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In fond memory of
Desmond Wwilliams
who introduced me to
1ove of history
and of Europe

PREFACE

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 1000 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 form, 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.
AR uncertain annexe has been attached dealing with events since 1914. In the
coursc 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 of historians 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 mew 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 ‘postwestern’ condition of the USA, 1 became aware of the powerful and
still continuing influence of German culture since the cighteenth 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, Inot only had a
new, ‘postwestern’ 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 firther back to the
so-called ‘German Renaissance’ of the years around 1500 made me realise there
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PART ONE

THE HISTORY OF EUROPE:
TOWARDS A TRUE, CLEAR STORY

[
The Two Main Obstacles

In the nincteenth century Europe was leadin
particular the ruling classes, considered themse
Europeans. The fashionable historjans narrated
which reflected this Euro
was the main role in cons
and upwards’ from the
‘Modern Age’. It was a

g the world, and Europeans, in
Ives in every way superior to non-
the history of Europe in a manner
pean ascendancy and its accompanying belief, Theirs
tructing a myth of all-round European progress ‘forwards
end of the ‘Middle Ages’ and the beginning of the

narrative constructed to satisfy, broadly speaking, the
kind of people 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 Furo

them. So the myth acquired its full and disseminated form
interaction between professional historians on the one
ideologues and educational systems on the other, As well
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 twenticth cen

tury. 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, hi

storians 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

hand, and politicians,
as the school textbooks,
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The Victorian menta 1tY' human history has intervened, making us heirs Fo t?lat
most murderous centuty 14 fore. That century, apart from the continuing

ent be | . .
also, as well as toew::i; :Zchnolo gy, did not look like the summit of human
advance of scienc

: it should have been. While the rich
progress which the standardlh(@l;xs&?g ;?%E;fblit g a_i aly. by moral
and powerful western world displays ethical chaos in its actuality. Rz}tt?er than
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encouragement of fresns(l:’;ﬁ?& . d?:mbing‘down’ and the quasim.rcligious cu}:tt gi
desirc, the phmom:;[ded to all this, as the new century begins, is the Prcﬁpe ol
t;sﬁopizgag:];panied by a gathering encroachment on i
ninine
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s . s‘?a::llarin view of our unease with it, we permit it largely to
Schlzﬂphre;l_lc gé and the historical consciousness of the educated. ton even
WOI;*‘ ;t;z:rgs is remarkable only at first sight. For the Standlardaﬁcfrjtcmaﬁve
to be;in o };e replaced, not in isolated episqdes but as a th"r ;,e only serious
history of Europe must exist and be winning z%cceptancet-heir version, while
attempt to supply one came from Marxist h}stonans. But ce where it was not
supplying valuable insights, failed to win significant acccpt?‘z - is that by merely
imposed by political authority. It may seem odd, but thle Z:he standard history,
substituting another ideological scheme for that which rules 1 oroblem With ﬂ?e
the Manxists were bemg insufficiently radical. For the red gucm which in
standard history of Europe is with its overall mterp}'etatlvc :ur o has come 10 be
large measure the Marxists accepted. That interpretative Sﬁu;l remoter past, OV
at variance not only with what we now know, factually, of t; ~ecent pest 214
also—as I said above—with what we have experienced in the
what we observe in the present, o ot
This is the practical Il:roblem which some radically revising hls:(r)zlagisscussioﬂ’
beginning to work on in their studtes. 1 am proposing it for gen

ral
Europeans, gene
c::ﬁ:g of a Middle Age cha{a
it

arenoW

first of all by the title I have given this book. B
trepidation, I am venturing further by offering,
of the standard version, an outline of how 1 th
write as a lover of Europe and as a lifelong
specialist in no particular period, T do not pr
of the specialist research, Where I am aware
the story might be better told’

ut that is easily done. With
together with a personal critique
ink the story might be better told. I
student and reader of its history, A
esume to judge, let alone add to any
of it, I draw on it. When I say ‘how

» 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,
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
and their present. Since their entire p
are now, telling it truly and clearly s

only when it is

what Europeans know of their recent past
ast is what has brought them to where they
hould 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
clegance 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 altenative would be offensive, ugly
and depressing. There has, indeed, in recent years be
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
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d in London in 1995, Norman Davies included

; ublishe iy
In Europe: A Ht‘ﬂo’yﬁre\rision of recent years and added SUiTlldD ]1; own;
much of the Ql::iigcof detail which other historians have pounced on, Davies
Despite the mis

d enormous book provides a useful point of reference and |
e
brave, ambitious

shall use it as such. ) ith some of the problems that are cncouptercd

His lengthYIntmd]‘:Ct:;g (\lfsiflj?the history of Europe’ correspond W}th 'Lhe
in the attempF to make d above to ‘two main obstacles’ tlo truth and F:lzmtyt at
historical reality. 1 referre » resents. In a section of his lntrodulct_lon headed
the standard ‘history of Europe I]J)avies illustrates one of these by citing a recent

i ist ,’ ] - ) ;
‘The Allied S;i:er,:ft%i};;ogime’ in his manner of doing this, he unconciously
occurrence of it.

i _ He writes as follows: | _
- Other:iifvs of Europe have been strongly influenced byottl‘]fh cén‘agt;;):g
sconte{gggcrzrzf two World Wars and cspecialé); ;Jy tl':ie ;1;5(:—3“(1 ilis "R
Alisnce’. ir triumphs in 1918, in 1945, an e | e
Mliapci;;hatggs\:fzileﬁ I?:)l\ifnelfs have been able to export their interpretation of
War in ,

- i 1 f the
events worldwide. .. ) ) ' in ooy, Alliod. aliades B
“ joriti tions which derive . ; .
arghmi s;ﬁeigtfe;s mcn in accounts of theltwcntlcth century; and ar
. i riods.”
i jected back into mora_rf:mote pe _
Dai?gﬂiigtrsjsome of these “priorities and assumptions
ing: w T ich ‘the
fouowm%['h belief in a unique, secular brand of Westemn civilisation in e:;hlin glo-
Atl;xticecoilmunity’ is pr;sented as the d?:imulfeb;:g?;%ﬁ?ﬁ 2 capitalist
democracy, the rule of law in the tradition o e
gﬁiﬁkﬁt econ);my are taken to be the highest forms of Goo]cil ar of 193945
—The ideology of ‘anti-fascism’, in which the Second Wort e o
is perceived as ‘the War against Fascism’, as the defining even N
Good over Evil... ) . . tance of it 18
ThO: obstacle that Davies is here illustatlt-lg- by citing a:a(l:[:ed us from the
victors’ history. In the tradition of historical ertmg that hastr oD The
nineteenth century, such ‘history’ has been obscuring the s ?ry'n s imprecise
other main cbstacle, which Davies is unconsciously exemplifying,
designation.

» beginning with the

. f
ent history ©
! For an altemative, more realistic account of World War I and the subsequ
the West, see Part Two,
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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 Bnitain, 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 Jjoumalists in all media, and the general im of
their historians and other writers, Davies could have saved us trouble by saying
S0,

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 4
History Of Mediaeval Eurgpe by an Oxford university tutor, he says that at first
glance it seems more like a history of “medieval Western Europe” or “Latin
Christendem”, 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 1 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

revision, it still remains entrenched in the ubiquitous standard history because, as
an overall pattern, it has not been teplaced. So let 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?

1
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i it or deal with it leave
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Halta BECA Sy Aegllance at the title of a book by J. R. Halfa of mEumpe
Sy cBntc;ll'Y- ub%ished in 1971, surprises. It reads Renazs.sc(zincgm e
College, Loni 011: I:it was intended as a snapshot of a 1onge}‘ perio . e
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o tha‘: the established convention of historians, did the mot]igcrx:;f)lll:\teox?t,ioz,
Eurwgel?;gi?ﬂ In oraround 1500 or in the latter half of the 140()tsa.rt oyfthe S
the ?llijscovcry.of America and the Renaissance occurred at tlljle ; s S i
Besclalilly, e ipobfie Reabsno A WL E B0 T o vreioel
ounds that a notable feature of the Ttalian culture Qf 1450- lished stereotype
‘g[tetestinmagic alchemy and witchcraft—clashes with the establis b oz
Er ‘modern’. A(,:cordingly, that blesséd dawn would need to t:c\?(;(:]‘llg ko the
to the Scientific Revolution or the Enlightenment. But thgl . it came after the
Renaissane ‘medieval’, and by defnition it i post-medieval it car of cultural
‘Middie Age’ and by all accounts expressly rej ef:tE_d that penOd ¢ is not alone i0
barbarity. Disturbingly, the Concise Oxford Dictionary—an

ing the start ©
this—clashes with the accepted historical scheme of ages by placing
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the Renaissance in the medieval 1300s. That apart, the dictionary’s vague three

centurics—* 14th-16th’—with their many variations of circumstance and mentality,

1s hardly a satisfactory temporal designation for something that is presented as an
‘event’ in European history.

‘The Middle Age’ is, of course, another “
scrutiny of its designative accuracy. At least in
the overdue step of removing the eccentric and b

itin 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, T 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,
t, Dante, and most eminent philosopher, Thomas

victors’ term” which calls for
a chapter-heading, Davies takes
lurring plural which has afflicted

, Boccaccio and St Catherine of Siena.) Also generally believed

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 anew “enthusiasm for classical antiquity” without
any revival except that of Italian vernacular literature at the end of the fifteenth

tury, the antiquarian enthusiasm had caused

21 am referring to the first uses, in Holland and German
Mittelalter as terms in general European history.
Rome had used such ‘middle’ terms, beginning i
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of the nincteenth century, that sense of the word faded from ordin

ary language,
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 ofthe Renaissance has gone a progressive
denigration of the preceding Middle Age. Despite a century of historica] 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

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 itselfl

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 ltaly and in Western
Europe generally, and to examine Wwhy it has come to be represented in an
unhistorical and confused manner. In providing my own corrective account of
these matters, T am aware that I will in part be making points which have been
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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 Vvoyages. 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.

Citics 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-da, supplemented the charity of monasteries.

In all these aspects of contemporary West European life, Italy was either
typical or to the fore. Many of it 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 southemn 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—
argse 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 Gracco-Roman movement—with the emphasis on ‘Roman’ and the
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 ‘middie age’ between the fal] of Rome and the
present. Among the alleged forces of barbarian darkness that thwarted true
culture and oppressed Jtalia 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 bett

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 ori ginals 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 Ttalian 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
poctry. 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 camnivalesque,

This kind of feeling and activity directed towards a Ppast culture is what we
call—as in the later Celtic, medievalist and neo-Gothic Instances—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 [ater 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 could be, In some of the

er than had scholars in the previous

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 ail 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 Ttalian, 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 Jtalia spiritually to life again. Similarly, in those same Yyears, the English
and French monarchies and German intellectuals were finding inspiration m
remote national or pseudo-national origins. Before the Italiag revival had run its
course, Protestant reformers 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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For d’Alembert, the ‘rediscovery’ of the ancient world—nothing in the previous
culture of Italy!—made possible the painting of Raphael and Michelangelo. A fter
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,
Molicre, 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 clevation to stil] greater heights occurred after the French historian Jules
Michelet, in the 1840s, dispensed with the delimiting lettres in order to celebrate
the Italian event, hyperbolically, as 74 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, /a Renaissance’ passed, with only the definite

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 1 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 zeign of
Louis XIV and after, in Germany-Austria from the late eighteenth century to the
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In Nuremberg around 1510, a man not even mentioned in the standard ‘history
of Europe’, the locksmith Peter Henlein, invented the pocket-watch, Inasmuych 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
wstruments used in astronomy and navi gation. It had a close connection with the
Italian, Spanish and Portuguese navigators.

The “history of Europe’ does tell us of Copemicus and his sensational armounce-
ment of a sun-centred celestial system that made earth and man peripheral. But
because it does not present Copemicus 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 m 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 III, he described its findings as “mathematical
truths™ [which] “can be judged cnly by mathematicians”, So he profited by and
contnibuted 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 wterests ranged from arithmetic and
algebra to the motions of the planets. He compiled the first European ephemeris,
atable predicting the daily positions of celestial bodies. His pupil and collaborator,
Johann Miiller, 2 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 ther
transatlantic voyages in the 1490s. As Copemicus 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, Copemnicus, at Cracow

university (he later attended three Italian universities) was studying Regio-
montanus’s Tabulae Directionum and a work by Penerbach. Much later, in 1539,
when he had completed De Revolutionibus but was hesitating to publish it, a
posthumous work on trigonometry by Regiomontanus, De 7 riangulis, 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.



