 'the American 
century'. In its second half, certainly, that was the case. There was also, after the 
First World War, a rising tide of American cultural influence in Europe. But 
during those years, into the 1930s and the early 1940s, the German impact on 
western civilisation remained immense. More to the point, in its formative influence 
and its many-sidedness, there was simply nothing comparable emanating from 
any other nation. It was partly an impact by accumulation-the continuing active presence in 
western civilisation of emanations from the German nation during the previous 
century. But it was also, in considerable part, the fresh contemporary radiation of 
German thought, scholarship, language, persons, science, technology, education, 
political ideology and methods of warfare. 

To illustrate this, I present, below, lists of words, persons and things, of 
German provenance, which, in the period 1900-1960, had presence, resonance or 
formative impact throughout the West. In the matter of language influence, 
reference is to the English-speaking countries in particular. The lists are far from 
exhaustive. Where ambiguity may occur, an asterisk indicates that only the word 
(or words) comes from Germany, e.g. the Enlightenment ; a cross, that only the 
thing does, e.g.fimicular+, a German invention. 

Adler, aesthetics, allemande+, angst, anthroposophy, anti-semitism*, aspirin, Bach, 
Baden Baden, Bayreuth, Beethoven, Benz, bildungsroman, biology, Bismarck, 
botany, Bunsen burner, Childhood,+ QiristmaS tree, chromatography, Clausewitz. 
Communism+, Daimler, Decline of the West, Deutsche Grammophon, diesel, 
DIN, ding an sich, Dresden china, eau de Cologne, Einstein, Engels, 
Enlightenment, ersatz, existentialism, expressionism, Faust, festschrift, Flying 
Dutchman, Frege, Freud, garden dwarfs, Geiger counter, gemiitlichkcif, 
gesamtkunstwerk, goetterdaemmerung, goose-step, Graf Spee, Grimm's Fairy 
Tales, hamburger, Hamburg-Amerika Lino, Handel, Hegel, Heidelberg, Herder, 
heroin, Herzl, Hindemith. Hindenburg, hinterland. Hitler, homburg. homoeopathy, 
homosexual•, id, idealism, irony, Kant, Kaiser, kindergarten, kitsch, Krafft­ 
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Ebing, Leica cameras, Leipzig Fair leitmotiv, lied L 
Luxemburg, Marx, Marxism, masochism M .' Kie udendorff, lumi . * ' , ein ampf, '· Inal, R 
mesmcnse , metronome Mommsen m tc,, 5menthol M > .0Sa ihilis ' ,1notorcar, Nibel; '©!©ITy Wi@ 
nihilism, Norddeutscher Lloyd obscuranf t.; e ungen, Niebuhr N· l ow, 
atieship, postcard, potopilisi, psys,,',;"" "@ital. pi-,,' ®he, 
Reich (Wilhelm), Reichstag, relativity theo ~sis, Ranke, Rapallo R 'pocket 
Rontgen, romanticism, sadism,+ sisl,,,""""" reprc,' {["go 
Schopenhauer, self-expression, semester ·;'ells, Schiller, s,,""e, 
Silent Night, social democracy social ' l;minar, Schlteffcn Plan S iemann, 
Student Prince sturm und dran v: weltare+, Spengler Str , chubcrt 
telephone, ihiraos, ; ";2"Hartion, suspend&a',,,,' "° oharnj,' 

• • ' -t' ' a ic-hghts U b ' way t h " 
music), Vienna School (of psychothe > '90at, Vienna Cir,j e egraph, 
Walhalla, waltz, Weber (Max) W . erapy /economics/ jurisprn<l ·· ~ e (modem 

And again: ' e1mar, x-rays, Zeppelin z· .,. enc~), Wagner ,<1ne' Zionist s, ? 

Abwehr, Adenauer Adorno Afrik ko " Sm'n,zither 
Arendt, Aryan, Auschwitz, ats, fps, allopathy, Alzheimer ? 
blitzkrieg, von Braun, Brecht bu:i!"1' Belsen, Benjamin, Bloch ( r• ~nschluss, 
caffein, Cyclon B, dachshund . er, cartel,, chromosome civ/"llst), BMW, 
Dornier, Dresden econ . , diktat, dive-bomber <lob , ian massacre, 
rore siieika""; "rote. irope' E,""""",rehearse, 
flak, Felix Frankfurt ot originally Nazi te , 11.: omrnunity* 
Gino ia;;" ® Faria &"; " g atvoania 
Hess, Hesse, historicis;• ~oebbels, Goring, Guderian H ~be!, 1· uhrer, gestalt 
paper, Krupp, kursaa) l ' usserl, IG Farben, insulin ~ }s"degger, Heisenberg, 
Mann, Marcus M ' ager, lebensraum Lill. M 1 , aspers, kilohertz kraft 

e, ax Pl k. ' ar en, Luftwaffe " 
M_ercedes, Messerschmid anc ' ~ax-Planck-Gesellschaft a e, Magic Flute, 
Nmth, nuclear fi . t, morphine Mozart, M . ' methylated spirits 
quantum mecha s_s1on, Nuremberg Trials panz uruch Agreement, Musil. the 
rottweiler, sacc~cs, r:cist national socialism er, plaraf_fi_n, Popper, Pors'che, 
Siegfried Line s· n, schadenfreude, schmalz. S 'h~ea pohtik, Rilke, Rommel 
(Rudolf) Superma' iemens, Speer, sound film ' tel onberg, Schumann, sex shop' 
V llcs 

' n, swastik: . , s a ag spe tr 1 • ' o wagen, We~ a, television broadcastin' ° analysis, Steiner 
weltschmerz w "®ht, Waldorf schools W ·1g1, Ulbncht, VJ, V2, vcronal 

Adds, ' {tgenstein, Zeis A¥ ®% Veil# (Kurt), elt uuUF.1tionally, infilm e1ss, zeitgeist. , we tanschauung, 
A,M , . 1urnau, Lang 0 hul 

in the cult of nature p s, Marlene Dietrich knapsack, rucba~~d the open air, ' Pabst, Wicne, von Stroheim; 
lederhose, wand youth movement 

in music,' Jerlust, natural medici~~u~~tel, funicular+, abseil, langlauf. 
Fritz Kre· 

1 
' sm *, nudism+· ' 

' IS er, Richard ' 
German bands' Le Tauber, Bechstein _"sis, saa,';" f6isl al? ,{"""®y soc@on, sawstluoe 

.lhysu:s, mathem ti ' uss, Webern, Carl Maria von 
a.,,er them a Cs, astronom Gauss '-mostly with z Woir,8' N~ Born, Riem aws, phenomena, etc. named 
j, ·Meitner, sch»,, ®pn, Doppler, Schrodi 112:, Pauli; @rzschild, Klein, Kirchhoff. nger, ~raunhofer, Stem, Gerlach, 

, Clausius, Helmholtz, Mossbauer, 

in chemistry and biochemistry, , . 
Fischer (Bans, Franz and Emil), Haber, Meyerhof, Windaus, Hahn, Strassm.ann, 

Staudinger; 
in medicine-in some cases with procedures or appliances named after them, 

Basedow, Von Behring, Domagk, Ehrlich, Forssmann, Forster, Hahnemann, 
Koch, Langerhans, Loffler, Pnessrutz, Rehn, Semmelweiss, Schaudinn, Sertiimer, 

Virchow; 
in art history, 

Winckelmann, Kugler, Burckhardt, Riegl, Wolfflin, Warburg; 

in classical scholarship, 
Wilamovitz-Moellendorff, Pauly-Wissowa, Norden, Thesaurus Linguae 
Graecae/Latinae; Corpus Inscriptionum Latinarum; 

in modem art and architecture, 
Kokoschka, Kandinsky, Nolde, Marc, Grosz, Beckmann, Klimt, Klee, Barlach, 
Behrens, Bauhaus, Gropius, van der Rohe, Taut, Mendelssohn, Scharoun; 

in theology, 
Schleiermacher, Barth, Hamach, Tillich, Rahner, Bonhoeffer; 

in economics, 
Schacht, Freiburg School, neo liberalism, Eucken, Hayek, Ripke, Rustow, Erhard, 
social market economy; 

in linguistics, 
Wilhelm Grimm, Wilhelm von Humboldt, sound shift, Bopp, Zeuss, Paul, 
Leipzig School; 

in food and drink, 
strudel, wiener schnitzel, sauerkraut, frankfurter, berliner, schnapps, beer garden, 
rollmops, pumpernickel, liebfraumilch. 
The spread of Marxism from the latter part of the nineteenth century was the 

first instance in which German cultural influence took an overtly political form. 
Inevitably, therefore, as well as winning considerable adherence, it evoked active 
opposition and counter-measures. This was a case of formative cultural influence 
operating in two ways, positively and negatively. In both ways, but more in the 
latter than the former, Marxism, reinforced by the Bolshevik revolution, partly 
shaped the West during the twentieth century. Another, if lesser impact with 
double effect occurred with Hitlerian national socialism after 1933. But this time, 
except in some enduring ethical respects, the influence was positive only for a few 
years before being annulled by counteraction. 

During the war years 1939-45 German means and methods of warfare exerted 
far-reaching influence. Subsequently, German cultural presence in the West 
remained strong; over a century of cultural and intellectual Germanisation' could 
not simply evaporate. And it was still being added to. In philosophy (Heidegger, 
Jaspers, Wittgenstein), economic theory and practice (neo-liberalism, social market 
economy), political theory (the Frankfurt School, J{arl Popper, Hannah Arendt), 
and theology-predominant in the Second Vatican Council-- German creativity 
continued. But it came from Germans who bad been born before the war, and 
many of whom were in exile. Not only as cultural leadership of the West, but also 
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7 Euro-America Becomes Amerope 
"The nineteenth century was intensely preoccupied with the self, to the point of 
neurosis. During the very decades of the most sustained campaign for mastery of 
the world ever undertaken, the bourgeois devoted much ... anxious time to 
introspection." Peter Gay 

\ 

\ 
j 

In 1895, in his Inaugural Lecture at Cambridge, Lord Acton said: 
"Soon after 1850 several of the most intelligent men in France, struck by the 

arrested increase of their own population and by the telling statistics from 
Further Britain [the USA], foretold the coming preponderance of the English 
race. They did not foretell, what none could then foresee, the still more sudden 
growth of Prussia, or that the three most important countries of the globe would, 
by the end of the century, be those that chiefly belonged to the conquests of the 
Reformation." 