The developing mathematical skills also : -

Martin Waldseemiiller from Baden led anh'zg:li ;I;diepl‘ctmg the ¢ Ji

which culminated in Germany with Mercator and i Fla;]‘dlmprqved Map.r, aksiw
printed maps of the world which Waldseemiiller publishegr.s With Orteljyg, In ng
the newly-discovered continent’s southern half ¢ Americalﬂn that year, he p, the
Kremer), in 1‘538, apphed the name to the entire continent + Mercato (Gefhard

I have said sufficient to make several things clear 1. .
Alps was providing an abundance of new useful tools; W??aﬁon orth of the
age and shaped it: for example, the techniques of oil-paintilnc Signalled the pg,,
pocket-watches, advanced mathematics, mariners’ almana% and bOOk'prinﬁng,
instruments, terrestrial globes, improved maps of the Woﬁdaﬂd Navigatiops]
mproved cosmography. On a different plane, Luther 1aunch? 2 radically
Christianity which, as Protestantism in its various manifestatie the strain of
express the spirit of the new age until the cighteenth century aggsl’) would begt

g . 7 ; eyond. An

before the 1500s ended, Germany had given Europe, in the Faust legeng d
that represented the age’s essence. There is therefore so:eretl?ix::l ,thg .
unbalanced about presenting contemporary Italian culture as the birth ff ISEZIIIOUSIY
‘modcr.nity’. Its ctlevation to this role appears to reflect the aestheticist bi:sngg
rc')mal.ltlc nostalgia of the northern Liberals who elevated it. In line with the
historical scheme they created, the pontemporgry German cultural scene is generally
presented as ‘the German Repaissance’ with the emphasis on that country’s
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
innovation 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 fr'om the nfmhern‘i
still Gothic forests, when in fact—like the unmentioned Henleins, Boheims anc-
Miillers and the new map-makers—they are central shapers of the Igﬁ;gni
innovators participating in a modernising culture where no one p}‘efeﬂ? e S
Rome or decried a barbarous intervening period. The suge Sﬁon;ﬁote or less
marginality persists even when we are told, as the standard .hlj:orysburg was the
does tell us, that in the years after 1500 the house of Fugger 11 ug

. to Spain
financial centre of Europe, controlling copper production from Hungary

; ; dies.
and the new sea routes to trade with the East In )
o matter apart from

Here is not the place to develop the . s
1450-1520, in western and southern Germany ancl_ltzldlitalifS f"ifi b
two high creative movements Were in progress—d1verss

N

the same or similar pursuits. Afid to
Spain and Portugal. There 1s an
recognising these facts, depicts
multiple beginnings of the

;nterlocked, and to some degree engaged in
this what was happening then in Flanders,
exciting prospect for the historian of Europe who,
this period as the culmipation of the first, and the

second age of Europe.
ft. Jakob Burckhardt’s The Civilisation Of The

in the third quarter of the nineteenth century,
t so much as a rebirth of high culture,

But to return to the matter we le
Renaissance In Ttaly, published

offered a view of the Italian phenomenon no :
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 Burckhardt begins in the early 1300s—Modem 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 mel_'nbers 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 thi 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 Epmpc. g‘ellaerally, but around 1500 it was more notably evident in the

tran§oceamc.act1vmes of Spaniards and Portuguese, and of Italian mariners i
foreign service such as Columbus Vespucci and the C 4 : e
B 1 s . > ] e Cabots.4 And it was in

: y 1 that a clarion call was issued to all Christi i
individuall ible, pri y fians to think and act,
B Y»] as responsible, priestly members of the Church
or people to be ‘secular’ in mind or acti .
clear d‘_stincn'on between the sacred and ﬂi‘:t;znt’ﬂthey s AIHIOAERGOS o
legal distinctions between cler d laj ov ar. Apart from the long:-standing
gy and laity, that was as little the case thy

oughout

most of the ‘Renaissance’ perj i

g period as it was i i

said, it is tru i : In ancient Rome or

o e that, m‘Ita.han art and thought bet Greece. But that
Wwould call realism and the se cen 1400 and the 15205,

e cular increased their presence.s This, taken




) igh creative period after 1450
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feature. N
Add to thos Wt
‘human’ studies as distinct

ies i i sed interest
it + tendencies in the arts the increase ‘ %
) thlsworldlﬁom ‘divine’ ones; the spur towards high secufay
aviuals H i haSiS on th
- Graeco-Roman revival; thg new emp .
achievernent provu?e;i bg ;ﬁfw e ot oF aabsfive] WEtnE of Rl
dignity and pOten%a c;l Scand’alous worldliness of the popes and the papal court;
st SR R harli1 tian activism among secular clergy and among laymen;
oy let(]i :ising of ‘the State’ as a natural entity and some pioneering
B A bsec:)lutism' the ruthless expansionist war and politics of such ag
mstances Of‘smwa forzas a’nd Cesare Borgia; and the titanic sclf-confidence,
el S th? S R 1 lo, Alberti and Leonardo. All these point to
acity and ambition of Michelangelo, : : ol :
cap. tial refocusing of minds and wills in a thisworldly <§u ection. Itisa
o 88 ' a lunge of the restrained secular commitment of the Middle Age
"seculat tum > tgidence and vigour. Burke cites, as one of the few possible
i n . . . . .
m::‘;rfs»girf'ejzile‘;zgng this development, a study that quantifics Italian paintings
T £ oy =9
sects’ t in the 1420s and twenty per cent
ith ‘secular subjects’ as roughly five per cen 42 Y P
?1:‘::6 SICSC205 AddJ the fact that, along with this increase in secglar subjects ,_thf:re
was also, both in Italian and in Flemish religious paintings, an m_crcased demctu;n
and celei)ration of objects and surroundings redolent qf matf:nal 'w.’cll-bemg. n
this general context it is interesting to note that the Italian um\l'ersmes-had ncwl.'cr
been notable—as were Oxford and Paris—for theological studies. Their forte1 aﬁ
in law and medicine. No country was more predisposed than Jtaly to take the lea
in Europe's secular lunge, '

I ﬁnlsl Davies convincing when, in his treatment of the Ren{nssance, he 1(-)é':atcist
its main distinguishing feature in the sphere of mind and fcc}mg and describes
in the following terms: _ _ o '

“The principal product of the new thinking lay in a growing coélv¥§:ﬂgrt22t
humanity was capable of mastering the world in which it lived. Lo e
Renaissance figures were filled with self-confidence. They felt :Lhat o ; po
ingenuity could, and should, be used to unravel the secrets of God_ s umvcrd ’Here
that, by extension, man’s fate on earth could be controlled and 1mPf°r"§i oy
was the decisive break with the mentality of the Middle Ages, who:ﬁ tm%n o
and mysticism were reinforced by exactly the opposite conviction— E:J o ehen-
women were the helpless pawns of Providence, overwhelmed,l':y the incomp
sible workings of their environment and of their own nature. —
Surprisingly, coming from the usually measured Davies, that last iiztehad

caricatures the contrast between the emerging mentahtj‘( and the one =y
prevailed for centuries. In the Christian Middle Age, asin contemporar)a!wns of
“mysticism™ was one thing, “religiosity” quite another, “Helpless iingdom'
Providence, overwhelmed” by their circumstances was not how the

[y, slists of
building monarchs and empire-building emperors, the commercial imperialis
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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 aud 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 live eternally in heaven. From this it followed that it was incumbent on
people to develop and use to the maximum, within the guidelines of Christian
truth and morality, the potential for the control and remaking of their circumstances
that lay within them. In the context of this emerging avid will 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 ermoneous cliché long opposed a “Christian’ Renaissance in Northern
Europe to a ‘pagan’ one in Italy. Mainly this sprang from lighthearted Ttalian
play-acting with ancient pagan symbolism and allusion—it occurred even in
papal circles—being taken too seriously by North European sobersides. But it 15
also a fact that in the secular turn that manifested itself in Ttaly 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 vatue, so that
securing them justified breaching, in effect, the Christian limits on thought and
behaviour.

To cite three examples. Pico della Mirandola elaborated an eclectic philesophy
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-Christian) ancients. Accordingly,
his counsels for ambitious rulers left Christian 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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helicopter are often mcﬂtionf:d. Lessl advejiis;d is thF; fact
for 2 submarine al-]d . hich he presented when scckmg_emp Oymfﬂt . Princes,
that, in the pothol1oS \I"d kil large numbers qf enemies by mechanica] means
weapons wh_tch wouHmvevﬁf, such instances illustrate no_more‘than an effectwely
figured pro_mmeﬂ;?; of the secular impulsion. Even Machiavelli received the Last
non-Christian as

Sacraments before ]1isfdtr3?i;];]-1 be summed up as follows. It is possible 1o deal
The argument 5o 12

; : : ng the following lines:

adequately with this Italian peﬂzgliﬁai d by remarkable cultural d_evclopments in
In the mid-fifteenth cgnmfhii” h creative period which 1a_stcd until well into the
Florence, Italy mter; i:'m %he features which characterised the carly part of thig
seesalebi FE T E)mgn revival animated by a myth of ‘rebirth by returm to
period were a GI?E:;‘L' s often been naively called ‘the Italian Renaissance’——ang
origins’—the period ha directed towards physical mastery of the world by hum.an
a passionate Sec‘.‘“‘”“; century this flourishing Italian culture, especially its
effort. In the sxxtgcn]_ m, its architecture and painting, vernacular literature and
Grasco-Roman reviva ;Sd ﬁuropeaﬂ culture generally. It did thxs partly by offen_ng
‘fvorldl)t'ispnfgnéﬁ?c flllu:g;e welcomed or reacted against, but mainly by strengthening
innovatio

’E[ll'ﬁea\%;x\isgﬁ%?hegg%e open to elaborate on that last sentence, allowing each
e

A : ifferent story~as distinct from try‘ing
of the ofher natllloii::, ﬂﬁ?ﬁi&e‘ﬁ I({ienaissancc’ just becausg that rnyﬂlnca}
i th'mtIs1 aDavies hints at this truer kind of narrative by using ﬂl@_ P utrlii
fnoulfl o8 s" in the title of his relevant chapter. But there Stlu. rem::llln; g

;‘::;:fsa;l: fhat Procrustean mould. In England, but later, uTJder Ehzabc. a lil;le
Sarticulaﬂy after the defeat of the Spanish armada, T.here was indeed ]a; refl‘]f;alsl - ha;
1lziut it was not part of any general European renaissance; a;dlnél\fhefc i simply
been called ‘Renaissance’ in sixteenth-century England and ¢ Sth e
‘Ttalianate’ and more accurately described as such. En pfzssantt dlcjnote 2 period
making that if ‘Renaissance’ were to be used only adj ectflvaﬂy ’h 0 Eoffic? i 16
style in the arts—used, that is, with as little literal meaning as has efixed by
arts context—it could be acceptable. The fact that it 1s u.sed asa Potli]lzpnub o the
the definite article, and with pretensions to be taken literally, 1s

oblem we are dealing with. ) ] would
i Ideally, as I have siggestcd above, the account of Haly in 14531 1515c15:3 of the
move in the context of simultaneous innovative movement onﬂ?_o e, i3 {18
Alps. Apart from the arguments 1 have already mafie_: for 12;ching o i
clinching one. The typically ‘Ttalian Renaissance’ activity of se extent in the
finding forgotten Latin manuscripts was carried out to a large any by Ttalizn
monastic libraries of Switzerland and of western and southern Germ:
and German scholars in colleaguely cooperation. ‘ ) £ the adjective

The term ‘Middle Age’ is bad enough, but the invention o

‘medieval’ 1n the ey} - cture 0
hiStO.Iy-Writing. Liberyal and Protestant historiography propagated 2 P

. ortunate 107
nineteenth century has proved particularly unf f
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Florence, in the early fifteenth century. This practice, more or Jess engaged in,
has had two bad results for clarity and trth. The “Ttalian Renaissance’, and ‘the
Renaissance’ ag shorthand for it, have become capricious, woolly designations
with shifting chronological meaning. And because notable figures ofthe ‘medicval’
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 Haly
have not been narrated as they really were.

However, the fundamental fault lies i presenting a cultura] movement in

occurrences in several countries, Lord Acton in his Inaugural Lecture in 1895,
and a few other niﬂcteenth-ccntllry historians, used this Presentation. To remodel
the standard history of Europe on these lines would be a big step towards making



extend to the early 1520s, thereby including Luther’s Symptomatic anq inﬂueutia[
reV(,;.llt]‘is presentation implies nothing about the (l:cntu:ies before 1450 €XCept thyg
they were not characterised by the ngw forma‘gvc leu:tors. S0 one is left freq o
narrate those centuries as they were, in all their variety, cu‘ltura‘l and othemise’
from Scandinavia to Sicily. Gone 1§ the prcssgre to upill()ld a mEfj] eval’ stereq
—or to end the story, especially in Italy., with a fictional Rebirth whose | engilh
and nature are disputed. The new nanlatlve woum treat a8 commonp]ace that
given cultural phenomenon can occur in one penod untypically ang marginally,
and in a subsequent period constitute a svubstanhai IT}OV?meﬂt. (ThF Painter
Turner is frequently cited as a ‘forerun}ner- of IITI[)I'L’.bSlIOHISTTl, but withoyt any
ompanying suggestion that Imprcssmpmm began with him.) Thysg Marginal
accomp fthe 1200s and early 1300s in Italy would not be treated as advance
Ph?'mme“ao ds a fashionable movement of the !400s, let alone described,
pOll}thS_tO;;’aIaS ‘origins’ of that movement. And they would therefore not be
unhlsmncal . they merited it intrinsically, as the principal matters of cultural
Freawd, o es’fhirteznth and fourteenth centurics!s Instead, everything that occurred
fﬂtefeSt mthii ean age would be valued and narrated primarily because it
e UIOI; contributed to making that time what it manifoldly was, And
oc‘mn'efl thel;]’ta;a ened in the second age would be treated as coutnbutmg tg
R f tl;}l; age, regardless of whether it conformed to an a priori
s Ch‘“'f‘-(’tf"' - Tﬁc,notion of ‘modern’—its illiterate use to descnbtf five
‘mot(tluc‘ll'-::ls cslgf;r:o\vitytlf;—would return to its original, yes, ‘medieval’ sense of ‘new,
cen
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understanding and an analytical too] 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 byt 3 very few, ‘A very few’,

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 js the European Union, function thus, Byt
80, 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 Correctorate’, T refer
to the amorphous, state-endorsed body of ethical Ppreachers, successors of the
Christian clergy, who enable individuals and institutions to know what is correct
thought, feelin g and behaviour, and to recognise their opposites,

accumulation of secylar Power, unequalled in world history, has been won by the
8roup of peoples who are his theme—either in their homelands or in their North
2 BB

A conservative estimate, Ag far back as 20 August 1963, President John Kennedy said in

7
apress conference; « twenowhave...will kill three hundred million peoplsin one hour”
Wew York Times, 21 August 1963),
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ment. In particular, contemplation of this fact in g its

yeercan arca of settle al assistance to the historian who wants to write a true

Bpasnions }it‘]ds pmdi‘c
s Jear history of Fm&i:.thc story of the increasing freedom of individuals jp
Fiest, it shows him ¢ s only half the story. That progress has becn depicted a5

e ssvomd .Elm?p&‘a\ﬂ age lf dividual freedom over against ‘power’, meaning
; wive increase of ndivl . fthe Catholic Ch h
i -arious kinds, but particularly that of the Catholic “hurch and
el BRI ot—‘.‘mof t, however, simultaneously, there was an increase i
the respective S 65 Inbat(il’of states z’md of other new collective powers which
the power md fn:cd%m Sse they served to advance their own power. So the story
themkﬁpm‘ﬂegfldtce;:lzztovv an all-round increase in the power or freedom of
must be cam?c_f dividually and collectively. (Whether it is called ‘power’ or
western f’a:i::dg\,am but since 1 have been using the terms ‘power’ and
7 m 18 ]

;e;-td:n I will continue to do so.) o binal story sl

4. the West's unprecedented acqulsmpn of physical m stery : ;

. Sc_condf der why this has happened where it has. And wondering, he realises
hlston:m‘\\fll a:on Zven a tentative one, is a necessary part of the story. In 1400
ﬁ;:oiﬁ;; and’tec]:mobgy of West Europeans were roughly ci?ual ';](; those of

i then, the matter to explain is the achievemen
D Cl?ls.nlis l?l.llfgrcelctl (;igrs, of collective and individual physical power
gciﬂel::ﬁ;;side the Romans—was not even nearly aChicl"C‘ll] by Lhe.Egyp ;1_-’:1 22
or the Chinese in their respective three millennia. It is ulnl.lke y tthzzt tv ;S :;;mgt;ezer

reason, and therefore the fundamental matter to exp zélq, 1112 e

mtelligence of Europeans. Those other peopl.es were too cbviously e o

itis i able that there could be a difference of such magnitude

?;;tsmggf?az the richness of our inheritance from the Romz.ms apd Gre c(l-;] 'lt:z

the reason. The Byzantines and the Arabs enjoyed the same m!]:antange;:ans -

plainly, the immediate reason for the uuparall_eled success of the u;r :tc"—to
their immeasurably more passionate will or dcs'xr'c—whlchv is more a.':cthe xﬁaﬁer
achieve physical mastery, collective and individual. This, then, is

ultimately calling for explanation. ‘ .

In pmzuit of i the hipstorian is prompted to loqk again, c]osely:b'dt t::: t?‘;t:iﬁe
of Europe; those centuries before the will to material omnipotence tehga ¢ sge in the

predominant driving force. What, he will ask himself, happcn_ed n o e

minds, souls and institutional arrangements of Europ eans wh_lch ar 0“; sccesshul

a will to domunate the world that was more passionate, insatiable and

than any previous will to material power in human history? akes clear

Finally, contemplation of the West’s present mastery of the ‘world n} Sl
to the revising historian that in order to write a true and clear history 0 1500, bt
is not necessaty to abandon the theme of continual progress since 1ctent;S sin
merely to modify it. So, provided that it is not used to distort the conip imoti,
itself of each historical moment, a general underlying pattern, a guiding
lies ready to hand and is part of the story.
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In the old idea of European progress, the mythical, unhistorica] part was the
transformation of westerners into a mentally and morally superior species. Enter
Modern Man, prototype of the ‘cool, clean hero’! We will look at him more
closely when we come to ‘the Enlightenment’. Suffice 10w o say two things.
That self-image of Europeans as a race of autonomous, righteous, freethinking
and humane individuals—a pew 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 1s 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, Evropeans, 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, fora
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 2
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 mdividual 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 secking power as individuals and these power-seeking states,
On the one hand were Ppersons 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-collectives secking mastery of people
by, among other means, their transformation into detached individuals. Both had
4 common interest in at least weakening, and at most dissolving any inherited or
traditional power or anthority that lay between them. (It was a shared interest in
achieving, in secular terms, an unmediated relationship such as many Christians,
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became Protestants, wantgd w.it1_1 regard to God.) NOthing
tural, then, than that would-be detached individuals and the neyw States
more natu h out ,collab()ratively, to cach other: the states by encouraging
.Sho,ul.d rclac tion :’md by empoweting, in strict order of usefulness, successive
- lsLfi'individualS' the latter by adhering dependently to the states and thy,
e ey them. And ,again, nothing more natural than that the rulers should
m‘lp'(l)wm:sgallies -other collectives that shared their interest in the individualisatioy,
g?v;:f;ie and, ’later in the massification z}nd hompgenisation which the
individualisation made possible. (I return .to this matter in Part Two.)

Given that these processes, in successive waves and forms, have been at the
centre of European history from 1500 to th_e present, an account of thf:m, o
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.

and not only those who

Dismantling the myth of the Italian Renaissance, and acquiring an 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 Modermity,
is the foundation on which the ideoclogical History of Europe was consolidated in
the nineteenth century. It was on that basis, with the Renaissance poised between
a dcbased Middle Age and an exalted Modemmn 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 1ts‘
believers an ugly kind of behaviour. So recurrent as to typify the mental sct qt
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 pooret 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 instauce——‘medu.:val
Burope” comes to figure as the first ‘Dark Continent” of the European imagination.
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‘The Reformation’ and ‘The Enlightenment’

“Others, including the present author, are trying to situate what happened in
fourteenth-century Florence, ﬁﬁeenth-cenhlryltalYandsixteenth-ceﬂtm-y]gmpe
in a sequence of connected changes between 1000 {or thereabouts) and 1800.”

Peter Burke

Norman Davies attempts a double correction by entitling his chapter covering
¢.1450 to 1670 ‘Renaissances and Reformations’. The point he is making with
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 1o general consciousness. There was also, in the same century, a
general Catholic reform—carried out by the Council of Trent after having long
been calied 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 Lamch of
Socialism’. Between 1520 and 1550, Luther, Calvin, and some Englishmen led
by Cranmer who supported King Henry VIII’s break with Rome, independently
carried out local reformations of the Christian 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 trumpet 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 wishied 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 Romme in the 16th and 17th centuries which took place in
Tesponse to the Protestant Reformation™. That, all sides would now agree, makes
‘Counter-Reformation’ a misrepresentation. Given the prior existence of the



Protestant revolts, the Catholic reform was, mdeed, incvityy,
them; but primarily it was the end-product of a reform moyepy, ly, Tespopg
long before them. What has, however, rendered ‘Counter_Refffllt that hag bee to
beyond repair is the expansion of its meaning to include, ang Omatigy’ uSeilln
denote, a quite different thing: the subsequent Catholic camev- principally :S
people lostto Protestantism! The dictionary has not caught up pai o wip bac}i
of the intention of its creatots, the word has run amok. uaiy this; Tegardleg
The true story of western Christianity in the sixteenth century j S
up by the sub-title to Chapter 9 of 4 Brief History Of The Wels
Thomas H. Greer and Gavin Lewis (1992). It reads: ‘Division an;t
Church’. Even ‘Division in the Church’ suffices to designate ¢ ;
European event in question. In the revised history I am imagip; ¢ Importap
revolt up to the break with Rome in 1520-21 has been narrated %n tll? & Luther
the German high creative period around 1500 and as one of the indj - soutextof
new age. ‘Division in the Church’ takes up from that, narrating thl:ators o the
story of Lutheranism, the other Protestant reformations, and the CathSl;.b Sequent
and “countermeasures” (to borrow another term from Greer and Lew(‘) St
. 1 was _not suggesting above that serious histonians never ‘assumf’)l '
m\.restlgat}ng, or that, if they do, it is an unpardonable fault. When the wnh")m
evidence is strong and the assumed fact attractive, they occasionally do .
anfl though culpable, can be forgiven for it. For example, take the not?zsm;}w,
prior to the Protestant reformations the Bible had not been translated into vemzctllat
languages. The only way one can imagine that getting into the standard histo o
as it did for a time, is by ‘assumption’. None of the reformers had acmaily,
cl_almed as much; but the appearances were highly suggestive. The reformers hag
given Scnpt:u:c a central importance such as the Catholic Church had never done.
They had either made‘ tran:slations themselves or had others make them. They
:1;:3 ’;_2;:1 vcma(:l]J)lar .B_lble in divine service and enjoined daily reading of it on
i Sacre(:iw\;fr;_—d f:glrzl\;ly L};e.rhapg the idea of a Promethean Lut]?cr lib'erating
el gwnt;n prison of the ROI:Il.lSh priests am‘i giviog it to the
v r own language was b.cgulh:.m. And one knew’ what the
Devfl }lrch was like without having to investigate it!
Cope:;,ilszs gt;]\;:l ;];1 g::;fllent short account .of the heliocentric drama f_'Tl";‘;
omits is the Lutheran ° ar-ld- Kepler to Ga-hleo. The only ?elevant et er
things, prevented De R Op?o§1t19u o C.OP enycus?; theory which, 217> :ncd,
the man who tried to evto-tu HO_mbus DRilg pnipd Wit_tc.nberg- At h:f:fl was
himself a Lutheran Aiirlhlpnn)fed th.ere, t.he mathematician Vor ary ,rto a
- s failure in Wittenberg he handed the task ove

Well Summed
ern Worlg by
Rcform IIl ﬂle

Kk published i
sy from

g‘s;:lineg;l‘“tgem“ theologian, Andreas Osiander, who got the boo
Liifisisn (‘?i'sa ut the latter, with the intention of protecting COPe
g pproval, disobliged him by substituting for his prefac

vhich described the new account of cosmic reality as 2 Mere s
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¢ will Galileo finally cease to be represented as the iconic
¢ at the hands of the obscurantist Catholic Church? The irony of

ut of which such mileage was got in
he was merely supporting Copernicus’s
rvations: the same theory that during

ration
al Rome and been

entury-0l lescopic obse
C

dtheorywithte g I e
o etime had encountered benign I erest In p
Copc?lcc;;;oﬁzectzgsure since then. Galileo was provocative about what he called
‘f‘rt?iiﬁcal astronomy”’ and he argued his case in 2 l?ook in Italian, not scholarly
Latin. But the decisive reason why the Inquimﬁgn arraigned him was That
circumstances’ had changed since Copcrﬂicus’s_tlme. A present-day Galileo
would be 2 psychologist publishing fresh evidence in support c_)f Hf]l]StOﬂ Stewart
Chamberlain’s racial theories, which elicited benign interest 1 high curcles less
than a century ago.® Because today, as then, ‘circumstances’ !Jave cl.ianged., the
Inquisition’s current successor—the Correctorate speaking from 1ts media pulpits—

would make short work of him. ‘Obscurantism’ is a relative thing.