They would also, all three of them, be nations of Germanic origin. If the USA was 
'Further Britain', Anglo-Saxon Britain had begun its career as Further Germany. 
The emergence of America, Britain and Germany as 'the most important countries' 
of 'the globe' was the outcome, by 1900, of the movement westward of the 
Germanic peoples into the lands of the western Roman Empire. 

Historically, then, they were sister nations. They were also partners in what 
Peter Gay in The Naked Heart (1995) correctly calls 'the most sustained campaign 
for mastery of the world ever undertaken". But given the nature of that goal, they 
were simultaneously competitors. It was a race, spurred by Darwinism, which 
only one of them could win. 

The 'world' they wanted to master was the totality of physical circumstances. 
beginning with vulnerable, mortal bodies, in which they consciously existed as 
nations and as human beings. Mastery of those circumstances meant collective 
and individual ability to exist and act maximally in them and by means of them. 
Potentially, it included control of the earth's lands and peoples and of the heavens 
above. Inevitably, then, success in the enterprise would involve either America, 
Britain or Germany mastering the other two. 
'Mastery' is a limitless goal. A civilisation, on the other hand, is limited by ethical 
moral and customary-rules which together define 'civilised behaviour' for the 
people in question. In Europe's case, these limits derived from the foundation of 
the civilisation in the eleventh century. In the opening sentences of The First 
European Revolution, R.I Moore describes the historic 'fusion' from which the 
ethical limits were drawn. He writes: 

"Europeans, for as long as they have been Europeans.. .have cherished the 
belief ... that their civilization is the product of the fusion of the rational and 
humanistic civilization of Greece and Rome with the spiritual insights and moral 
strengths of the Judaeo-Christian religious tradition. This belief, like much else 
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would have been a temporary arrangement, issuing in the supremacy of Germany 
,- Britain. The latter was only in outer form---while the crumbling British Empire 
lasted-a JOlllt mastery. It issued man Amencan supremacy with Britain as chief 
assistant. In the 'contest of three' with which the century had begun, America, 
with the help of Soviet Russia, came out on top. 

I referred above to the present American empire as 'second or new'. That 
implies that there was a 'first' or 'old' empire. This is another instance where, it 
seems to me, the historian who aspires to narrating a historical phenomenon 'as it 
really was' must-while recording the protagonists' description of it-also judge 
whether their designation was accurate, and if not, himself provide a designation 

that describes the phenomenon accurately. 
Hugh Brogan in The Penguin History Of The United States Of America fulfils 

the first of those requirements when he is narrating the foundation of the United 

States. He writes: "Having got rid of the British, the Americans had to cope with the difficulties 
that had baffled George III and his ministe rs. The victorious rebels bad one 
advantage: the American Empire (a favourite phrase of the time) was smaller, 
more compact and more homogeneous than the British, so there was much less 
inducement to break it up." (Italics added.) 

Brogan also quotes a passage in which George Washington, after describing with 
pleasure the scenes of reconstruction after the War of Independence, concludes: 
"In short, the foundation of a great empire is laid". 

However, in his subsequent narrative, Brogan---and in this he is unfortunately 
typical of other European historians of the US-falls down on the second 
requirement of 'real' history. As the USA expands, incorporating conquered 
Native American nations and a large part of Mexico, he fails to describe this as the 
growth and establishment of an empire-and indeed, to judge from what I have 
quoted, of an intended one. Uncritically, be takes at face value, and reflects, the 
politic avoidance of the term by the empire-builders and their habitual profession 
of 'anti-imperialism', except in the years of overt overseas imperialism around 
1900. Quite different is the practice of those European historians who with good 
reason discuss the 'Athenian empire', although Athens never so described itself: 
or the 'infonnal empire' acquired by republican Rome before it became formally 
an empire. And again, historians have frequently, and with justice, written of 
'empire' in accounts of that other professedly 'anti-imperialist' power, the Soviet 
Union. So it is a matter of bringing the historical treatment of the US into le with 
existing realist practice and ending the exceptionalist with regard to it 

------- 

I 
! 
j 

'Euro-American' once aptly described the western world In view of the changes 
that have occurred in the relationship between the two elements, Ameropean' has 
become a more apt description. Far from living at a 'postmodern' tail-end of a 
Euro-American story, we are pioneers of the Ameropean, living in the first 
Ameropean age. 



It is an age unaware of its own history because its reigning ideology is . 
h. . . anti- historical. 'Since 1945 we have overcome istory, moved outside it, and live in a 

Present shaped autonomously and uniquely by ourselves. The thins that us d 
. . e ~ happen in history no longer happen to us, its categories no longer apply' is {},, 

very 'American' doctrine conveyed by rulers and ideologues on both sides of,, 
Atlantic. But since sooner or later this age, too, will be historicisei. one might 
well start doing it now! In these last few pages I have been sketch; as 
experimentally, what the result might look like. In Part Two I will Cl>ntinue t~~~ 
the same. 

' ' ' 
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8 The Change Of Age Perceived 
"In very many different forms western civilisation has always been founded on 
the primary value of the individual, as opposed to the totality celebrated by other 
traditions." 

PART TWO 

THE POST-EUROPEAN CONDITION 

"We still hav • e a special weapon, don't we? A e: weapon th t ·u at wil change everythin?" g. 

Walther Funk, German Mini 
Albert Speer in the last ister for Economics, to 

months of World War II 

There were whisp ed 
arguments about ch: . arguments between our are . 
moms s waist,";"E®+s we aiica,a.',,";"®.ye waclad Tv. ··· p ie to all ofus, the dads and 

Naomi Wolf S . on ian Francisco in 1970 

Claudio Magris 

, .... the mt:rciless Indian savages, whose known rule of warfare is an 
undistinguished destruction of all ages, sexes and conditions." 

The American Declaration Of Independence 

On 18 August 1945, Nonnan Cousins, editor of the New York magazine The 
Saturday Review, published an editorial entitled 'Modem Man Is Obsolete'. 
Reflecting on the atomic bombing of Hiroshima which had occurred twelve days 
previously, he wrote: "It should not be necessary to prove that on August 6, 1945 
a new age is born". He saw Hiroshima as an awesome revelation that human 
science had outstripped human reason and control. Cousins was the forerunner of 
a line of observers, first in the US, later in Europe, who in the third quarter of the 
twentieth century, on various grounds, concluded that the so-called 'modern' age 
bad ended and a new age bad begun. 

For the American sociologist Bernard Rosenberg, 'postmodern man' was 
manifested in the 'massification' of people; for Peter F. Drucker, a German 
immigrant, by the rise of a post-Cartesian view of reality. In 1964 the English 
historian Geoffrey Barraclough perceived postmodernity in the globalisation of 
human life and its transformation by technology. The new age, be believed, bad 
been approaching since 1900; from 'around 1955' it had fully arrived. "Its 
emblem is the mushroom cloud high above Hiroshima and Nagasaki, the nuclear 
pile in which the old certitudes were consumed forever.''1 

In the subsequent half-century there was widespread assent to the message of 
these pioneering writers and of the French philosophers who developed the 
theme. There emerged a common perception that the West bad entered a 
'postmodern' age of European Or western civilisation. What is remarkable is that 
in all this 'reading of the signs of the times' the evidence for the demise of 
European or western civilisation on both sides of the Atlantic, and the post­ 
European nature of the present age, bas been ignored. For just as the third quarter 
of the twentieth century showed unmistakeable signs of a new age, it also showed 
the rulers of the West, finally and with trumpet blasts, rejecting European civilis­ 
ation and proclaiming a new, superior one. 

This is a change much more far-reaching than a mere change of age. It has 
transformed the nonnative framework of human life and action from San Francisco 
to Stockholm and Naples. It impinges on us daily. 
1 Referred to here are Bernard Rosenberg and David White, eds, Mass Culture: The Popular 
Arts In America, NewYork:Free Press, 1957, pp.4-5; Peter F. Drucker, The Landmarks Of 
Tomorrow, London: Heinemann, 1959, Introduction; and Geoffrey Barraclough. An 
Introduction To Contemporary History, London: Watts, 1966,pp. 2-3, 9, 15-16,35. 
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9 
The Exit From Civilisation 

"The epochal change that we are living through, id th 
shape, displays analogies... with the end of +, ®!"< 1at is taking percentib e ancient world" pti le 

Claudio Magris? 

Compared with a historical 'age' which is a reality b . ' s- . th' · ' 1 ut a vague is something precise? Essentially, it is a con ·» I€ one, a crvilisatio 'ti h' , mmumty of rule I ' n 
on c1 es, which subscribes to a hierarchical s t f I rs am ruled centred 
an exte · t · e O ru es of beh» ensive territory for a long time. It begins when av1our and inhabits 
interpreters of he taw, chief'otce-holders, ,,,,"",hawmater\. appoitea 
force---indicate a society's rules with the ·% {0l of formidable wealth ad 
Th d th' e mteut10n f h . an 

. ey o is by declaration, endorsement b . o avmg thrn1 accepted 
with a body of ethical preachers or som 1'· a rogation, or permission. They act 
regtm I fi • c 1mes-as · h c 

b 
e-part y ill that role themselves Th , wa t eocracy or a Marxist 

ecause the rule d € ru es win general d f rs an preachers apply m I acceptance, partly 
etinitively and enduringly, because read L matcnal persuasion- but 

express, the rules make sense This .' . oge er with the set of values' th 
action:itis what makes ab.,"g of sense' is the utmate fora,, 

The substance which th ~ social order that lasts. g 
new . e l0Unders of we t . . . 

creation was provided b two .:. ® er civilisation drew on for . rs®i."® ?®sit 
precepts ~an rules by promoting the preachin ~u ordmatcs transfonned the 
Gennan.' en, after the disruption caused bg an acceptance of the Christian 
as,," ""rs io nos of the West the I tt y the passage from Roman to 

.',""" row l al,,","" e cane onse 
broughtE e year 1000, their successor . oman formula. On this basis 
,,,ean civilisation into bein . s Ill collaboration with churchmen 

le . Ing an obliterating disaster g . . . . 

f"";z;@wt""g" "s woo uc tac us 
rules It . Ill alliance with a new body f vaters--reject the reigning set of 

· 1s no secret th t, d- O preachers su d withdrawn at turing the past half- port an promote new 
that chara su~portdefinitively from man fun-century, the rulers of the West have 

cterised Euro . y damentalrul f • . 
collection of rut . pean CIVilisation; have e d es o social behaviour 
measures. Cons' es, and have undetpinned thes n orsed the preaching of a new 
to in Europe a :~ some of the old rules that e by law, regulation and financial 

n in Europe Overseas were upheld and generally subscribed 
3All " · lthequotaij 
P@it » cl.]° ciauaio Maras 

Sssate c 5.5,'® Rome, Eaioi ss#.,,," ;g ®om ma Anesa &el Destino' ia 
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The West is a Christian civilisation of Christian nations. It worships the 
Christian God. Whether on religious grounds or for secular motives, national 
and international law generally support the Christian principles of interpersonal 
relations. Inter-state treaties and international law must be respected by the 
strong as well as the weak. Connection with Europe's Graeco-Roman and 
Judaeo-Christian roots is maintained through the educational system and educated 
public discourse. An educated man knows Latin. Aesthetic criteria determine 
what is art. Frugality and chastity are admirable virtues. Reason takes precedence 
over feeling and desire. Indiscriminate killing of people is grievously wrong and 
strictly forbidden. Sexual relations are legitimate only in the monogamous 
betrothal and marriage of man and woman. Homosexual relations are unnatural 
and abhorrent. Abortion is a heinous crime, pornography a degrading evil which 
must be denied circulation. Adults do not foist sexual awareness on children. A 
girl who bears a child without a committed father is a disgrace. Human nudity 
and bodily intimacies are not for public display, though nudity may be represented 
decorously in art. Men's work and women's work are different. Men have 
authority and legal precedence over women; they accord women social pre­ 
eminence and physical protection. Age has authority over youth. 