I have referred appreciatively to Davies’ revisionist chapter-headings fThe Middle
Age’ and ‘Renaissances and Reformations’. But above these, respectively, ht_:has
placed the Latin words MEDIUM and RENATIO (tebirth) in Roman capltz.ils.
Such bilingual chapter-tities are 2 feature of the entire book: the followmg
chapter is headed
LUMEN
Enlightenment and Absolutism ¢.1650-1789
adiction between the spirit of sensible revision

There is 2 disappointing contr ‘ : !
reflected in some of the English tsitles and these Latin supet-titles which, as 1t

were, set the nineteenth-century historical evangel in stone.

“The Enlightenment’ is a term inspired by but misrepresenting the German die
Aufklérung It entered English only in 1865. To persist inusingitasa designation
of the intellectual history of 1650-1789 is bad enough without hammering it
home with LUMEN—inverted commas nowhere in sight! Tts namative uselessness

is illustrated by Davies’ opening paragraph:
“There is an air of naivety about the so-C
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 2
fall, in the shape of the terrible revolutionary years, is what the Age of Reason

eventually encountered.”

8 For example, in the Times Literary Supplement, 15 December 1910, with regard to
Chamberlain’s principal work The Foundations Of The Nineteenth Century.
“unquestionably one of the rare books that really matter”,

9 Aufklarung has none of the mystical connotation of ‘enlightenment’ (the Genman for
that is Erleuchtung). It means ‘clarification or elucidation, an act of informing or
educating’; inthis historical context, ‘by the use of reason’. InEnglish, ‘the Enlightening’,
while losing out on sensational effect, would have been closer to the sense.

alled ‘Age of Reason” In refrospect it
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“The Enlightenment’, which we were supposed to b hear
d! Down the page, a mention of “rationalism,» reafﬁ;ai?g abom’ b

disappeared’ P ;
theme. “Enlightenment” follows 1t as an apparent synony, o
functioning as a superfluous and distracting adjunct to the S,to ut by 4 oW it
theme that the chapter-title announces. tY, Dot the Maiy

The reason for this immcdiatc. relegation is that ‘p & of
cationalism’ relate directly to and fairly describe som cthing that g Reagqy: .
in Western Europe in 1650-1789. So they are terms that cap iy 1d really oceyy
“The Age of Reason’ is not a metaphor, but indicates int elh'gib1se narrativcly
(even when standing alone in narratives of the period, it is oftep ¢ 4 vtha.t ‘Reaggy
central theme of the times. In the context of the story. whether abapltahsed) Wasa
Encyclopédie, geometrical gardens, the guillotine or Freg, :llt Newtop, the
‘rationalism’ and ‘Age of Reason’ make sense. They do not r 1ck the Great,
that occurred, even typically, in the mind, culture ang ¥"\"€mmenctz:c Everything
cighteenth century. But they indicate a vein of reality to which we ¢ C_ﬂlos pf the
telate both the accompanying sub-themes—progress, indivi dUaliSman Inte.lliag‘ib]y
humax}enejss aqd s? on—and the opposing or divergent attitudes ané f;.lpu?mm’
§hurt, rationalism’ and ‘Age of Reason’ serve well and, unti] so thinking, Iy
invented, are the best we have, mething better js
‘The Enlightenment’, however, is li i
, , 18 literall )
Leap Forward’; a term that should be used serif;ulﬁ(e N{af) TSHHHg > The Great
colourful metaphor, an advertising slogan lik, Y only with quotation marks, A
itis not the designatioq of 8 ¢ calling a new soap “a revolution’
b g:'h_ 01111 0l an event or process to whose occurrence the historian’
- , Which eighteenth- . :
pious Buddhists hope for?g\l?lvaslil:ttle:nmry PEISons or nations, experienced what
even after ‘Renzissance’ and ook o OF ifelong? Hereditary? Before that
nce’ and ‘Reformation’, were E i ,
In the preface to a Pelican book 7% B ; ¢ Europeans unenlightened?
Hampson, the honest author oy € Enlightenment by the historian Norman
“The attitudes which .
constitute a free, sub; ,one chooses to regard as typical of the Enlightenment
Rilic » Subjective choice... It may b i ili
Seau Was either one of the Yy be argued with equal plausibility that
greatest writers of the Enlightenment or its most

cloquent and effect;
. \, S
it i ¢ opponent... Within limits, the Enli ghtenment was what one

I lloﬁce that RO
e P ; _
Britain’ with th Y Forter prefaces his recent book on ‘the Enlightenment it
th

: at last s -
1t. Both these works shoi:tt;nce’ among other quotations, and does not contradict
neans anything the g atan interesting book can be written about somethi’g
uthor chooses! But writing a true, clear history of the

eighteenth ceptypy ; .
Without concretteu;chlfesc:{f ;mnt- matter. ‘“The Enlightenment’ is particularly
Part, it lacks a weath nglish where, differently from its German counter-

¢ .

ften, in an atte;e;f;leanmg rooted in the Ianguage usage of the 1700s.
content, a phijgs Spical g 0 fill the windy metaphor with some autonomous
State of mi;ot:iph?r o I.Qm,s is misquoted: the one about ‘the c?ot

%" Passing from book to book and from language™ -

|
‘
|
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1
|
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ncorrected—because as Burckhardt might say, ‘people like it so
Kant’s words are presented as his “famous definition of the Enlighten-
fact, writing in 1784, the philosopher had never heard of a perod of

history called die Aufkldrung, let alone ‘the Enlightenment’,

for some time previously, the notion of Aufkldrung had been

loosely associated with the philosophy_ of reason,‘as presented_in universities,

leamed journals and the popular magazines called ‘moral Wgekhes’. People had

been debating about what precisely the word, taken from ordinary speech, meant
When a contributor to a Berlin monthly raised the direct

in this new context.
question ‘Was ist Aufklarung? first Moses Mendelssohn, then Kant responded.
In the 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 of Frederick
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: “Aufkldrung [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. Itis

a minority brought about by one’s own fault when its cause lies not in a lack of
thout direction by another.

mind but of the resolution and courage to use it wi «
Sapere aude! Have the courage to use your own intellect—this is the motto of

enlightenment.”
In other words, enlightenment means exit from what Kantn the same short essay
f the free, critical

calls ‘tutelage’, and attainment—by the use of one’s reason—o
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, be is
made to say something that he by no means said: namely, that m 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

Eu:opean_s, let alone mankind, had been doing this. He was describing what
happens in a man, 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 i an age of
enlightenment.””

Here, rather than in Kant's much-misused definition of Aukidrung, is a
statement by him which might legitimately be taken as refering to the Age of
Reason. But it is hardly what a historian in search of a telling quote would want,

Janguage
much™—
ment”. [0

Europcan :
In Prussia,
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religious matte
TS 18 st

by Frederick the Gre:i’a ‘:’(;lnglrfay off. But thei ;0 1q nzies ff affatrs, he

prescribe nothin 0 has made (. teld h eely ap
g for his sub; Clear that « Open Out
the age of en] ubjects in re; he +°1d for thegy:
1ghtenment or F 1810Us mattepg» it a5 €m”

T IS 1S

Here, as it happens e seeedenck s century™ his respecy “thl:'ztyt
: i ¢ geis

10 common
o theStanI;]%lamngihad quite a number ' S ﬁthe debate about ighten, d
Public in rationa] thinking ang ungkamngs Among thege ng might
Cr ere ¢ ducaﬁo
n

through Luther’s ref .
ormat its imi
absorbed the phil mation and its imitators to the Age of Reason, which
philosophical lessons of the Scientif : Y5y

who thereb tentific Revolution. Its beneficiaries

¥ Y Supposedly: fOI'II‘lCd the essential 7 ‘ » ’
virtue of their progressive liberati ntial, representative Europe’, were by
it 260 trae: raliomz] lin 1beration rendered righteous possessors of true religious
Britain Franc; » a owledge. In the course of the eighteenth century, in
rea ders’ of Fr s 1111185121 and the ne\fv-born United States of America, and among
individual andencu everywhere, this personally justifying mental liberation—
there collective a? once—became definitive and complete. Thereafter,
o _tWaS.Some trouble with dark Reaction and subversive Romanticism. BI_J!

spite this and surmounting it, until World War I and even beyond it, tbis
essen?lal Etllrope, at home and in North America, remained confirmed i its frec,
superior being. The entire process, but in particular the Age of Reason (thus the
‘:Wth) Was an event not only in European, but in world history. T]_:e d“,“t

eneficiaries, by virtue of their representativeness, effected a collective liberation
of mankind,

As with ‘the Renaissance’, so, too, with the Protestant reformations and t:;

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

qotes how the participants in the events described them. He accepts these
descriptions as valid, or refuses them as in cne way or another unsuitable for
describing or recounting what was actually the case.1® Using language in its literal
and present-day meanings, he deploys designations and narrative that he believes
10 be objectively true. And as historical facts among others, he mentions how the
participants designated or understood the matters in question. As he 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 i 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 chaice.

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 inferested,
critical feedback—is that they or their disciples can persuade others 10 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
Jact that such men express this wish does not mean that it is realised—does nol

alter human nature.

in their treatment of eighteenth-century France, do not—in
*The Century of Lights” (le siécle des lumiéres),
f the philosophes® or some such.

T" Sensibly, English historians,
imitation ofthe French designation—call it
but more soberly and intelligibly “the age o!
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In 1520 a German newspaper might well haye
DECLARES RIGHT OF EVERY CHRISTIAN TO INTERPRET FA[ 1y ,: l.m
And that wgul_d have been an accurate report of 3 pag ND SCRIPTURES PERSON,

g (;, T he‘ Chrt'st'zmz Ruders Of The German Nation Rimiiiﬁym Luther’g pam;[}ff'
< hg:-tt:::,fn‘fn;lg;—t;{e 1flirsl‘. of three pa_lmphlets Whiéh lic ii:flde ‘fmprowgmem gt
i right whic he dcg]ared In that passage wag L, n Fhat year, Ty,
E:t rz: t}\lvay, he had cxercts;d himself. R0m§ did not cmm:stotl}]{‘ Whlch, in a ye e

er (agmng other things), the deduction which | © fight in prip; 1
the organisation of the Church. Here now, in print hcl:.illwr A o
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A bss imself to .the rulers o fGermany. He ex I believeqd
followed by an interdict fr » f}f communicated, and he knew that thisp i
his rhetoric with his amdi(;m ¢ Emperor that could lead to his arrest H“;O‘;lld be
?uti-Roman, even a.ntiulta]il::r:le t]e[:‘rrrlzlzicgha‘s: pamﬂl sk e il; Vi;l:sgﬁ
eeling - e i
occursgit'llgz zzl;tt?:c?glfl tthat 1eaCh' Ch;istian could intclligrct ggngfur?;anef -
the previons ages Lu:hzuthy rejecting the Roman Pope’s sole right tIc? dzos?l;y
priests to be free ot: tem or] as argued against the right of Pope, bishops 2 :11
them of Christian rulcrsph: ztlhjutfl Sdlct?on, and asserted the lawful f,‘“thoml; OV[':‘I
on the financial exactionls of the Ell@wlﬂg i e delivers an extended diatribe
to flow Romewards from G ¢ Roman Curia which caused great sums of money
that Luther was takiy ermany every year. It might well, indeed, be surmised
g example from the prudent steward in the ,GosPcI story

Wwho, before his :
s master’s dismissal of hi
have friends among his master’s debtors] S
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vent, wh
en the blows fell, at the end of 1520 and carly in the following

Inthee

year, the Saxon P

Pmtect?on. It was ttrllemt:'listE :cton Frederick the Wise, took Luther under his
becol_mng subject to the stat €p 1m a process which led to the Lutheran churches
i years after Luther’:tlgﬁn the Cpuntn'es where Lutheranism was adopted.
it :v:t;f:tﬁ:“ewspaperhad inVcstiagiste:ltlt?]n of the individual Christian’s interpret-

v €d the outy i inavi
CHURGH, € had to report DISCIPLINE 1N L i 1(; Germany and Scandmi';'l;;
Tt was not . UTHERAN CHURCHES MUCH AS IN RO

Case algg i OPLY 2 Matter
OWith the Apeli of the churches being subject to states, as was the

that ang Anglican ¢ .

Pl‘indplé.‘;;-thc sting t‘-'mpI:Ial.g:h' The Calvinist churches were not. Owing 0

50 ethem.Azgm 1 intetpretaﬁonm; the. individual in Calvinist religion, e
~Tasmuch ag it did, 'to Scripture played an appreciable, if minot

Y T encouraged, over the years and centuries and
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{ 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
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
basis of their worldview from their respective churches
there was no significant change and therefore
Luther and a few others, for history to report as

as migh

main

the faith that formed the
and preachers. In that respect,
nothing, except the idealism of

novelty.

‘Freedom’ was indeed a marked component of Protestant religion and ideology,

but it was freedom of a different kind and had a profounder source. Like Catholics,
ots 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 rightcousness 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 2 second historical event. To
heirs to and enactors of a historical

share in a Protestant faith meant to be

emancipation from the most powerful mental tutelage in Europe. The sacred
Word, they believed, had 1n the sixteenth century liberated them from that to true
faith and justified them as true Christians. Jpso 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.

Protestal

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
Confirmation in their

the Europe of their time, doubly frec and righteous persons.
second liberation and justification was completed by their faithfulness to their
Protestant tradition—handed down to them from the founding father ot 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 0f

false.)

rd to mean the ideology adopted by most members of

Rationalism, using the wo
had a formal resemblance to that

the European elites in the eighteenth century,
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second-liberation aspect of Protestantism. [l ¢entral value was truc knowleqge
or, more precisely, rational knowing, Such knowing was to be attaineg by
reasoning about the impressions and ideas <.)f the world which the sengesg Presented
to consciousness. Rationalism PfoPOSed_tms fruc knowledge conferrcd by Reason
as the necessary basis for a true worldview, and as the means by which a human
being was secularly justified and rendered free.!! Reason, it tanght, liberated the
human mind from its two enslaving agents, both of them enemies of true
knowledge. The first, human tradition, consisted of ‘prejudice’, meanin £unexamined
and therefore irrational belief. The second was tutelage by ancient or ¢4 ntemporary
doctrinal authorities; this darkened or blocked understanding. Do ginatic theology
and Aristotle’s writings on science belonged equally to this categoiy,

Mainstream rationalism, whatever about its subcurrents, did o+ Propose true,
rational knowledge as a replacement for true faith. Reason, as a steular liberator,
was not capable of knowing the supemnatural; it could rationalisc rej 1gion only up
to a point. But as the agent which rendered man free and righteous in his
humanity, it was a necessary basis for faith for a free person.

It was, then, not only legitimate but imperative for everyone to allow their
minds to be guided by the expounders of Reason and the purveyors of reasonable
views, wherever they might encounter them. Their teachings and views could be
found in certain new or recent philosophical books, in the new encyclopedias and
the popular rationalist weeklies, or in lecture halls in some German universities,
Rationalist views dealt in particular with themes of the rationalist ‘package’—
progress, science, religious tolerance, humaneness and so on. But they also dealt

heyday. By picking up in a fashionahle salon the more outré of the new views,
and by repeating them elsewhere, a man could win the reputation of a ‘freethinker’.

Apart from th.e 10le of the popular press, rationalism was brought to ascendancy
by the new prestige of science, some persuasive philosophical works, the support

Suppress many of the ratiq
often m Holland, the
avidly,

Man i :
¥ Catholics adopted 5 Tationalist outlook, but more Protestants than

Catholj
ather ed"fo f;‘:f that they could be enthusiatic rationalists, Protestants who
EW Views could see themselves as triply righteous and free. Men

tonalist publications, but when they did get published,
political class that would make the Revolution read them

" Interestingly, ;
# ght' gly, in Fl‘ench

» 8 in the other Latin languages, ‘to have reason’ means ‘to be

i< sort constituted and built the United States of America.i2 In Europe, in the
of.thIS‘ teenth century, when to be a ‘rationalist’ was to be a ‘Liberal’ with a
mld-nied‘:tim; of Modern Man to lock back to uncritically, this same combination
prou(13' izcl)n and- ideology greatly buttressed the self-confidence of the Protestants
! ml%g dit. As for those rationalists, particuiarly in France, who abjured Christian-
?Vho hlve we're dependent on their rationalism alone for their conviction that they
o f?ée and virtuous. As a result, their attachment to rationalism (or what they
::;zfto be rationalism) was passionate; just how passionate would be seen at the
i i rench Revolution.
hlgl"]l‘%?:mfta?:fttll]lz:: eighteenth-century rationalism regarded all ?revioys human
‘tradition’ as polluted knowledge gave 2 universa'lly human dlmcnswnltio fg:;
ideology.® A rationalist, equipped w1ﬂ1' tI"I.Ie, rational knovsrledge, ceuh i
himself superior to most of mankind. This is perhaps the main e(ricason v;;’ }:m he
movement was seen as an event in world history and celebrat ; t;s suc =
great excitement and poetic names. In France the age Wa? cz_ﬂlfad‘t he f:;;ntgy o
lights” (or, depending on how one traf:ts]ates lumieres, anhe?nl insights’). -
Prussia what was occurring was described by_ a word :)f multlI.} € ’meam;f; -
which the best rendering is probably the most hter_al: an up-clc:mng{5 :;.13 oBriﬁs]1
on a dull day when the sun shines through m.:ld dispels tl_le Elougs. dey prieeh
sobriety can explain why there was no eqmvalel.n. tag in Eng sh, desp
fundamental contribution made by Newton and British philosophers. N
For intellectual history, the impgm;]g:;né oi :l;::e Sctzllllttu‘!vj; ;;‘;vsl : ;basfd i
utlook by the European elites. The dua olic-Protestar :
?aith gaveyway toa rztionalist outlook th:; ct}rfnztmc;i g;;hfzt]:he: ﬁt‘ﬂ:;si ir:aétlh:oc;;
a small minority, stood alone. effect o utt L
3:: ?og make impossibltg—or at least to discredit —the use of Chnstla]f liel‘lrglhorz :;
the ostensible motive for war or the killing of people. Butas the Frenc ;er el
would soon show, Reason itself, religiously and therefore aberrantly un
i stitute legitimation. ) .
COUIl? igz)t:;ieciaaﬁ)ed for thas%I eighteenth-century change of \avu)rtllchnev.vlc ?;:z I]: }\’V:(S)
uniquely radical in human history. But in fact, as a change of ou ogk, 100 aﬁied
means as radical as those which, in Europe and elsewl_iere, ha ﬂiz c;:ﬁge o
changes of civilisation. Consider, for cxamplc,_ hov‘v radical was e B
mind when the Germanic peoples and the Celtic Irish—or more p &

. & 1+
1 Coming out of the rationalist mentality that founded the United ?ﬁ?hﬁ:d[’;ﬁ:sfﬂ;s
Free' has an essentialist connotation. It iI}IPh“ that cmz;nsin oinstitutions and laws are
constituted, aro ipso fucto free persons. Provided thatshe mvo W08 P s e
judged by the Supreme Court to remain in accord with the ﬂ;oai fmost of them, might come
to be free persons—regardless of what their condition, or that ol

to be in fact. : ublican
5 Tacmyjt exempted certain traditions, notably Protestant ones, and the cult of rep

Rome.
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intellectual elites—adopted and adapted the Christian-Roman worldview. That
change laid the intellectual and moral foundations of western civilisatiop
Eighteenth-century rationalism, while rationalising the rules of behaviour of ¢ t
civilisation, retained them, broadly speaking. It remained within the European .
western framework. As a change of outlook, it was perhaps comparable in d"“r - _o‘r
thpugh broader in effect, to that which took place in intellectual Europe i
thirteenth century, with the arrival of Arab and Jewish philosoph bt the
complete, unadulterated texts of Aristotle. Py and the

Again, it has been claimed for the Age of Reason that, in its high valuation of

reason and its vigorous use of it, it was unique in human history. But rationalict:
: ? . ; . atsonalis
movemenlts had occurre'd_ in philosophy since the ancient Greeks, What -:; i -S“C
was medieval scholasticism but a manner of thinking so rationalisti. ;l Lu-]’
abistic that jg

caused Luther to call reason, angrily, “the Devil’s number-one wihare ™
course, th{: new rationalism was quite different from that earlier on h-“ i Al
special to 1tselt?; but the same could be said of every rationalistic mco - T -
It was not in the fairy-tale ways that have been suggested bu\( Lxr:l:&ji]r:oth
8 i er

Belief was fading ivine 1 :

Wi peoplg ?Yﬂ;t:a :Iwn;{e i tqf kings as a legitimation for the expanding

prioeigle o sy te[i ationality, declared by rulers to be their guidiné

which would L { ¢m fo government, supplied a convincing substitut
o 0 through the following century and into the wfntieth. lThg

Ke's short bo
0 ; .
k The Renaissance, he writes, with reference

“The ancientg
were admir,
ed because they were guides to living. Following

them meant travelling with more security in the direction in which people were

already going.” ) . )

The direction 1n which Europe was mainly going since around the year 1500 was
towards the achicvement 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 of we 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 centuries, 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
huadreds 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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and opened, successive batc

‘ : c‘ 1 1 43 ~
drowned in the Loir Davies is correct in desctibing the Terror as a “fall of the

hat ; :
1 azfn Rdoug;f}’ﬂ Itt < truc that the members of the Committee of Public Safety
{:ghe 3cd ;::y bc'longed to the Age of Reason and acted in accordance with this
elie

belief, By entering empathetically nto their r{linds ﬂ‘ﬂd feelings one can Sfe this.
They inherited anew calendar, in terms of which their Terror occurred in Y ears 11
and I1I of Reason. Some of their colleagues I}ad converted the cathedral Of.NOtrc
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 opponen.ts of tl?c humaq 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 cvil.  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
“gverything” 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 thermn 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 tock 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 Cifizens, 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 tokill large numbers of people with rational and impersonal efficiency was
still in its infancy.

According to their lights then—without guidance from the philosophers of
f{cafon_—the Terrorists did their best to serve it; or, as some of them might say,
her’, mindful of the goddess enthroned in Notre Dame. Their purpose served, the
emergency past, and fear spreading among their colleagues, they were beheaded
;nr:n?:_(’_wEl:;d A press campaign vilified their memory. France, and more than

ope, the West—were not yet willing to condone massacre a$ an

.

Instrument of politics.
S ising with the Terrorists, in the sense of entering imaginatively

hes of Vendean civilians, including priests, were

. minds and feelings, does not blind the historian to the fact that they
into thetr clves. Rationalism had taught that reason was a faculty given by
deluded BT use .to the limits of its reach; a relative value therefore, not an
God to man N y not God nor an equivalent of God. It was the Terrorists

sertainl / -
dbgol Ve i d who made themselves, self-servingly, the embodiment of

tised it an ;
Tlthﬁig:ll:; Convinced that their Republic and they, its servants, were absolutely
tha ’

iS¢ s of the rationalist equation that ‘having reason’

e [h‘leay'absii] lrl}tlltsjbgni};es:t{-l;wingly reversed it. Thus, non-believers in tl?e
ccq}?r?lfian%zgd, tﬁey used the ideology of Reason to create a N_[anichacan. myttLJ in
which they werc like Yahweh, the' C})lltd Testament's God, implementing their
i i unrighteous.
ng}l[t’;ouszfssxi}tl Ctr}?j]i.céit::z[g)i:gethe ti%lc of the book which Tom Paine was then
writin;?'belong t‘O the'A ge Of Reason, and thcil" ma:ssacrcs w;:re ’.thereff.':rr[fcz;:] a
“fall’ of rationalism. By the 1790s the Romantic wind was blowing, g

i igi ival, The Terrorists were

i fter Absolutes and sentimental religious revival, Terror
e fon first notable embodiment of 2 self-dlymls111_g, s‘,elf—
hich, joined occasionally with Puritanism,

romantic rationalists, the (
i us and massacring rationalism w :
i s of the twentieth century.

would flourish in the revolutions and war
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sEurope’ For Historical Purposes

“[ have become convinced of the jdea—gbared now by not a few scho lars—thag
the Middle Age, understood in its traditional chronological acceptatioy, is a

fictitious entity of very little interpretative utility. I have therefore opted for
radical choice: to abolish the ‘Middle Age’—even the word—from m ¥ ment T
horizon....At the end, it seemed as if [ had rid myself of a burdensome artify ngl
scaffolding which prevented me from working freely. Unnecessay ¥ 10 say thy
Antiquity, the Modern Age and other similar abstractions disappeareq F at
with the Middle Age. What remained were people, their thin gs and fhieir i;ie a.z(zj’
Massimo Montanari, La fame e I'af'/mmim::a, 199>3

Leave aside the 120-page appendix of maps, tables and list. ang the 300
‘capsules.’—*paﬂﬂls on interesting minor items—that have been mserted in the
text. Davies® Europe: A History is a vast production for the simple reason that it
contents correspond to its title in a geographically literal sense. This means g i
only ‘from the Urals to the Atlantic’ but also from prehistory 1o 1997 A];
Although the narrative is not presented explicitly in this form, it covers in f;ct Sixl
:ﬂ?uizgg afporfant civilisations: Minoan, Greek, Celtic, Roman, Byzantine