These rules which characterised European civilisation, its modern period 
included, have been overthrown and replaced, as reigning principles of social 
behaviour, by a new array of governing norms. Many sins that breached the old 
rules have been taken, authoritatively, off the sin list, and new sins promulgated: 
racism, censorship, antisemitism, doubting the Holocaust Story, sexism and 
ageism, religious fundamentalism, terrorism (with an altered meaning), 
homophobia, heterosexism and sexual harassment, fatness and careless eating, 
smoking, unsafe sex and uninclusive language, environmental pollution and 
species murder. 

Virtuous now are actions, thoughts or language of opposite tendency to these 
new vices, together with ecumenism, respect for unmarried mothers, diligent 
consumption, funding of AIDS research, and tolerance of pornography, abortion, 
and weapons of massacre (if subject to approved control). Not, or not yet, anew 
civilisation, the new collection of powerfully supported do's, don'ts and 
permissions granted clearly has the makings of one. 

The prime movers of this breakaway were the post-war rulers of the United 
States of America. They launched the new set of rules domestically and backed 
their propagation where American power could reach. Like all new rules introduced 
by advancing empires, they were presented as liberations and favoured groups 
who bad been previously subject or marginalised To many people in some 
degree, and to the favoured categories in particular, the new dispensation seemed 
to be indeed what its preachers said it was-liberating and more just Naturally, 
versions of the old norms have continued to hold sway in many regions and 
social pockets. But throughout the home and satellite territori es of the New 



American Empire of the W 
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the pre-Christian R e by them in Varyin ndorse the ne rs, supported 
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culture and "ok or obeisance to th ~ required religio ch as was the eds of 

B aw is allowed e lew Amer,, ?us cult of th case in 
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Buddhist Southeas n the Vanous Muslim . s_t Dunng the sarn 3l overthrow or 
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amental l . ee centuri tons It h West. ru es of its inherited . ·1 · . es previously. But fu ~s, as did civilisation is a uni € rejection of 
M rque characteristic of th 

any regard th e 
196 e famou 's· · Os were indeed . s ixties' as the be . . 
"a-'%"t; s±EK""E;; tr ere » 
etore that. For Cousins ica nature of the break- o ern view--though they 
and so it did; but in a d ;11d Barraclough, Hiroshima were. correct in locating it 
symbolic turning . t ferent way than eithe if symboltsed the new departure 
:· pomt, n t b er o them t . , m its wake. The de Ot vecause of the act it stated. Hiroshima was the 
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ope acqui ed encan peo 1 . . ' armed itself th esc . The verbal d P e, with few dissenters and 
th enceforth • en orsement d • ' ere fore, the ruI with weapons d passec into action: the West 
rule of iiw,, '®®or the West overthr ma e to kill indiscriminately. Doubly 
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em Chri • ew the b ' ough often brea h ~1an, liberal, gentlem I an on massacre that was a central 
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' en and I uuuue Cities th ·ili The siginc ' d people.) · ' e civ an population was mainly 
cance and ffi et :ects of th' ts were di I ra ca . Because westerners who 

called th ems elves 'civilised' and 'libera1'4 obliterated Hiroshima and then justified 
their action, 'civilised' and 'liberal' acquired new meanings that negated the old. 
The first rule of the new order was tacitly promulgated: If it is believed that 
killing any number of civilians in their homes, and causing a much greater 
number to die slowly, will shorten a war, save soldiers from death in battle, or 
prevent Russian control of Western Europe, it is right to kill the civilians, 
immoral not to. The advertised readiness to kill as did the 'merciless Indian 
savages' of the American Declaration of Independence was used to save Western 
Europe from Soviet domination and to keep the Free World intact. 

As the nuclear arming of Amerope proceeded, so did the secret radiation 
experiments by government agencies-not revealed until the 1990s---on thousands 
of American and British citizens. The subjects, who were often unaware of the 
experiments being conducted on them, included, in the US, children in an 
orphanage, prisoners in a jail and terminally ill patients. 

In sum, in the light of what had preceded it, the Sixties' revolution from 
above against western moral rules and social customs was an implementation in 
detail of a rejection already begun and of a new ethics already launched. The 
justification of the atomic massacres as morally legitimate was not the cause of 
the subsequent new rule-making. Rather, as an ethical reversal of a fundamental 
nature, it was the first act in that process, the opening of the sluice-gate of the 

post-European age. 

Both an ordinary change of age such as occurs within a civilisation, and the 
ending and replacement of a civilisation, are societal changes. Both also amount 
in effect to a change of age, even if that produced by the civilisational replacement 
is of an extraordinary dimension. The important difference between the two is 
that the ordinary change of historical age comes about without any identifiable 
agent, while rulers consciously will the civilisational change. If, however, as in 
the mid-twentieth-century West, these are legitimate rulers acting within the 
forms of the existing order, their civilisational change presents a gradualist 
pattern not unlike that of the ordinary change of age. Prior to the decisive act of 
ruling will, there is an observable movement and indeed a straining towards it; 
after it, there is a process of piecemeal implementation of the new. 

For this reason, when early observers of the 'postmodern' change, such as 
Drucker, Barraclough and George Steiner,s identify premonitory signs of a new 
age early in the century, and an overlap of old with new in its middle decades, 
their observations help to illuminate the civilisational change. There was, indeed, 
movement towards it after World War I; and for twenty years after World War II 

4 
US journals, such as The New Republic and The Nation, which made a point of being 

doctrinally 'liberal', enthusiastically supported the bombing of Hiroshima. 
5 In Bluebeard's Castle: Some Notes Towards The Redefinition Of Culture: London, Faber, 

1971, pp. 31, 42-3, 52-3. 
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I (II stood alongside the new ones. But this seemi any of the old ru es s t . . g 
ma sks the intervening act of decision. dualness mas s e I fr N 
gra d 1941-42, the rulers of the West apart om azi Germany, and in Until aroun , · d I . · 

. Ur ited States government, had continue at east to pay hp-service Particular the 01 e · · · "d 1940, · h · E rules But beginning in the mid-. Is, ever t e hp-service to the iuropean ·. . . 

ively sed. From 1945 onwards, and with gathering 1orventum as th,, progressively ceasea.1 ade ,), 
60 Ched, the fundamental set of rules that ma e ur01~c,in c1vl11sation 19 s approac 4 

the historical entity it was, was being rejected, piccemeal, by L.. rulers of j,, 
West. Lip-service persisted, as it still persists, to our western licntage'-the 
much admired ancestral museum; but for the framework of ctl1.c0 and custom 
that had brought that heritage into being, the die had been u1:,1 rhc decision 
taken, 

The pattern of transition is graphically illustrated by the chang, n:,; ~tat us of the 
Christian religion in the USA between 1930 and 1970. Until 19-l➔ 1 hl: definition 
of 'religion' in US law was essentially the Judaeo-Christian one. I t rested on the 
ruling of the Supreme Court in 1931, in United States v. Mackintosh, that "the 
essence of religion is belief in a relation to God involving duties superior to those 
arising from any human relation". In 1944 a series of diluting rulings began 
which culminated in 1970 when, in Welsh v. United States, the Court ruled that a 
religion can be "moral or ethical beliefs about what is right or wrong. .held with 
the strength of traditional religious convictions". (So held, in other words, a 
citizen's "moral or ethical beliefs" could henceforth constitute 'religion'.) What 
we see illustrated there, in effect, is the withdrawal of the contemporary Western 
Empire from implicit commitment to the Christian religion, and from recognising 
God as the supreme source of morality. It was in effect a cancelling of the 
decision made and implemented by the rulers of the Roman Empire in the years 
313 AD and following-and inherited from them by Europe, at home and overseas. 

A simultaneous feature of American life in the 1950s was pressure groups agitating 
for the removal of Christianity from its customary role in many civic communities 
and public institutions. The agitators were a newly ascendant wave of utopian 
progressives who, finding the party name 'Liberal' almost unused in American 
politics, called themselves 'liberals' with a small 'l'. They in fact constituted the 
fundamentalist wing of historical Liberalism, and as such, a creed and cast of mind 
Which the American rulers and society had traditionally excluded from influence. 
Having emerged in the 1930s as advocates of the Big State that would help them 
realise radical individual freedom, they had endorsed Hiroshima and the nuclear 
Programme. From a European perspective they were a kind of socialists. They 
dreamed of a new, clean, bright America, rid of the remaining oppressions of its 
European heritage: an unhistorical, just society of really sovereign, equal, happy and 
healthy individuals that would live by a better morality than the Christian one and 
Worship no God. To this end, they aimed to take over, in conjunction with the Big 

86 
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State,_ t 1e Through the influence . ey lers· they were well represented m 
exercised. already doubling as ru . d . the Supreme Court. 
may of hs "",,,ces or e bureaucrat' ",,, , graadisemet of 
Congress, in eu, interest had developed betw of radical individual 

A symbiotic comm and the liberals' progr~me f liberating state superpower · the increase o 
e Ac", opans saw adank" ",,, ic changes that conformed 
liberatton. A-:; 1 · g power saw advantage ~m urt i!d signalled this by gradually 
power, so the r~ m irations. The Supreme o ain in 1962-3, in response 
io uc tori' "f.,muon or ieteio'. No" {""G, oded organised d -Christra111s111g e . I de-Christianisation, 

c- . for practica d, 
to the asitatf®,, ublic schools. . ears in the USA an 
Christian prayer Ill \·on that occurred in those y Jude that began much 

However, the ®]_,,an protectorates bad a pre 
. I in its ·uro concomitant y, ft World War I. 

I. than the years a er ear'1er 

;;; 



10 
The Dream Of Post-Europe 

"The defeat of political totalitarianisms in many...countries 
possible victory of a 'soft' and colloidal totalitan" . _ does not preclude th 

b I
. anism capabl ·f • e 

masses to eleve that they want what their rulers .d e 
O 

mducing th cons1 er appropriate." e 
Claudio Ma, 

The West's definitiv 8s e ·es s e) itive break with European civilisatio h . 
and intellectual roots in the Graeco-Roman revival of~h as its deepest emotional 
movement, which scored Europe as it had de,," "{=nth century. Tat 
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Mo . di I n ome m a Chr t' 
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that supplied the ideology of the Fn j, ,'® 9rigin in the amalgam of ideas E lis renc evolutio d . eas 
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ncan attempt to impleme ent a Post-Europe resulted in a 
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constitution of society which fell well short of the absolutist goal. The Rousseauist 
rhetoric of the Declaration oflndependence together with national independence, 
the democratic Constitution and the location outside Europe seemed to the 
colonists a sufficient cancellation of their European past. They settled for the 
moderate sovereignty, collective and individual, of a Liberal-Protestant republic 
of the late 1700s. Its rulers read the Bible, knew Latin and some Greek, and 
promoted liberty and equality within limits set by reason, Protestant ethics, white 
skin and capitalist economics. An American semi-Europe, it lasted until World 

War II. The French attempt at realising Post-Europe was full-blown but shortlived. 
After less than two years of absolutist Utopia, in 1793-94, it petered out in the 
reformed France and Europe of the Napoleonic empire and the nineteenth century. 
But the dream that had inspired it haunted Europe during that century and into 
the twentieth. Both in France itself and in other Latin nations there were recurrent 
lurches in the direction of the dream. Russia and Germany went for it wholesale 
and realised it for, respectively, seventy years and-omitting the terminal crisis 
of the German effort-ten. The Bolsheviks and Nazis, as the Jacobins before 
them, failed to make their Post-Europes last. In sum, before the second, this time 
full-blown American effort that we are still experiencing, the dream of Post­ 
Europe spawned four major attempts to realise it, with none of them having more 

than temporary success. 
Because their dream and intention was in essence the same as that which 

inspires the current American breakaway, those four revolutions point towards 
the latter and illuminate it. But they also illuminate it, prefigure it and constitute 
increasingly realistic rehearsals for it, by reason of their modus operandi-which 
was essentially the same in all of them; the increasing amount of sovereignty 
they won and made available; and their conviction that they represented 
righteousness opposed or hindered by evil. For these reasons it is instructive to 
consider them. All four revolutions were progressive group initiatives aimed at liberating a 
national power-American, French, Russian' or German-from external or 
internal limitations which were deemed unnatural, so that the revolutionaries, 
using the augmented power, could promote national and individual sovereignty 

in three ways. The first of these was to increase useful individual and collective power 
within the nation in question. The revolutionaries increased the power-legal, 
political, economic, technological or ethical 7- of individuals and collectives 
who were likely, by their nature or in response to their empowerment, to support 
'The Russian revolution of1917and subsequently (actually the second Russian revolution) 
was a western revolution by proxy: an attempt by semi-westernised revolutionaries in a n0I 
wester nation, using a western ideology and initially western resources, to realise a western 
dream. 
7 Ethical power-the ability to perform an action without moral blame. 
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nature and by the moral law inherent in human nature and self-given by sovereign 
human beings. In the Amen can instance, and in the French revolution apart from 
the Jacobin interlude, that law was taken to coincide substantially with the 
Christian morality of the West In sum, the amount of national power to which 
the revolutionaries felt entitled by their righteousness-the amountthatconstituted 
progressive national sovereignty-was limited by those natural factors; but only 
by them. 

As the nineteenth century ended and passed into the twentieth, the 
revolutionaries' perception of those limiting factors shrank. Accordingly, their 
conception of the amount of power that constituted progressive national 
sovereignty grew greater. With each enabling advance of science, technology 
and wealth, each facilitating new perception of physical nature and of the moral 
law natural to man, and each permissive weakening of inherited ethical restraint, 
the amount increased. As a result, in the Russian and German revolutions, the 
power to which the revolutionaries felt entitled by their righteousness approached 
power unlimited, like that of Yahweh, Israel's liberating and punishing God. It 
included the power to lay down for themselves and others, in partial disregard of 
Europe's inherited consensus, which behaviour was right, permissible or wrong. 
In both those revolutions this ethical empowerment was transmitted to the 
powerful sub-national agencies which they created. (Unlike their predecessors 
they empowered virtually no collectives inherited from the past) 

Clearly the utopian absolutists had moved from the fringes to the centre. The 
process, described above, which greatly increased the amount of power deemed 
to constitute progressive national sovereignty led to a similar magnification of 
the amount deemed to constitute progressive individual sovereignty. Accordingly, 
the Russian and German revolutionaries conferred their new ethical empowerments 
on the hundreds of thousands of individuals employed by their sub-national 
agencies. Moreover, in varying degrees, in part determined by Party membership, 
they increased the individual purchasing and technological powers of all citizens. 
To some degree, notably permission to abort the unborn and to have (heterosexual) 
sexual intercourse at will, the Russian revolution also empowered all citizens 
ethically. 

True to form, both revolutions worked to extend their empowerments widely: 
the Russian, by establishing, or trying to establish its socialist system in many 
countries; the German by employing Europeans of many nations in its armies and 
its sub-national agencies and by taking steps to establish a European. Economic 
Community and Common Market under German direction. for the greater 
prosperity of all its members. 

With these developments, the lineaments of the dreamt-of Post-European 
condition became suggestively visible. In its full realisation. Post-Europe would 
be an ethically untrammelled and omnipotent western Superpower, ruling over 
and empowered by superpowerful collectives and individuals. Embodying Good, 
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years reveals the accompanying political reason why the atomic bomb was used 
against a defeated Japan that was suing for peace. Foreseeing that liti' 1 

· · h th S · U · po ca confrontation with he Soviet Union would increase, Truman, heavily influenced 
by his secretary~~ state, James F. Byrnes, Judged that a shocking demonstration 
of this great addition to Amencan power would have a restraining effect on the 

Soviets.? 
Hiroshima made the US the world's first superpower and impelled the President 

into the role of revolutionary Pope. With his pronouncement on the legitimacy 
of massacre as a method of warfare, he began the West's replacement of its 
inherited moral system. Ten years later, well-equipped with superbombs, his 
successor, President Eisenhower, had the power to reverse the creation of the 

planet. The culminating revolutionary effort had celestial and terrestrial dimensions. 
It occurred in response to an evident superiority of the Soviet Union in space 
technology and long-range missiles. Signalled by the Soviet earth satellite, 
Sputnik, in 1957, the Soviet lead continued to all appearances into the mid-1960s. 
In 1958 the US military intensified its space programmes. The government 
established the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) to pursue 
non-military projects in space. First, earth satellites in growing numbers, then 
manned space capsules were launched. President Kennedy asked Congress for a 
large vote of funds for the space programme, and committed the nation to landing 
a man on the moon by 1970. He also requested increased funds for defence, 
including a tripling of expenditure on nuclear fallout shelters. 

To raise the money for these growing expenditures, there was need for an 
unprecedented growth of the western economy, specifically of civilian consump­ 
tion. Such growth was already taking place; the foundation of the European 
Economic Community in 1958 helped it The West Europeans shared the American 
sense of urgency about the Soviet threat, all the more so because it was brought 
close to them by the large Communist parties in Italy and France and the repeated 
Soviet demands relating to Berlin. The idea of demonstrating, strikingly, what 
capitalism could do for people attracted them. 

So on both sides of the Atlantic there were pressing motives for maximising a 
boom which was in the joint interest of the rulers and the businessmen. All were 
aware of the potential for this purpose of the new brand of liberal ideologues, 
preachers of state-sponsored individualism. Rich Sweden was offering a much­ 
publicised example of what giving them their head could do. So the rulers of the 
West endorsed them from Los Angeles to Bonn and Rome. 

The result was the joint venture of rulers, businessmen and preachers of 
liberation which was later called 'consumerism'. With the various national states 
9 For the political motivation of the atomic bombing, see Guy Alperovitt, The Decision To 
Use The Atomic Bomb And The Architecture Of. An American Myth, London, HarpetCollins, 
1995, 'atomic diplomacy' references in Index, 
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economic superpower .. This great wealth and productive capacity served two 
purposes. More immediately, it patd for the growth of the military power and f 

<l d
. or 

the related anc expanding space technology. At the same time, progressively, 
with the help of new rights and regulations pouring from the legislatures and 
consumer by-products of the new military technology, it empowered Ameropeans 

individually. 
They became richer, physically healthier, more long-lived, bigger spenders, 

more equipped with legal rights and ethical permissions, able to do more things 
and at the same time more regulated, than a population of their size had ever been 
before. The world had not previously seen so many superpowerful and, by a 
seeming irony, homogenised, easily manipulated, minutely administered and 
efficiently spied-on individuals. But there is no irony really, only a correction of 
a common illusion. Successful revolutions restore the previously existing stability 
by reducing diversity and making the increases in collective and individual 
power proportionate to each other. More powerful individuals require more 
collective control-and the greater the individualisation the more necessary this 
is, and the easier. 

The revolution empowered many useful sub-collectives: principally, the 
Pentagon, NASA, physical scientists, the CIA and FBI, the National Security 
Agency, the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund, multinational 
corporations, the predominantly liberal mass media of communication ( enormously 
empowered by television, operating one-way, 'from the top down', penetrating 
every household with commercial and political messages), and finally, the liberal 
Correct orate which used those media to deliver ethical guidance. In America in 
particular and in the European satellites generally, collectives such as these 
formed, together with the state power, an interlocked collective of collectives. 
All together, working in concert, exercised the new, truly revolutionary collective 
control. They formed what Tom Wolfe, in bis novel The Bonfire Of The Vanities 
set in New York in the 1980s, called simply 'the Power'. That was a way of 
saying, succinctly, that none of the existing names for forms of government or 
governing institutions fitted the new kind of controlling agency. 