. I.n his Introduction Davies writes at length on what the concept ‘Europe’ h
signified and signifies, and on what ‘European history’ should not 'mdpsho ?;

mean. In the latt.er respect, he does not insist that the historian should lz;c in ’18ui'1
himself does, with the earliest times. But he does argue strongly for the ?ncitisioc
?\;r Eastern E.ur.opc z?nd’against its exclusion. Mainly this is in tiue section headeii]
g es:;?ii (élmltsatwn. ’I-Iprg Davies inveighs against histories which have
hisgtg ; at ‘Westem’ is in every way superior to ‘Eastern’, and that the

ory of Western Europe amounts to the history of E :
questions get entangled: what propetly speaki - St S‘O Lsation, and
whzg, ﬂlf:history e : peaking, 1s western civilisation, and
- : . :

Mo ;Iels agcs);sn a 1;g_reat service by bringing out into the open, polemically, a lot of
phions about these matters, He makes one think and consciously

‘the hist Y :
b di.:'),lythc;f ﬁil:gent C;recce or ‘of Ancient Rome’; in other words, mutatis
competition, createdryang dthe peoples who, in a process of interaction and
whose fﬂViSionIamdjsc evelopfad EurOpcgn civilisation, This is the history
10w’ inmind. The peq lussmg> with the qualities of truth, clarity, and ‘sense for
distinct from the Romai g fomilded and developed European civilisation,
term | Mmean, rough} thm;d Byzantine ones, inhabited Western Europe. Bb’thfit
(between Sweden an)(;, Fi:;l o el straight line from the Gulf of Bothni2
3D 1o hand, that ey, and) to the heel of Italy. For the reader who has notd

ces Silesia, Bohemia and Austria, The only necessary
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twards breach in this line is one that includes, during the period that they
eas German cities and settlements along the Baltic Sea, in particular East

ijstcd’ the

Pmi}sgi.history of any people or group of peoples requires an explanatory prelude.

gome account must be given of the originating circumstances_ and ‘f“l*“‘?l
igheritances of the entity in question. In the case 9f Europt_e the pf:nqd 'lav]nch this
must cover is unusually long. The most appropriate gtarfmg—pomt is in the late
Roman empire; specifically, the recovery and reo.rgamsatlon ot: th_e empire unc-ler
Diocletian (284-305) and that emperor’s pfarsecutlon of the Christians. Cefltun.cs
Jater, when the new, European civilisation has got under way, na.rratmg its
political history requires occasional refcrct‘lces to rulers and events in Eastern
Europe (Europe east of the line I have mentioned). A recurrent theme wﬂl I'Je t:e
spread eastwards of cultural influence from the West. Another, starting 1n 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 Europ.e.become part
of the western story. From the 1700s onwards, a pau-Eur.ope'an pelitics develfﬁzl.
But only in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries is the flow of cul

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 a.bout such a hlitory ;Jlf
Europe. With the exception that we might have begun the introductory p ;1
later in ancient Roman history, it is more or less th_c story that I and otht?rs eg .m)Ir
generation studied at school. In the broad terms 1m which I have outlmf " ::1 g
accept it as a valid outline for European history because I see the senge o vy
find no good arguments against it. Although it1s centred on WesteErn ur?I;t:,do i
clearly not, especially in its latter part, a mere ‘history of Western u;opz e.rtone s
not imply any ‘superiority of the West’, and I would ffmd B suc ofAn e
tedious irritant. It makes the same sense as the traditional hx_story 31 uc:xt:y
Greece’, which for the most part deals only with the southern third of a:t ct; e
we call by that name, together with the adjacent islands, the west co b:in -
Minor and the overseas colonies of the peoples concerned. That history b stg:
the north of Greece only when part of it, Macedon, becomes relevant to the ry.

The ‘story’ in both instances is that of a group af Pmph: Wh-o’-lfsaﬁof i:
worldview and often in conflict, create and develop 2 hfcthanins;nc;zls thereisa
which other peoples become involved. In othcr words, inbo raie bou;ldariﬁ s
unitary story-theme. That, not coincidence with any geograp s

the basic requirement of a good *history” since b ];ei::e outlined—one of

3 L f Euro e'
The only alternative to the ‘history o r;l:l oes 1ot provide such a

: ; U
geographical Europe from the Aflantic t.o the >
theme. The affairs of the Polish-Lithuanian _comn.lonwealth stretching I;i;o;x;y tl:;al
Baltic to the Black Sea, Russian czars battling with boyars, Ottoman
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Greece and such like, interfere with what is, willy-nilly, the main European story
and until the cighteenth century the only coherent one. An Atlantic-to-Uralg
history has another serious defect. Assuming it is weighted in accordance with,

rtance of the events and personalities, it will inevitably

the overall historical impo
be unfair to the peoples of Eastern Europe. As compared with its treatment of

Western Europe, it must deal superficially with their history. In this way and in
others, it must make that history, which for them is central, seem marginal.
There could be no better illustration. of this than Davies’ book, written with
explicit commitment to, and profound knowledge of East European history. A
we have seen, its chapter-headings and thematic divisions, from ‘the Ml(‘ld]s
Age’ onwards, are those devised by West Europeans for their own hist(; ! Te
this scheme of things the history of Eastern Europe has been—shall w?. Y
added? 58y,
Very well, but what of ‘precise designation’? Surely a ‘hi i
which is occupied for most of its length with WestemyEmg;S;Oi? 1‘?11%13 tlllr‘OEG,
admit there is a slight difficulty here. But it is similar to that which :l ;dd. :
pedantically said to occur with the ‘history of Ancient Greece’, as cou d be
abye: e Burgpean: ase, the difficulty arises from the Fact :;?uthn,ﬂ d
historians invented the distinctive names ‘Byzantium’ and ‘Byza (tl" ‘yhlle
southeastem Europe, its peoples and its civilisation after 500 fiDn&fc for
n.othmg .eqmvalent for the distinctive West European enterprise in r
?;ncs; History might have done what the historians refrained from dolij:n) Sti}oman
fo{; %?IS::?E ?fdmmea}n’ from the time of the Crusades, a distinguishgi.ng ;;;g
it hor‘ica;ihe’;?;d-izlzgf\:ﬁm ct:allsdd‘Franks’. If the crusaders had
‘Burope’ would exist toda .’ B . double meaning of
:Vmﬂd be calling the shﬁﬂzﬁh?:t;vr?czliezli{sgillpl]ce’tjifxzf:;il:smoafu%vBytza AL
Fr;nlflah?d or Franconia’ and its peoples, history and civilisati oss‘;::;li‘s‘;?pc
¢ historians had good reason not to invent what history i Ted
supply. Increasingly, from the fifteenth cen: TSR I
laying claim to the names ‘Europe’ and ‘t}lzlry onwan,js’ they say West Europeans
i ot dcidethe matter and o double menming ecse T o o onlesarne
but a double meaning is precisel :’1? emeaning arosc.14]t can be troublesome,
misnomer for the European Uni Yh ey il vl
atlases and geography CIasscs]oz-n p all ]anguz.lges ‘Europe’ has one meaning in
meaning, which by its nafure is;h another in colloquial speech. The latter
‘broadly to Western Europe Withcthmom.ﬁec_luelzlt and powerful of the two, refers
case, especially in the lISa.g(;, iy € adjcctn{e European’ this is even more the
— e other continents. Consider what, specifically,

4 Norman Da\"i -

Yerites: “Tt vras iﬂ?il:gg::te:f%ﬁmhcr link between the Franks and historical ‘Europe’. He

The Carolingians needed a bharlw the Great that the ancient term of ‘Europe’ was revived.

a8 distinct from the by Iani to describe that section of the world which they dominated,
» from Byzantium, or from Christendom as a whole.”

£

culture’ or ‘European civilisation’ signifies around the world. And that
¢ pot t0 cite the Scandinavian, Russian, Italian and Spanish colloquial usages
! “Europe’, not merely in Western Europe, but in a Western Europe

hich locate B B :
v o its ancient ‘Frankish gmpire’ core.

parrowed almost t . :
In sum, the tistorian who entitles a history of the sort I have outlined, ‘history

of Furope’ 18 using ‘Europe’ in one of its long-accepted and living meanings.
Whatever about geography, he is not misrepresenting history nor is he m 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 his

book. In this broad sense, the criterion of clarity for the reader is satisfied—as itis
satisfied when a

‘history of Ancient Greece’ relates the story of Hellas, in the
south.

But to quote Mao Tse-tung again, “Leta
Jet 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 1. A final chapter, dealing with the 1990s, is—
in view of what 1 have been saying above—significantly tited: ‘A tentative

“return to Europe”’. By contrast, Philip Longworth’s The Making Of Efm‘?m
Europe (1997) includes Russia. But it works backwards from the 1990s, Beginning
it ends with ‘Beginnings 324-1071.

with “The Collapse and its Aftermath’,
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’ 1 have outlined is also, broadly speaking, what I
Some recent

understand as the history of the West or of “western civilisation’. ‘

books bearing such titles, as well as some which announce themselv

of Europe (meaning the historic entity), start off with ancient Greece of even Wl.th
the dawn of history in Mesopotamia. Greer and Lewis, for example, in their Brief
History Of The Western World, begin in the Middle East and move southwest i
Egypt! Peter Rietbergen in Europe: A Cultural History (1998) tells us 1 his
Prologue that “this book mainiy, though not exclusively, records events westofa
‘central European zone™” he has just specified. So far, 0 good, he means the core
Europe 1 have been talking about, But bis history begins with a chapter which
treats of ancient Mesopotamia and includes a substantial extract from the 1ega1
code of Hammurabi! This chapter, entitl » and concluding
with the campaigns of Alexander the Great, is

ed ‘Before “Europe )
followed-—we are still expecting o
encounter ‘Europe’—by a twenty-page sumimary
Such treatments of the stated themes lack focus. F

tEuropCaﬂ

hundred flowers bloom!”. In particular,

of Roman history.
orget Babylonia; not-cven
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: i fthe story of the new civilisation
i for obvious reasons, 15 part o :

claxss‘lici:li ‘Grv;,f::t’cm Furope over 2 thousand years later, The late Roman empire
otle apart from the Irish, all the elements—Roman,

- Diocletian’s time confains, : 3
g;zic}:tﬁh Christian and Germanic—that went 11to the making of Europe
ce;’mries later’More {o the point: it contains these elements not in the forms they

had a thousand, 700 or 250 years 'previouslj.r——which is ir:elcvant—bqt in the
Jiving forms, with their respective literary heritages, that qrqduced the mix out of
which Furope was made.1s Surely ‘the West’ or ‘Burope’, if 2 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 accounts of Babylonia, Egypt
and Greece. Nor do we expect 2 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. Doubiless,
commercial considerations connected with educational, ideological and psy<ho-
logical factors account for this. Tt would be interesting to explore the why and
wherefore.16 But it is 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 historics of
similar historical entities; be treated, in other words, normally. Pethaps, if there is
a public for such books, the ‘beginning with Babylon’ eccentricity can be hived
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 elementary rules for telling a story clearly. The
‘history of Europe’ has habitually omitted to tell us when and how Europe
began!

Consider what this means. Europe, like any other civilisation, was 2 unique
creation. Its particular forms and mix of religion, law, political ideology, morality,
social structure, language, art and literature, all in continual evolution, had never
appeared previously on the planet. It was as distinctive as ancient Rome or Arab
Tstam, more origina} than Byzantium. Obviously, then, like the other civilisations,
it -dld not come about independently of human will. It was made and shaped
originally, at a particular time, by people who wanted a particular kind of life.
Rule'rs a}ld ?reachers, acting in concert, established an enduring system of rules
and institutions and, to sustain the enterprise, saw to it that there was a good
surplus of agricultural production and flourishing trade. And the system, first

15 . v
m},ﬁsn - kggn?x?epf for the fact that under Constantine, a few years after Diocletian’s
of the ;::; stianity, instead of being a persecuted religion, became the favouredreligion
¥Tam exciuding from considerati ;
inghi deration what Davies, 1n his Introduction, calls ‘Eurohistory”
THeaniy i » n, calls ‘Eurohistory s
g history written to buttress the programme and ideology of the Buropean Union. 2

Tecent i
i embh};egm it has begun to make an appearance, and I regard its future with fear and

4.

L

8 particular part of Western Europe, gradually extended
. o area between Scandinavia and Sicily.’” Without needing to be told,
at this happened, because that is how all the civilisations of history
d. But the standard history of Europe, as it has been offered to us
.+ the last few centuries, has MeEVer said when, where and by whose agency,
1

iscly, those constructive founding acts occurred. .
prects™ > e standard history-books have told us a lot about the ‘foundations’

d, th ; ok
fézit,e; ’meaning what Europe was built on or grew out of. Starting in the late
0 )

aming many barbarian peoples, they give us an introduction to
B o \:v’(t)glcia;;iez on uﬁtil eit}‘rrler of two things happen. Either the reader, using
E}lropfs and recognising some name or event as ‘definitely Buropean’—say, St
télzrzzuf, William the Conqueror OT the First Crusade—d?cidcs th_at Europe m@
have begun while e was not looking! Qr else, at some point, varying by ccntm:;s
from one book to another, the historian 1aps 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 Aﬂanti.c-‘tg)grélos
philosophy, ‘Europe’ has ava ntitles a chapter:

lid double meaning, he € sacl
The Birth of Europe ¢. 330-800°, with only Westermn Europe in mind. 50, watching
out for that promised ‘birth’, we

follow a parrative of gvents and processes uptjh 10
around 750. The western empire peters out, the Franks are expanding, other
Germanic peoples move and

settle, the Church holds general councils, Byzantium
has successes and reverses, Islam intrudes and

- +ianise parts of the Continent.
Saxon monks Christiamse p ses” just me ntioned have been

could easily be missed, tells us that the “processes JuS. S
interacting, and the “essential effects” of their interaction “can nOW beidentified”.
The paragraph continues: i ini
“Jt was the four centuries following C'Dn'mnhnih that brguég:;]%fg";m -
being. This was the period when the majority of the d[fu'rrhlis was the pexiod
diverse peoples found their way t0 .permanent 1'11‘:::}21:;1 35 g many SOVErEiED
when the rump of the Roman Empire becan‘i? a; . o olidating behin 1 the screen

states in a community of ‘Christendom’ that was : itv: but
of Islam, No one yet used the name of ‘Europe’ f0 dest;‘»’rl B i

there can be little doubt that it was already in existence.

The chapter ends with an account of bow Pope Steph The next
Peppin the Short and secured his protection aga I%;[L;f: alcl‘:zdle Age ¢.
chapter—we noticed it previously-—is heﬂ‘_ied: M1EP Middle Ages’) ‘We hear
750-1270°, (The following chapter deals with ‘the later been told that,

et shot the birth of Europe. And why should we? We iave
dy in existence".

around 750, it is with ‘little doubt alref/
=+ being discussed here)

17¢ A civilisation’, meaning a particular kind of humat sy;tnmgzl? mind and mammers’ oOF
is to be distinguished from ‘civilisation’, meaning T ;; '3 givi ilisation’.
‘culture’ in its qualitative sense, such as tend to ocour Wi

stablished ina core ared




Davies makes att unfortunate choice of time—circa 750—
complished. The language boundary between
French and Germatt (and therefore between the Latin and Germanic languages)
has always been central to the character of Europe: in 750 it has not yet been

he Frankish empire, the first attempt at providing a

definitively established. T

political, legal and cultural system for what—there’s no avoiding it—will b

Europe, has yet to be tried and to fail. One could go on, but the uﬂfortuuate
e

choice of date 1s secondary to the crucial fact that at no point in Davies’ narrati
is there an account of the creation of European civilisation, which is what ‘tze
beginning of Europe’ amounts t0. Instead, for the emergence of Europe, Davi N
offers us something like a providentially guided parthenogenesis: \viti1outvfllcs
active intervention by human will, Europe has come to be there. And of ny
that was not—well, obviously not'—how European civilisation began Fouse
This manner of dealing with 2 fundamental element of the Europe s.to
any story, is at variance with the historical facts, baffling to the re dry g
ultimately mystical—requiring assent by faith rather than intellige oy ‘and
not, as I have made clear above, Davies’ invention, and he at leagt 1“‘39- L T
courteous of the two methods practised: the ‘tap O;I the should S’ b
has arrived, rather than a narrative which leaves the reader t " TR St
alert attention, that it has. T to notice, by personal,
The plain facts of Europe’s beginning— i 2
not unknown. They are Weﬁ Imowim;:::i%n ljgo‘lzinsncrlzl){' - .beglnning—are
event, they are related. Two of thes; books, includin e e e
come to presently. Itis in the telling of ‘the I;isto f ;EE ; VCI'),’ HeseIm, o, bkl
whether strictly on its own or in a ‘from Bab 11—y 0 UJ‘OPE, e
silence is mysteriously maintained. So, obvi i im iyl v
pattern of narrative being among ot.hcr ’thiugig]ffny’ tw he,n 1. sples v o s
the matter, just missing it by a syllable. We ar v 1031. s i the core of
the standard ‘history of B A - € OI_ICC agamup agalﬂst the fact that
— ry of Europe’ follows a mythical patte istori
e b o Eor e Bl pattern. The historians who
Beghr eginning of Europe what they d i
; aFBAbYlaH, Hellis s Rastel t they do readily for the
b i gt ¢ have been obeying not the truth of thi
5 g amyth of Buropean histo e
It is not difficult to trace the origin ofﬂi—y ' -
g:es ]JaCKto those Tasiiomiabis sy intellchu);t]h nor is its source surprising. It
quired 2 following throughout Eus s-of fi-ﬁeenth-century Ttaly who
rubbished the Enope that e Fagi hope. Chauvimstic and anti-modern, they
whom we mistake for Italians?_gh;sd oL Germans—and other ‘Goths’
All that, they said, was barbélria dCIeated during the previous fow e
properly speaking, the sto an darkness and hence not history, which is,
So m th 1ng, the story of civilisation or, i :
 the myfhical historical sch : , more precisely, humane culture.
;“;bblsyed centuries of Burope eﬁ;]Whmh they propagated, they merged 9%
atic, featureless and uxihistorical b gﬂne.ral mass of the ‘middle age'
. By definition, nothing of note, 00 epoch-

It is secondary that
to declare this existence already ac
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Rome—"

And none, consequently (thus further their
centuries between the epoch-making Fall of
o—and the epoch-making Rebirth of that
and through Italy in Europe. Thus,
eborn, Burope entered history after

ould occur there.
cur in those dark
lture par excellenc
were effecting in Italy,
d civilised by Rome 1

event C
in fact 0€

humane cd
vility which they
scrubbed, chaven an

14501
Much better than

fads and fantasies 0

our ancestors of a century ago, we know about the collective

£ intellectuals, their cults of paradises distant in space Or

me, future time—and their imagined schemes of history.18 Given our

much improved Knowledge of this human type, it is truly sobering to realise how
asting and pervasive has been the influence of those fantasising Italian Latinists
of five hundred years 2£0- 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 of other aspect

of the myth have not collectively prevailed. The standard history, widely diffused,
till observes the myth’s central taboo: Bo gpoch-making event, least of all the
start of a pew civilisation (even Europe’s!), may intrude between the end of the
Latin Roman empire and the great Rebirth. Once the latter had been accepted asa
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 seerned licit, and was done, was t0 insert little Latin ‘renaissances’ in the
ninth and twelfth centuries, as modest, far from epoch—making prefigurements of

the great retum of Rome and civiltg that was yet to come.
Furope in what is bynow a classic,

I first read an account of the beginning of
R. W. Southern’s The Making Of The Middle Ages, published fifty years 880- The
period which Southern deals with is the late tenth to the early thirteenth

After Otto the Great, in 955, had decisively defeated the Magyars in the battle of
cured and the European

the Lech, the West's eastern frontier was definitively se

enterprise got under way. In his Introduction Southern writes:
hief centre of political experiment,

“For a thousand years Europe has been the ¢ xperime
economic expansion and intellectual discovery in the world, It gained this positon
c(iiunng the period with which we are concerned; it is only losing it in our own

a-Y.),
A BX calling the making of the first 2g¢ of Europe, “the making of the Middle
ges”, Southern was conforming to the <onventional historical 1anguage, while at
at first hand

sime—past ti

:ﬁ;": I might seem to be distancing myself from the tribe, 1 confess 1 know

il of 1 speak. In the late 1960s, living in Irish-speaking Conamard, =7

skl 1500, and t}'xe Chinese Cultural Revolution my lodestar. In cur los:al pohtlco-hngmstlc

c‘i: Vism, we believed wewere taking partinthe epoch-makingrevolution of ‘country versus

& ty’ and ‘periphery versus centre’, The future, if not exactly 2 waorld commune of
ommunes, would be a world community of communities.




the same time rendering it absurd. For apart from the oddity of calling a beginnmg

a middle, if the European ‘middle age’ began around 1000, what, then, was it

‘middle’ between? The blurb to the latest edition of Southern’s book (1993) is
more precise about its actual theme, Referring to the two and a half centuries that
Southern covers, it says: “In these years... ‘civilisation’ as we understand it today
was bom”. It would have been even more precise to say ‘civilisation as we kncw
it until the mid-twentieth century’, when that civilisation in effect ended; buit the
meaning is clear.

Doubtless, since Southern’s book first appeared, others have elaborated og
his theme. But I have been fortunate enough to come on an extremely recent
updating by R.I. Moore of the University of Newcastle on Tyne, published in
2000. Southern used the word ‘revolution” with reference to the cvents he
described. Moore uses it in his title: The First European Revolution ¢. 970-1215.
The text is more explicit: we read there not only of a
“the birth of Europe” and “the new civilisation”
repeatedly, of “these first Europeans”,

Hereisno parthenogenesis, nor mystical transubstantiation of Late Antiquity

into Europe. Instead, beginning just before the year 1000, there are the increasingly
concerted initiatives of mutually endorsing rulers and churchmen,; the engineered
rise in food production; the new urban growth; the clarification of law; the
creation of centres of higher learning and so on, All the features one would
expect to find at the launch of a new civilisation,

There could be no
statement: “No activity is more characteristic of this a
rules”, There follows a listing of all the areas in whi

‘glad, confident morning”,
in the period cited, but also,

ore depicts this process as occurring is France,
an illustration of how the men of the late twelfth
had been achieved in the previous two centuries,
, cites the writer of vernacular romances Chrétien

century were conscions of what
Moore, like Southern before him
de Troyes, from around 1170:

: 4 L € is aSSCd, and i i : ”
South.cm, when he quotes fhis aP their glowing ash is dead

» 2dds the gloss that by “chivalry and learning”
: for Chrétienre g roPrehend in the word “civilisation’ I add the

il France’ read ‘Europe’. No doubt whatsoever, in the true,
Tam Imagining, the achievement that the romancier is

' inning of Europe. An explanatory
; epoch-making beginning o : .
““1? A atsht: zexfturics that led to it; the rmnmndq will 1'f:f:.o$:tO the
i COVIf':rst-—but what a long time waiting!—we will have a : ilz
" drmal manner, as if it were ancier_at R_ome, G_reece or Persia.
poy stion of why European civillsat101_1 achleve:d a master){
ellqtclleby any other. For those who might be t;lnterﬁﬁar
. lieinthe p
doniatin i e g MOOLE o BEEER o tonry evets b hs b
Lot ism” that emerged from the ki
“rest]es.s dy?{amaf;les further, that it is here, at the very start of the P
describing. e )

* begins.
enterprise, that “European supremacy beg

ce]ebratilllg
introductloll .
[ong sequel to 1t
treating Europ® .-

Earlier I raised th
of the world unequa

i ontanari that introduces' @s
- pas;z'lg;/g{s‘:ﬁﬁj?: II:'I4 noblesse: L’essor des elutzs
& blogédinand Wagner (1998). ngn;regﬂxsi:r;som:

iti nturies

toint::la?’?g;missal of the ‘Middle
Ranke:; “The Middle Age
difficult to understand
‘the father of modern
dent, but I would

I have taken the iconoclas
chapter from another rg;eKar
jti urope :
giilgi?;?ﬂf: Eiropian political f:lite n tht;,vI
and Europe. In the course of remforcl:)mgL o
Age’, he quotes a SUIprising fcmark y e%gcause Y
lacks any reality whatsoever”. Smpnsmg, D fomm
how that notion survived such a dognflau;;rti cJular i ko
historiography’.1? My scntimt.:n.tS on 1?115 I:h et of all P erodisation.
long with Montanarl 1n Urging e N ifipames. Dot onfly
- go'ze the usefulness in historical narrat}ve 0 per D et Ginp licesiiti
fi%c ?fcr; give it a pleasing Stow-fom_brcaMg it :ﬁpu; e ofcentu_rics. |
comprehension; they facilitate pelflc?d_Jc s.umx.mnﬂi e s in :
The period between Roman cnnhsathn ;1111 B ofoanmgn'mmghon P
European successor names itself, automatically,