A hundred and forty years before Wolfe, Alexis de Tocqueville in his 
Democracy In America, had encountered the same problem when, looking into 
the future, he tried to describe and name "the oppression by which democratic 
nations are menaced". And he, too, perforce, bad recourse to that same vague 
word 'power'. "The first thing that strikes the observation", he wrote, "is an 
innumerable multitude of men all equal and alike, incessantly trying to procure 
the petty and paltry pleasures with which they glut their lives. Each of them, 
living apart, is a stranger to the fate of all the rest .. Above this race of men stands 
an immense and tutelary power ...".He continues: 

"[It] takes upon itself alone to secure their gratification, and to watch over 
their fate. That power is absolute, minute, regular, provident, and mild. It 
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the"-id Wha b cipa concerns, directs their industry... '. hat remains but to spare them all the ,,, 
of thinking and all the trouble of living? 
"Thus it every day renders the exercise of the free agency of man less useful 

and less frequent; it circumscribes the will within a narrower range, and 
gradually robs a man of all the uses of himself. The principle of equality a, 
prepared men for these things; it has predisposed men to endure them, and 
oftentimes to look on them as benefits. 

"After having thus successfully taken each member of the community in 
its powerful grasp, and fashioned them at will, the supreme power then 
extends its arm over the whole community. It covers the surface of society 
with a network of small complicated rules, minute and uniform, through 
which the most original minds and the most energetic characters cannot 
penetrate, to rise above the crowd. The will of man is not shattered, but 
softened, bent, and guided: men are seldom forced by it to act, but they are 
constantly restrained from acting; such a power does not destroy, but it 
prevents existence; it does not tyrannise, but it compresses, enervates, 
extinguishes and stupefies a people, until each nation is reduced to be nothing 
better than a flock of timid and industrious animals, of which the government is the shepherd." 

This is de Tocqueville's visionary picture of what Claudio Magris describes as 
a 'soft' and colloidal [that is, 'glue-like' or 'gluey'] totalitarianism". In the 
liberal democratic West we have been taught to believe that 'totalitarianism' is 
something intrinsically alien to liberal democracy. But given that it simply means 
a 'total' form of collective control, into which various ideologies can be and have 
been fitted, this is untrue. The socio-political system produced by the Second 
American Revolution was totalitarian in a liberal-democratic, 'soft' manner. For 
de Tocqueville, 'mild', for Magris, 'soft'; but both descriptions refer only to the 
internal workings of the controlling power. In its behaviour towards the non­ 
western world, the West, as represented now by the USA, continued to be militaristic and aggressive.n 

Two final placings in historical context, one distant, the other proximate, 
complete the picture. As in the Late Roman change of civilisation led by 
: Among the cultural consequences of the Second American Revolution were, in the 1960s, 
P® [ansfer of the world's are capital from Paris to New York; from the 1970s, the absolute ~~= of Hollywood films on the cinema and television screens of Amerope; and the 
n. lent of American culture as the only common contemporary culture of the uropean Community, 
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While working to . serve the humanity of all with the truth about their self­ 
circumstance, he will be loved and honoured only secretly and by a few. 

The case in point is the contemporary history of the West, which by general 
agreement began with World War II. Norman Davies, as we have seen, cites the 
prevailing 'Allied Scheme of History' as a distortion of the recent history of 
Europe. He could have said 'of the West'; for the 'Allied Scheme' duly reflects 
the fact that since 1941, when America entered the war, the history of Western 
Europe and of the US have formed a single, Ameropean story, albeit with 
respective sub-stories. As a result, any historian of Europe since 1941 who does 
not narrate accordingly (Davies is one such) ignores both the historical reality 
and, more to the point, what the mass-media preachers and the politicians have 
been presenting as 'contemporary history relevant to West Europeans'. 

The 'Allied scheme' is the myth of origin of Amerope. It has not been 
produced by professional historians. It has been created and maintained through a 
couple of generations by tens of thousands of people working broadly in unison in 
the USA and Britain. These thousands include some professional historians, but 
are mainly people involved in government and workers in all kinds of mass 
media. The 'scheme' has been disseminated and made to prevail by these same 
people, in combination with countless others of their kinds in the countries of 
Western Europe and further afield. It programmes and forms the consciousness 
which the ruling elites and the citizens regard as correct, and which is therefore 
their operative consciousness. 

The mythical content of this 'contemporary history' has to do mainly with the 
two momentous episodes which marked the years 1940-1970: the world war and 
the launch of a post-European ethical experiment led by the US, and paralleling a 
similar venture in the Soviet Union. The second of these, the fact that between the 
1940s and the 1970s a precipitate break with western civilisation occurred, has 
been concealed by a misrepresentation. That pell-mell change of social ethics has 
been represented in the 'Allied scheme' as a required amendment of the inherited 
rules of behaviour in line with technological and social changes and superior 
ethical insights; a mere step forward in the West's moral progress since its 
Enlightenment two centuries ago; nothing momentous. As a result, unlike their 
counterparts in the now defunct Soviet experiment-who were fully conscious, 
often proudly so, of their rejection ofhistorical Europe-the ruling elites and the 
citizens are effectively unaware that they are involved in a similarly momentous 

new departure. 

gland's Daro,,{']! Against The IRA ist War On Ger, 9p.196, 
many, p.14. 

15 
'Correct' in the sense of' doctrinally correct', 'orthodox', and therefore 'proper to reganl 

as true'. 16 A similar technique was used notably by the first Roman emperor, Augustus, and his 
collaborators when, with a mere bending of the constitutional forms for which propaganda 
supplied plausible reasons, the Roman republic was transformed into one-man role, As one 
among many indications that 'nothing momentous has occurred', SPQR (Senate and People 
of Rome) continued to appear on the legionary standards. 
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present-day western wor 1s om out of a war in which righteous American and 
British rulers, and brave ~erican, British and Commonwealth soldiers, defeated­ 
with the Russians helping remotely--two evil empires. The winning side was 
good: not only were its rulers resolute against evil and oppression, they were 
democrats and just. Its soldiers fought bravely and decently, and except when 
confronting the enemy on the battlefield, were kind. The losing side was evil: its 
rulers and their underlings were tyrannical and unjust; it practised mass murder 
and used treacherous methods of warfare; its soldiers often did cruel deeds. 
Fortunately for the western community of nations that was born out of this titanic 
struggle, it bears the features of the winning side. 

Westerners have grown used to accepting this myth of ongin of their world. 
Like a great time-bubble enveloping hundreds of millions of minds, it provides 
the self-sufficient, explained and continuing present, divorced from past history, 
in which Ameropeans live and act. In this imagined collective circumstance, they 
have gladly identified with the self-image it provides. Ruling elites and citizens, 
they believe they inherit the moral legacy of the definitive war for freedom and 
justice that was nobly, virtuously and successfully fought. Like those resolute 
statesmen and noble warriors-and unlike the forces of darkness which those 
good men defeated once for all-they are, they believe, committed to just and 
compassionate behaviour, hate tyranny, cruelty and murderous deeds. In particular, 
they abhor the killing of innocent civilians, most of all if they are women and 
children. (That this abhorrence is a shibboleth of west.em ethics and belonging is 
inculcated almost daily by the politicians and the media preachers.) 

As a matter of fact as distinct from myth, this notion of the West's collective 
circumstance and collective self is fictional. The account of World War II on 
which it is based omits much of the truth about the winning side. (The missing 
truth is available in some books, but these are read by relatively few and don't 
notably impinge on the prevalent presentation and understanding.) Leave aside 
that the winning side included the Stalinist tyranny, its gulags in which millions 
of prisoners died, and its modes of warfare: notably, the rape of every female 
above the age of puberty and the 'ethnic cleansing' of six million Germans by 
terror tactics from lands east of the Oder. And leave aside that, after war's end, 
Winston Churchill, President Truman and Stalin at Potsdam ordered the ethnic 
cleansing of six million more Germans from Central Europe and that this was 
carried out with great cruelty and thousands of murders by Poles, Russians and 
Czechs. It is a lot to leave aside, but there is a reason. What westerners identify 
with is, essentially, the American and British waging of World War II, their 
cruelty in its aftermath being buried in oblivion. The prevalent presentation of the 
Anglo-American warfare omits the episodes and features which would show 
the rulers and soldiers acting illegally and cruelly: illegally, in breaking the rules 
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Because all this is omitted in the prevalent , Allied s h 'its of World War II · ak b . c eme, 1 s presentation 
·· is me e-believe. Accordingly, its suggestions of the moral 

principles and convictions which the winning side has bequeathed to its he' 
spunous In ali th . . errs are . · re 1ty, t e hvmg Europeans and Americans who identify with the 
winners of World War II are heirs to a war for supremacy and freedom in which 
the British and American allies fought bravely and for the most part decently; 
frequently broke the West's rules of warfare to commit cruel and murderous 
deeds; at war's end changed the rules to permit massive indiscriminate killing in 
future wars; and for that purpose built factories of mass death, where tens of 
thousands of workers produced the bombs for tens of thousands of Hiroshimas. 
In short, the conception and birth of the present-day West was not at all angelic, 
but ordinarily, nobly, cruelly human. And so, too, therefore, is its actual moral 
legacy to contemporary westerners. 

From the fictional war and its fictional moral legacy comes the fictional nature 
of the convictions about 'cruelty and murderous deeds, in particular the killing of 
innocent civilians', which westerners are told they hold, and usually believe they 

17 Apart fr b ks . . : id thi ,formation but y rom book +on particular themes and episodes which provide this1n10! ,4,rm 
have had a small circulation, some professional historians do what they can in sum! ',,,, 
(Davies does so forthe European part). Ina few paragraphs, Greerand Lewis,o-![,ce 
5,give a remarkably lucid account. But for the general consciousness, the masSY° ,pd 
of the mass media, in all forms from films and television to popular books 
'commemorative supplements', annuls their efforts. 

do. our behaviour shows what these convictions really, as distinct from operatively 
are. We treat as decent people those who have never repented of what their 
soldiers, on their government's orders, did to civilian men, women and children 
in Hiroshima, Nagasaki, Tokyo and many German, Italian, French and other 
European cities. Rulers and citizens, we cheer their president ifhe is a Democrat, 
and accept their instructions on correct behaviour. We belong willingly to a 
community of nations whose rulers, preachers and arms manufacturers have been 
committed for more than half a century to the moral legitimacy of massacre; and 
all except a few of us were happy that during the forty years of the Cold War that 
was the case. We were content then that tens of thousands of westerners laboured 
in factories of mass death. Nor, since the Cold War ended, has there been any 
sign we would feel outrage if, faced with a serious, external threat to the security 
and prosperity of Amerope, western missiles were to obliterate a dozen enemy 
cities. Our elected rulers have regularly decorated, and crowds have regularly 
applauded, soldiers, terrestrial and airborne, who have used their weapons in 
such a manner that the killing of innocent civilians, even if not deliberately 
intended, was a matter of course. For decades past, Israel, an American ally and 
proxy, has made such killing a regular practice, without any western government, 
or tribunal of the United Nations, issuing a charge of criminal behaviour. The 
United States, while acting as moral teacher to the planet, continues to supplythe 
annaments which the Israelis use for this purpose. 

Clearly, then, there is a dissociation between what westerners, generally, 
profess to believe about the ethics of killing and what they in fact believe. In an 
anxious effort to pretend to themselves that the old civilisation still holds, they 
refuse to allow their operative ethical judgment to conform to the new rule on this 
emblematic matter which was established more than fifty years ago. What they 
really believe about killing civilian men, women or children is in accordance 
with that new rule; namely, that the legitimacy or criminality of such killing 
depends on who does it and in what circumstances. But their operative ethical 
judgement refuses consciousness of their believing this. Divided internally from 
those actual people-themselves-who know vaguely how the Allies really 
waged the war, and who have 'circumstantial' convictions about killing civilians, 
they act out the fictional selves of their operative consciousness. 

Contemporary Europeans and Americans do not really believe that those 
responsible for 'murdering large numbers of innocent people going about their 
daily business' should be 'treated as criminals'. But like Sir Frank Cooper, quoted 
at the start of this chapter-a casual instance-they make statements to that effect, 
in the belief that they believe it While in fact accepting that in certain circumstances 
it was and is legitimate for soldiers to kill 'wives and babies', they say with 
disdain of an IRA squad-witness a British undercover agent in that same book 
(p.4): "They were going to kill wives and babies. And they call themselves 
soldiers." A moral contradiction borrowed from the old civilisation, but no 
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dimension it ought to have, he mentions neither the act nor its justification. The 
prevailingpresentatton of the 'contemporary history of the West', wbilementionin 
the act, indicates that, unlike many other events and massacres of World War rr,; 
was not an important, world-shaping event such as deserves to be kept in memory. 
A striking instance of this treatment is provided by Hollywood. Although it has 
produced countless films about World War II, including many depicting or 
touching on the massacres of European Jews by Europeans, it has not produced 
even one film about what happened in the Japanese city. Again, the prevailing 
'contemporary history', while making cursory mention of the justification of 
Hiroshima, fails to record the historical significance of that act. 

Yet the historical importance of Hiroshima, bombing and approval together, 
is indisputable. It marked a decisive advance in the West's 500-year-old bid for 
world mastery. By leading to the introduction of nuclear weapons generally, it 
confirmed", to quote Greer and Lewis, "a radical shift in the nature of all-out 
warfare: from attacking opposing armed forces to destroying whole populations". 
Ameropeans entered the ranks of the great massacring peoples, alongside 
Assyrians, Hebrews and Mongols. Again, as an efficient mass killing of an 
enemy, seen as subhuman and devilish, by self-proclaimed hers of the Protestant 
Refonnation and the Age of Reason, Hiroshima had a double significance. It was 
the culminating expression of the European Y ahwehan complex that had its dual 
origin in British Puritanism and the religious rationalism of the French Revolution. 
Finally, as a simple matter of fact, Hiroshima founded American superpower and, 
with that, the subsequent history and continuing supremacy and prosperity of the 
West. The contemporary West is not-despite our constant calling of them to 
memory-built on Auschwitz and Treblinka, to which we have said 'No'. It is 
built on Hiroshima and Nagasaki to which we have said 'Yes'. 

This fact pulls Hiroshima out of past history to make it a central, even if 
necessarily suppressed, presence m Our lives today. Once the 'Yes' had been 
uttered and, with it, the way opened to the West's nuclear superpower and all that 
has followed from it, it was absolutely necessary to dismiss Hiroshima from 
mind. For the fact is that westerners generally, and Americans in particular, have 
always felt deeply uneasy about those massacres. An American book I will quote 
from speaks of them as "a raw nerve". As a consequence, any retaining of 
Hiroshima in mind or memory would have a subversive effect. It would at least 
lead to a wobbling of the fundamental and founding judgement that 
Hiroshima was a morally legitimate act It might even lead to a crumbling of that 
rock on which all has been built. More immediately and certainly, mindfulness of 

1 Deaths in the two cities in the immediate aftermath of the bombing amounted to 105,000. 
By 1952 total bomb-related deaths in Hiroshima were 282,000 (Chukogu Shimbum, Hiroshima, 
25 July 1952); by 1950, in Nagasaki, 140,000 (Kodansha Encyclopedia of Japan 1.:109). 
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Hiroshima would undermine the ideology of professed horror at the killing of 
innocents, and professed zeal for human rights, on which the New American 
Empire mainly based its claim to represent benevolenc~ and kindness and Good 
in the world. In this contorted manner, therefore--there is nothing as contorted as 
suppressed conscience-the deliberate exclusion of Hiroshima from memory, 
the constant work of remembering the necessity of this and the taking of measures 
to ensure it, became and remains a declaration of its fundamental importance 

This explains Hollywood's otherwise inexplicable behaviour, as it explains 
the fate of the Hiroshima commemorative exhibition organised by the Smithsoi I i::n 
Institute to mark the fiftieth anniversary. In that year, 1995, living in Seattle. I 
witnessed a temporary lifting of the veil of silence in the USA. Some books on 
the bombing were published. Around 6 August, news magazines carried long 
feature articles, some newspapers published supplements. A Gallup poll asked 
Americans would they have dropped the atomic bomb. Of the men, sixty-one er 
cent, and of the women, only twenty-nine per cent, answered affirmatively It 
was the biggest gap between the sexes ever found in a Gallup poll. 

Robert Jay Lifton, a psychiatrist, and Greg Mitchell, an expert on nuclear 
matters, published Hiroshima In America: Fifty Years Of Denial. Their 
Introduction, entitled 'The Raw Nerve', begins as follows: 

"You cannot understand the twentieth century without Hiroshima. Each ofus 
bas lived there, studied the effects of the atomic bomb, and written extensively 
about it... That experience led us to explore what happened to America as a 
consequence of Hiroshima-both the bomb's existence in the world, and our 
having used it. 

"This subject is charged with emotion ... It has never been easy to reconcile 
dropping the bomb with a sense of ourselves as a decent people... Hiroshima 
remains a raw nerve." 
The historian Gar Alperovitz published his exhaustive study, The Decision To 

Use The Atomic Bomb And The Architecture Of An American Myth. At the end of 
his penultimate chapter, he writes: 

"To be silent about the past [Hiroshima] is to accept the decision silently, with 
no challenge. It is thereby also to sustain and silently nurture the idea that nuclear 
weapons can or should be used or threatened to be used. 
"To confront Hiroshima requires that if we choose to be silent we know what it 

means to be silent-to be acquiescent. That in the end also may well be precisely 
why we have avoided that confrontation for so many years and decades." 
Further on in their Introduction to Hiroshima In America Lifton and Mitchell 

write about the exhibition which the Smithsonian Institute tried to organise at the 
Air and Space Museum: 

''1be Hiroshima raw nerve was responsible for the recent dispute that 
erupted over an exhibit at the National Air and Space Museum in Washington 
DC.... Curators planned to put on display the Enola Gay, the plane that carried 
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to justify it, that bas influenced 'everything' since. Of equal or greater impact on 
subsequent events were his repeated decisions not to repent. For Truman, perhaps 
uniquely, there could be no 'dismissal from mind'; and as doubts and a sense of 
gu ilt assailed him down the years, those steely refusals and reaffinnations secured 
the foundation on which American superpower, the Second American Empire 

and the West today were built. 
US Secretary of Commerce, Henry Wallace, kept a diary. In the entry for JI) 

August 1945, the day of the atomic attack on Nagasaki, he wrote that at a Cabinet 
meeting President Truman "said he had given orders to stop atomic bombing. He 
said the thought of wiping out another 100,000 people was too horrible H. 
didn't like the idea of killing, as he said, 'all those kids". If the question of 
Trurnan s repenting for ordenng the atomic bombings had not been raised du · 
his lifetin Ur is lifetime, we could say only that he did not repent'. But because the question 
was raised on at least three occasions, two of them directly personal, we can s,1v 
that he repeatedly refused to repent'. 

In March 1946 the US Federal Council of Churches issued a report signed by 
twenty-~o Protestant religious leaders. (Truman was a church-going Protestant. 
In a radio address to the nation, after the dropping of the bombs he h d id ·f 

"e -w weo: "We iii God ii tis cori to us iica ro sr en, 
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iii" EE2cw5y 
noncombatants that has become r!w· \ ?11 the mdiscnmmate slaughter of 
first used the weaio . iar during World War II ... As the nation that 
against he cs,si,3,""® ·immed grievously against the laws of God and 

The report also condemned as · 1 th . which had preceded de }""®!®massive firebomb attacks on cities cc:z±Eu% 
Truman did not respond. Twelve years lat . president, the Hiroshima city ,¥, ter, in 1958, when he was no longer 

cit council sent him l · • resolution protested "in de indi . " . a resolution it had passed. The 
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finally, in 1959, at a Columbia University symposium, Truman was asked 
whether be bad re_grets about any of ~~ great decisions he had made while in 

fti 
and in particular about his decision to use the atomic bomb. He repli d: 

office»' .·, tdeisic'. .It H€ 
,"1'1. atom bomb was no great ectston . . . twas merely another weapon in the 
Inc 3 
senal of righteousness ... "man refused to repent because, examining his conscience, he did not 

believe be had done wrong; he believed he had done right. He had acted out of 
two closely intertwined motives which he believed were right. The first of them is 
hinted at in his replies to the Hiroshima councillors and the Colombia university 
students: he was the agent of righteousness punishing the aggression of a beastly 
tyranny against the Land of the Free. (In a private letter, two days after Hiroshima, 
Truman wrote: "When you have to deal with a beast, you treat him as a beast.") 
Moreover, the nature of the weapon used had given the act of punishment a 
mystical, quasi-divine quality. Not only was it something to thank God for, and 
therefore, in a sense, a gift from Him; it was also, as Truman said in his statement 
announcing the bombing, "a harnessing of the basic power of the universe, the 
force from which the sun draws its powers". Truman could feel that be had 
exercised the legitimate punishing power of a Puritan Yahweh. At the same time, 
more mundanely-this was his other, intertwined motive-be believed that, by 
obliterating the two Japanese cities, he had served the interests of bis primary 
earthly value. This was liberating American power and what it stood for: the 
Christian liberal-capitalist democratic West facing atheistic Communist Russia. 
He had served the interests of that power by displaying in punishing action, and 
thereby establishing, American superpower. 

However, it was one thing to believe that he had acted virtuously, another to 
persuade his people and the western world that this was the case. He settled for 
giving reasons for bis action (shortening the war, saving American soldiers' 
lives) which he believed that ordinary people would find cogent and morally 
adequate.20 He worked hard at believing these bad been bis real motives-they 
had influenced him at most peripherally-and were of themselves sufficient His 
fellow rulers, bis nation, and Europe accepted them as justification for. the 
massacres, and by implication, for all similar acts in the future by American 
rulers or their allies. In this way, Harry Truman became the founder of the Wests 

post-European ethics. . 
. But again, it was one thing to allay the qualms of others by providing plausible 
Justifications and it was quite another to confront within himself, and to overcomer, :. idence Q 

repeated gnawings of anilt. T_.....,.,,..,•5 speeches have left us moving ev1. o- ............ · }iv • orof 
those private struggles and victories. The 'saving of many American. /S ' 

"tics asoi express as aueisisriisy faiia iiiirsso; """"5,5', 
is ikey, if ioi cerao, io eia a war aiicily ad io spare sons's 0""""(jaiore 
Assyrian, Hebrew and Mongol generals had this in mind. But ttJ.S arati 
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• · 1 b the best known of Truman's justifications for the bombings. 
'lives' simply, ccame c . . . • bo t t only because he frequently used it in public, but because he 
Tots came a u no' · ly increased the number of lives supposedly saved. This well- 
progressively inc documented practice can be explained only by the need of Truman, the pnvate 
man, to keep re-persuading himself that be had done right. He could not help but 
have occasional doubts. For one thing, there was his knowledge that, as well as 
breaking with a traditional western ethic, it was an ethic vigorously upheld by bis 
immediate predecessor, Roosevelt. For another, there were the statements of 
outrage or dissent by some Americans. Insofar as these came from a few journalists, 
writers and clergymen, Truman could dismiss them as predictable 'yapping' 
from such quarters. But as the years passed, and as memoirs or journals were 
published, the dissenters were seen to include some persons whom he respected 
and whose support he might have expected: Admiral William D. Leahy, Dwight 
Eisenhower, Herbert Hoover, Under Secretary of State Joseph Grew, Assistant to 
Secretary of the Navy Lewis Strauss, Vice-Chairman US Strategic Bombing 
Survey Paul Nitze, Albert Einstein. 

The advance estimates by the American military of fatal casualties in a full- 
scale invasion of Japan varied between 20,000 and 63,000, with 46,000 being the 
most accepted estimate. Truman's first public use of the 'saving of lives' theme 
was on 9 August 1945, in a message to the staff of the Manhattan Project, when 
he hoped that the bombings would save "thousands of American lives". By 
December the figure had become "a quarter of a million" lives actually saved. A 
year later it was "three hundred thousand-maybe half a million". After several 
years in which the figure hovered between 200,000 lives and "half a million 
casualties" (an ambiguous term), in Truman's memoirs published in 1955 it was 
"half a million American lives". However, from 1946 onwards, Truman developed 
a second track, in which the numbers of lives saved included others as well as 
Americans. In 1948, in a speech in Toledo, Ohio, it was "a quarter of million 
young Americans" and "an equal number of Japanese young men" Finally, in 
1959, in the course of the Colombia University symposium: "The dropping of the 
bombs stopped the war, saved millions of lives". Robert Jay Lifton and Greg 
Mitchell comment: "Truman hammered away at the 'lives saved' argument 
because it placed the atomic bombings in the realm of moral virtue. And the more 
lives saved, the greater the virtue." But also the greater reassurance of his own 
virtue for a Truman beset by doubt. 

A ruler whose lot it is to overthrow the time-honoured framework of his 
people, and thus set in motion a great historical change, cannot, by definition, 
repent Constantine could not repent his blatant betrayal for the Jewish man-god 
of mos maiorum, the 'ancestral ways', and Jupiter Best and Greatest whose 
temple had crowned Rome for nearly a thousand years and received home its 
triumphant generals. That great change, like the change ushered in by the endorse­ 
ment of Hiroshima, had been in preparation long before. It was a matter of 

t and the ruler who would serve as agent-and not 
. the ripe momen 

reaching 
repel 

: \l historians of Europe do to right the grossly unequal 
at can profs®l""_,4akes the 'Allied scheme' bad history? The 'Allied 

b
,;nging to 1nemory t a _rnth entury from World War I and extends its mythical 
I} the twentiet c : scheme' covers E» if we confine the equalising task to the penod I have 
narrative to the present. _ven 1w ld War II-two immense labours would be 

'th the West since 'Or . W-II b ks dealt w1 - ld affiect the presentation of World ar m oo 
Th fi tofthemwou : uld ha required. e us . . d other media. This presentation wo ±ve to 

,fail kinds, films, televis"",,, and war crimes perpetrated by the British 
ate de dsfNw',,,,,, cased y hen, eaiatty wit att de oder 
and Amencans, an t_ e su . d suffierings of the war. The second great 

. elties war cnrnes an destructiveness, cru ' . ld have to do with the exit from European 
the hist . al narrative wou . . h change 1Il t e ts one d d the chaos of values and rules in whict we 

civilisation from the 1940s onwards an Th topics, as well as the question of 
l. . m Aroerope. ese ' d 

have since been living yould have to be part of public currency al 
remedying the latter problem, 5fe ·5 1 historians of Europe cannot 

. W Ob · usly the pro ess1ona . discussion in the est. v10 ' . b t those equalising changes in the 
ens elves perform those labours or "C"][,,,' sr ace powerfully humanising 
narrative and public consciousness. But ld, d f the pressing need for a 
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12 cir·iii ti The Challenge Of A Post-European Civilisation 

"The radical evil-the radical senselessness with which the world presents 
itself-must be explored to its core, in order to tackle it with hope of overcoming 
it. The only adequate response is a continuous, humble, undogmatic search for 

hierarchies of values." Claudio Magris 

·Civilise Capitalism". Marion Grifin Dinho ft -! 

Might-have-beens are not the stuff of history, but historians sometimes play with 
them. Neither is a contemporary 'could-be' history, but it deserves at least a 

glance. The absence of responsible ownership of our postwestern breakaway is the 
greatest threat to its success. If such ownership existed in the form of a leadership 
committed to it in full knowledge that it is indeed such a breakaway, the 
enterprise could be taken in hand. In the first place, the self-destrnctive threat 
now present within it, but removable, could be tackled-and at least reduced. 

This threat arises from a social problem. Unlike that which menaced Europe 
in the nineteenth century on account of the massive proletarianisation and the 
resulting mass militancy, this problem is not of a material nature. It is spiritual 
and psychic. It arises from the message about right and wrong, and rules to live 
by, which the age conveys authoritatively-bywords and images and by exemplary 
actions. Consider that message, approximately rendered. 

Whether God exists or not, and has given rules to man to live by, is irrelevant; 
it is best for us to ignore the possibility and make our own rules regardless. 
Democracy is good, the lack of it bad; people should elect their government. Tire 
killing of civilians, particularly women and children, by state forces or terrorists 
is wrong. If a people, say, a Muslim or Latin American one, shows signs of 
electing a government unfriendly to the West, that is bad, and measures to 
prevent it are good. The killing of civilians, including women and children is » egitimate when done by western atomic bombs, or in any other circumstances 
which western governments consider legitimate. 

Formal commitments must be kept. Married partners must be faithful to each 
other, but if ~~e of them finds the other boring and falls in love with somebody 
else, it is legitimate, often laudable, to be unfaithful and to end the marriage. Our 
primary right is happiness. A woman has the right to bring a child into the world 
whose biological father and mother are unknown to her and, consequently, 

n Marion Grlifin D"-'- ff z· u· . d V Oonhoft, Zivilisiert den Kapitalismus: Grenzen der Freiheit, Stuttgart: 

Deutsche Verlags-Anstalt, 1997. 

t b
e /(nown by her child. Child abuse is heinously wroi d anno} ong an must be 

rely punished 
sev The western democracies want a world at peace. The US, Britain and France 

the principal exporters of armaments, and this trade is the biggest branch of 
are r . . h he 'U international commerce. It is important t at t e GNP keeps rising and anything 
that helps this is good. The arms trade, the expanding security business, the 
building and staffing of new prisons, all these help. 

Women, if they so choose, have the right to use any means to excite the lust of 
men unknown to them, with or without their consent-in commercial videos, in 
magazine and television advertisements, in darkened bars and peepshows, on 
roadside hoardings. Men have the right to employ women to do these things, and 
may use female bodies to sell anything they wish. Men must not treat women as 
mere sexual objects, hut must respect them as persons. 

The sexual self-control that used to be taught to all, and that is still preached 
by some, is repression: sexual pleasure is good and natural; masturbate at will, 
and couple as you will with either sex, but taking due precautions, for SEX CAN 
KILL. The growing frequency of rape must be combated by encouraging more 
women to report it and by increasing the punishment for it. The use of women's 
bodies for the sexual provocation of men must continue because commerce and 

freedom of expression require it. 
Democracy means government by representatives elected by the people, even 

if two-thirds of the people have elected none of the representatives. People's 
rights are those which Amerope calls 'human rights'. These respected, people 
may be uprooted, bombed, their cultures assaulted, be driven into exile by 
economic pressures, or subjected to senselessness or to any other living condition 
that serves. 

Prejudice against people on ethnic, religious or racial grounds is strictly 
forbidden. Art is anything that an art gallery or museum says is art. Anti-semitism 
is permissible only against Arabs, but prejudice may also be legitimately display©@ 
against men, Germans, strict Muslims, orthodox Christians and especially 
Catholics. Material things can make you happy, but only if you have and use 
enough of them selectively enough; keep trying and you'll succeed. 

Abortion does not involve killing a person, merely removing a non-human 
foetus or a lump of tissue. Women's experience must be treated with the same 
respect as men's. When a pregnant woman feels the baby stirring within her, she 
usually speaks of it as 'him' or 'her'. 

General experience shows that a child, and especially a boy, often suffers 
psychological damage if a father-fgure, preferably his natural father, isl" 
present during his upbringing. Child abuse is heinously wrong. Girls ° 
children without a committed father must be treated with special re8®{5,% the 

Resolutions of he United Nations Security Council must be "]'7,,'yte ' 
country concerned on pain of,_, s,mcJiDnS or ,Ievast,Jli10g bom/,mg, 
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resolution affects a client or ally of the United States, it need not be obeyed; the 
state in question can do as it likes in licensed outlawry. 

Fathers should play an equal part with mothers in parenting. If a marriage 
breaks up, the children are placed as a rule with the mother because women are 
much better at parenting. 

Women who die from breast cancer are unfortunate; homosexual men who 
suffer and die from AIDS are heroes with a touch of saintliness. Owing to fear of 
assault by males, the public spaces in which women and children can safely 
move are diminishing. This is because women are freer, children are better 
protected, and men are more violent, than before. 

It is legitimate for TV advertising and pop videos to encourage ten-year-old 
girls to make themselves sexually attractive. Freedom of expression is fundamental 
to democracy. Child sex abuse is a heinous crime. The Internet has proved a 
boon to paedophiles worldwide. It is necessary because it has proved to be an 
excellent facility for making money and for keeping people usefully distracted 

There is no such thing as 'men's work' or 'women's work' Th.efact that some 
work is done exclusively, or almost so, by either sex has nothing to do with 
natural differences. A woman's true dignity and fulfilment lies in doing something 
that makes her money. 

Your body already contains many valuable parts and, as medical science 
advances, the value and the number of these increase. Some of them can fetch 
money while you are living, others only when you are dead. So take care when 
travelling in poor countries and at all times mind your children. 

Child abuse is a heinous crime. We see to it that our well-spaced offspring or 
only child have better lives than any children before them. It is very sad that the 
life we offer them drives many of them to drugs which often have a lethal effect­ 
and more of them than ever before to suicide. 
International law must be respected by weak countries and treaties must be 

honoured by all but the USA. Pluralism, respect for diversity, is a golden rule of 
the West. Nations which live differently than Amerope thinks proper must be 
regularly called to order; the Ameropean media must report their non-Ameropean 
practices with proper contempt. A citizen of Amerope who makes a public 
utterance that is at variance with correctness of thought or language must be 

fo
exposed m the stocks of public obloquy and condemned by the Correctorate lest 
eedom of expression get out of hand.' 

From Seattle to Stockholm d N 1 watc · . an ap es, anyone who reads the newspapers, 
. ® ©l·vision, or looks for a thoughtful moment at the life he is taking part 
In, sees e problem-the moral cha Q · - . . . • 
the rul d al 

os. Juite regardless of their individual merits 
es and values that ar be'- clai- laws and state financial re emg procl imed, and that are often supported by 

other logically or are n-ar:easures, ~o not add up to sense. They clash with each 
3 ·gressed, without apology or penalty, by those who preach 

They snub emotional and spiritual hungers felt by many people. In th 
them. 5f» & illy ed,the J€ 

Of an order o1 justice genera y agreeu, tliey offend the sense of isti 
Absence JUSHce, 

f one large swathe of people, now of another. As advancing physic l 
now 0! di: rbi: ibilit the J@ 

: presents new, 1stllr mg poss1 t tbes, e only apparent rule is: 'Unles 
science.. .: ' 3s 
An ad hoc regulation stipulates to the contrary, people may use these if they want 

d can'. Journalists, functioning as pubhc moralisers, try to police the chaos. 
[,,,sea with it--perceiving it as life' people find life senseless, and his 
has two results. . . . 

The chief sense-giver of the age ts the increasing flow of money, together with 
the comforts, protection and mobility, the physical health and longevity, the 
education and well-stocked supermarkets that the abundant money provides. 
Most people, most of the time, find that their life makes sense because the amount 
of money available for spending is, in real terms, constantly increasing, and they 
share in the benefits, public and private. 

But those who for one reason or another cannot find sense or enough of it 
through money and its increase-those who must continually or frequently look 
the senselessness in the face-are in great and growing numbers ravaged by it 
We see this in the craving for mind-negating drugs which makes the drugs trade, 
after the arms trade, the biggest branch of commerce. We observe it in the many 
suicides of young men; the reckless pregnancies and abortions of many young 
women; the desperate faces and pointless violence of football hooligans; the 
blank faces of the households mesmerised by television; the organised paedophiles 
scouring the Internet for children to rape; the growth of random violence and 
cruelty against the physically weak-now often children against children. 
Senselessness, inadequately held at bay by money, shows itself, too, in the 
swelling trek to soul-doctors, magicians and Satanists, to New Age sects and 
therapies. What it would wreak, from Los Angeles to Berlin if the flow of money 
stopped increasing, can be imagined. 

The flow of money will sooner or later stop increasing. Therein lies the 
structural fragility of our Ameropean system. It depends for its existence on its 
increasing flow of money being maintained, and that will stop, just as the flow of 
centralised compulsion that maintained the Soviet system stopped. Following a 
severe financial crash, a damaging external attack, a natural or man-made 
catastrophe, or a shift in the focus of world trade, the system will cease to deliver 
its substitute sense. Whether the result for most people will be a life of violence, 
dread and social chaos, or a frugal, stable and humane life with the disorder held 
in check, depends on how our rulers deal with the sense problem now. 

They can continue, together with the preachers they endorse, to be careless 
about Its ravages. In their unreflecting view, because the values and rules being 
Preached are right, and maintain consumption and the increase of money, the 
West is in good order. Those who 'find life senseless' suffer from a subjective 
disorder which does indeed give rise to social problems. But the ever-increasing 
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ith th It can provide more counsellors and treatment money can cope wt ese. . d ity fi . 
· 11 ons in the schools more police an secun mns with centres, more spec1at 1ess > ·id '5al 

' • y cameras prisons and fenced-off resilentia commun­ better equipment, more sp - , . . k 
:. ith ate ards, bigger public games with balls or jackpots, hundreds tties wi pnva e gua , . • d 
instead of dozens of television channels, and rhythmic sound with a sand chatter 
sedating people more continuously in more places. 

This manner of thinking and proceeding ensures that, when the breakdown 
it will have even more drastic effects than the collapse of the Soviet commences, n. 

U ·00 With no rich West on hand to give assistance, the stncken West will enter 
m1. hi a violent, chaotic winter with no foreseeable spring. The rage which senselessness 

provokes, and which the money flow now holds in check, will see to that. The 
latest attempt to break free from all-too-limiting, oppressive Europe, and to 
construct a more empowered and morally superior life that will endure indefinitely, 
will have failed. 

That is the inevitable outcome if the rulers of the West persist in their 
indifference to the sense problem. But it is not inevitable that, without exception, 
they will do this-or that they will be allowed to. It is impossible to foresee by 
what mechanisms, precisely, the change of course might come about; but that it 
could come about is the 'could-be' I am exploring. A civilisation is the well-tried 
antidote to moral chaos and to the senselessness in which it dresses life. A 
civilisation is, essentially, a coherent hierarchy of rules derived from a similar 
hierarchy of values, which is subscribed to by rulers and ruled and has the 
capacity to last because it presents sense. And because it presents sense, and 
therefore binds people to it in love, a civilisation-history shows this-is a form 
of collective life which can survive even a long period of severe adversity, such 
as that which, willy-nilly, lies ahead for Amerope. 

Obviously, preparing to weather such a period well is not the only good 
reason for founding a civilisation. There is no greater collective work which 
people can set about It is its own justification. What is more, having rejected 
Europe, self-pride alone would suggest that we attempt to replace it with something 
that is at least its equal; an equivalent splendour. But our immediate need of a 
civilisation to overcome the senselessness before the flow of money stops 
increasing-that need overrides, now, all other motives for constructing one. 

To create, with the resources of Superpower, a new, superior civilisation was 
the intention implicit in all the post-Europes that have been attempted hitherto. 
For us now, then, it would be a matter of doing what none of our predecessors 
accomplished; of transforming the implicit intention into a clear-sighted, active 
will. That will, finding the necessary means, would start to organise the present 
chaos of rules which are no rules into a coherent hierarchy endorsed by the strong 
and acceptable to the weak. Even that start would begin to make Amerope, what 
it is not now, a manifestation of sense. And with that incipient manifestation of a 
presence which people value more than anything, Amerope would begin to 

what it is also by no means now-a loved life capable of lasting 
become 1 · th · h · · Already millions of peop e m . err earts are crying 'Enough, enough of this 

rt d life,, That cry could find its way to become first articulate then a shout 
Perve e · . . . ' 

l·t·cal leadership could emerge to serve it; a leadership that had at last 
A poltti : : 

d moral ownership of Amerope in full knowledge of what Amerope assume . f hi 
itutes in the historical scheme o t ngs-and therefore of what it needs in constt 

order to survive., 
Let that leadership be embodied---to keep the hypothesis reasonable in a 

well-advised, ambitious and far-seeing president of the United States. Heeding 
the rising cry 'Enough, enough!', duly translated for him by his advisers, he is 

ved to declare with appropnate action in mind: 'Enough of this chaos! Enough 
mov the th 5l of believing, like simpletons, at witt more money, more po ice and sports 
ounds, and stricter laws and more medical research, we can patch together a 

~rfect life, making it up as we go along! Let us found again in the West a life that :m last-a life that, regardless of whether money is increasing, we will love and 
cling to, even in adversity, because it meets our deepest needs as human beings­ 
not by being superpowerful and perfect, but by making sense!' 

This exceptional president and de facto Emperor of Amerope, having been 
moved to say this 'with appropriate action in mind', would then summon to 
action-as anciently a Roman emperor would summon an Ecumenical Council of 
the Church-such persons as united in conclave•could make sense manifest, thus. 
satisfying that part of each one ofus which wants and needs this boon.? 

The exploration of a historical 'could-be' is only marginally more useful than the 
exploration of a historical might-have-been. But that this slender degree of greater 
usefulness attaches to a 'could-be' is evident from its name. Hence my justification, 
even if slender, for this addendum to my exploration of the West's post-European 
condition since 1945. It takes a brazen streak of hopefulness to write and publish 
it as a could-be in the face of the West's present efforts to provoke an extension of 
its senselessness to the planet as a whole. 

"Inspired by Mikhail Gorbachev, a new organisation, The World Political Forum, was 
launched in May 2003 in Turin. Among its founding members are many 'world figures of the 
or aura sos icuaie Bono oruzj.is onto, tiseiiet aderiris # 7®""""" 
Civilisation'. That such a motto was chosen might perhaps indicate that some ,¢ 
identified that pressing need; or again, it might be thoughtless rhetoric without awareness 0 
its momentous import. Unfortunately, Gorbachev's opening statement, pnntedm~~ ~ 
"eBestsd he tatter was he case.' After mentioniig, merely, tie motto ho ',,] themselves, he confined himself to high-sounding sentiments such as one Jill 
anywhere, 
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