. being used
is obvious term from
subjection to an Italian myth has prevented this o to fit any period at all, would

before now. Of course, ‘the Middle Age’, if it T:]r':ctive it is too weighed down
fit this one; but along with its accqmpany“:g 0'}. Transition subdivif}es _at fﬂm“;
with misleading associations to retain. The Age about into ‘Late Antiquily” an
point which historians will continue to argUe SCR 0 L bocsing, dt;:i
‘Prelude to Europe’. Davies, while meﬂhoPm\gva:e as any historian must be, t "
not put either of these terms to use; buthe1s aents ’aptly, that identifying it ;sthc
such a dividing point must exist. He comme e,;ﬁme between the‘legacy i the
matter of judging “the overall balance at any gpt] rofessional histerians call
past and the sum total of inno‘:ri}ﬁfil’l’s—“'ha P
‘continuities’ and the ‘discontinuities’™. satsdic
Wagner stresses the continuities that - iddle Ages by Momis Bishop
. Mi S,
1% [ have just glanced casually at The Penguin B?‘i’:ag{,?f:mate term.” Is ut:ﬂe;ﬂcl"):‘;l’
(1971). The first sentence reads: “*Middle Acﬁ whose practitioners contu
unknown to me, some other science, art or o it?
about one of their principal tools—and go on using

al end, in 476, of the

b



restern half of the Roman Empire. To clear the ground, he
2;1;?:% io;f;:;f; Tl Myths of the Humanistic Heritage". Criticising ona
broad front the historical ignorance of the Italian ‘humanists’ as weil as cel_”[am
named historians who have been influenced l?y them, he refutes the twin notiqns
of a catastrophic fall of Rome in the West in 476 ::md‘ a subsequent sweeping
imposition of Germanic ‘barbarism’. The Lat-c Antiquity he 'fldumbrafcs Starts
within the Roman Empire and continues deep into the Germanic centurics.
On the one hand, at least as early as the reign of Diocletian (284-305)_ ¢, - city
of Rome had effectively ceased to be the political capital of the empire, The
imperial government was conducted from such cities as Nicomedia and Serdica
(Sofia) in the east, and Milan and Trier in the west. And from 330 Constantinople,
‘New Rome’, became the overall capital. On the other hand. the empure in the
West did not suddenly end with the deposition, in 476, of the last western
emperor by the Ostrogoth, Odoacer. Odoacer was a Roman gencral who had
been proclaimed rex by the Roman army in Italy, which consisted in large degree
of ‘barbarians’, After he had deposed Romulus, Emperor Zeno in Constantinople
appointed him ‘patrician of the West’, Formally, then, the unity of the empire
was restored. Thereafter, moreover, in one guise or another, Roman presence in
the West continued. Some western territories were held enduringly or temporarily
by Constantinople; and the Germanic successor kingdoms considered themselves
to be precisely that. From Rome they took the ideology and practice of the
Christian state, Latin as the administrative language, elements of Roman law,
and Roman titles for their chief officers, Moreover, as late as the eighth century,
the city of Rome and its surrounding territory, ruled by the popes, remained
legally part of the Empire. So when the ‘Roman people’ formally proclaimed
Carolus, King of the Franks, as emperor, they did so in their still-surviving legal
capacity as populus Romanus. Those are merely salient points from Wagner’s
densely argued and polemical chapter.

I believe that the mam thrust of his argument about the manner in which
RfJIIlan gave way to Germanic would now be generally accepted. In the light of
this cancelling of ‘the fall of Rome’ jn 476, another event emerges as the truly
decisive event of the late empire: the adoption of Christianity as the Roman state
rehgan, 1n the decades after 313, Epoch-making within Roman history, east and
we§L 1t was also decisive, world-historically, in its shaping of the mould out of
Which E““:’Pe would be formed, Clearly it belongs in an introduction to Europe.
g:cmmc ﬂ?at Wwould situate it in its full context begins with the reign of
Pt This reign would then provide the starting point for the Age of

m;::twn 2 a whole, and more immediately for its first phase, Late Antiquity.
e it L o
intelleotua] and 1 Az?qmtythem, His special interest is in Gemtafge.s:ch,zchte,
invented by the Augrog 2, ¢ Fecalls that the term ‘Late Antiquity’ was
Y Ustrian art historian Alojs Riegl about a century ago, and
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every aspect of the late Roman world. for

ok iﬁglsz:ri;:hic cll-ijgor;)er and cultural ba""‘j’""."s’" which
the ﬁfty - £ Diocletian represents a caesura with Antiquity proper.
CCCSSIO*H N tion and reformation of the state, and the sta‘tc-lvcd
ebt0r§13re was also a renaissance of high culture. Antiquity

smbseq“e”‘ﬂ}rr fo

Fuhrmani,
receded the a ;
With Diocletian’s T
revival of the economy,

s ‘late’ period. )
it i?:::g \}:;11:11 this period ended is not o easy. For one thing, as Fuhrmann
Determint

viewpoint of his
nditions varied greatly throughout the;West. B:‘; E:z ﬂlei11 t:fum e
e lear indication of a seco ura in EW
al inerest, be finds @ © i inent in the seventh
sp'cc‘lnallaluidt;zft that spreads across the entire European continen
spiri

century”. He continues: N
“During the pre-Carolingian cen ’
was?-nu:il:tiined by the zealous activity of the Iris

refer_enci.” the precise location of this dividing ‘pomt ng d‘ioﬁmzcvi;i:;
- sdal?nc?uto ‘;Clt keeI;ing to Fuhrmann’s scheme, the ‘early ]1::16 w:]l i.[glfo et
;EE:S l?eginz;iug in Carolingian times, after 751,_:{1)_!11(1 :a:;sding o™
call ‘Prelude to Europe’. There is much to be sal ‘m‘d ﬁ%om S sz Fehwamal
empire—existing de facto in the late 700s and fonnah§§ T ciion: befe®
for a play called ‘Europe’ which ha§ to be c:l;scl :ﬁts);housand-ysarm
emerged, definitively, on the stage of history, and beg .
iodisi is how to name the
The only remaining big question of a periodising natmsx:z 1000 and 1500, There

S . 4 aro A N
and second ages of Europe, begmmng,_fcspcc;“"?ly’ ing stercotype With which
is no need for haste. Given the weight of distortm

eriod of treating
‘middie/medieval’ and ‘modern’ have burdened these ages, 2 P

eption of
, encourage 2 fresh-eyed perc B
them simply a5 ‘first” and ‘second” would encoPRES ° X o1 IDATION,

them. 1 have played on a jotting-pad Mﬂ}IoﬁG'II‘iackling the World". As with
Exercising the Spirit’ and ‘AGE OF EXPANS ﬂ;e differences they imply are
any names of ages that attempt interpretation, ¢ objection. There seems 1O
rendered inaccurate by overlap. But that is not th;mn'lt?c?ns—-’such as ‘medieval’ fnd
point in moving from one pair ofPrOCTfIStcan_ de oy Pl-agmatically ‘open’ as
‘modem’ have become—to another pair. _penod gam e closer to whatis needed
those for Roman history—Kings, Rep‘_’bhc’ E ;;p w4 ..
if amove beyond ‘first’ and ‘second’ is desired- the most historically (‘iemstge
From the perspective of present-day EUIOPS, "8 %y Coan continent by
event that occurred around 1500 was the dlscovm;Amaﬁca and all that followed
Columbus, That made possible the United States 0 d Europeen colony infmmed
from that. In the twentieth century, this aggmndlsee as the main embodiment .
decisively in European affairs and replaced Europ

- - f
th + has continued the domination 0
e geopolitical ‘West’. With Europe in tow, ith ot

ly 650-750], cultural continuity
sy [ gand Anglo—Saxon.monas‘tgnes.
¢ Age. Within this transitional
as apoint of

61



reviously exercised. S
thc}‘;r' 0:;(:;]}? frl:lr;r}:ge gther things, a making intelligible of the present, By the
is ;

same token, our awareness of the gcopolit.ical outcpmc of tfhg EUI’OECH\D)‘?ihCOV&ry
of America should influence how we.wntf: the history o urope’s sccond age,
For on¢ thing, the making of ‘America’ in the b{oaq, 9011t111ent?.l sc:?szc_ﬂUr
Magna Graecia, so to speak—ghould appear as an Intrinsic gaﬂ of the European
story. Apart from that reflecting the ltr.ut.h of the matter, it W(?uld he a pre-
emptively defensive measure. The pOSSlbllllt}f threatens that_ when futuze ( hinese,
Indian or Brasilian historians write the history of the white man’s wonly, they
might treat European history as mere explanatory bagkground to the history of
the USA! In the ancient world it happened to Phoenicia: the name of ws colony,
Carthage is the name that sounds through history.

Fora 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 Overscas’ designates overscas 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 Overscas'—*America’ par excellence—because it was there that the
greatest number of Europeans settled, that the mix of scttlers 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 partictpated 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

art of }?“IOPC’, when in fact rejection of Europe was a motive in its foundation
a.n.d G?n’tlnued 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 ﬁﬁcenfh—centu:y Italy onwards.) Nor, again, am I ignoring that mai}Y

With mutual attraction ang underlying solidarity. The chronicles of many a noble

famﬂ?' exhibit, among separated branches, similar love-hate relationships within
a basic senge of belonging,

oﬂhE‘::P‘;s)Vwer_seas’ Provides the general conceptual context in which integration
O histories can be effected, A further simple device would facilitate this
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uses for pre-lé & % would have names for the two ages of Europ; whi iy
ki nmﬁ,’\r&:'md completely free of programmatic conte.nt or rocrtliljc "
s SUggL'b L::;l:, waiting to be filled by 2 freshly perceived narra
I;,jg;i g?spt‘i{);; AD, ‘as it really was’.

eatly. Columbus



> The History Of European Culture

Peter Rictbergen’s Europe: A Cultural History (1998) oft.‘erg arecent example of

how this theme can be dealt with, Leave aside the preliminary explorations in
ancient Africa and the Middle East and the account of Rome from Romulus
onwards. By Chapter 6 the book is dealing fully with Europe (more precisely,
with the European civilisation that has emerged in Western Europe). Thys
chapter, covering the pre-Columbian age to the early 1400s, is entitled: *One
world, many traditions. Elite culture and popular cultures: cosmopolitan norins
and regional variations’. It leads to Part III of the book: *Continuity and change:
new ways of looking at man and the world’, which brings us, m six chapters, to
‘the Enlightenment’. There is a welcome absence of the ‘medicval/modern’
antithetical scheme. One of the six chapters, dealing with the 1500s to 1700s. is
called ““The Republic of Letters” as a virtual and virtuous world against a
divided world’. Part IV, which concludes the book, is headed: ‘Continuity and
change: new forms of consumption and communication’. It includes, as a
penultimate chapter, “The “Decline of the Occident”—the loss of a dream? From
the nineteenth to the twentieth century’,

Inevitably, the historian writing a ‘cultural history of Europe’ must sketch out
the preceding historical background in the Age of Transition between Rome and
Europe. That done, he will describe how, in the century and a half after 950, two
international bodies, the Church and the aristocracy, founded European civilisation
and culture. Having established the resulting scenario, his task then is to give
goo@ story—_form to the following nine hundred years of cultural developmentina
society whu‘:h had a more or less shared culture and a number of strong diverse
cultu_res. ’I.'tus certainly involves, as in Rietbergen’s book, narratin g the successive
modlﬁ(:atwns of the more or less common culture: that is to say, of ‘European
culture’. Ruetbergen’s story-form consists, as we have seen, in dividing this
Z;ZF:;O]; cl'Jange mto major titled phases with subordinate sections—all the
historion] m;fitelﬁ arletference to Westen'l Europp as a w_hole—and organising thc
o gt e 0 support afld elucidate this ther‘natlc structure. Hov?fcver, this
e itl‘J:an ;:uIture as a cons.tant. enjuty changing only in nature,
a eninous bepingin a: a soé‘ln_ eotity changing in size or quantity—growing from

5856 o fh 0 a? timate density and massiveness. o
fotin i, t;tl ef‘c ore, that ﬂ?ere 1s advantage to be gained by substituting
e’ Th latteri:ma cul:km hlsfory of Europe’, ‘the history of European
cotcrete and dramatic (:;El del‘y to'YieIda stor‘y-fon'n which, bt?51des bel.ng more
is difficult to write ‘(i e 0 Justice to the dimension I have just .n'x.entwncd. It

fure in question not onlswry of Eurol?ean culture’ without noticing that the
Y, I successive phases, modified its nature (as 1m

also, in successive phases, grew. So the resulting

s aecount), but . . .
n's account) th Rietbergen’s account of its change by modification,

uld combine wi .

smilarly phased parrative of its growth.
asmnt me illustratc the ‘growth aspect
o f the principal languages 0

Rietberge
nm-rative wo |
this way. In 1950 new comprehensive
f Western Europe, from Norwegian to

ctionaries O : i them as
dnctxouaﬂeslld 21l have contained the following words—or equivalents for
Jtalian, WO
ight be: ; jati dern, Mass
¢ case might ; is, ransubstantiation, modern, Mass,
th urtier, gentleman, bourgeo mercantilism, blitzkrieg,

sonatd, Sonnet, COUTTeT: o hotany, impression,
a7 , nteresting, botany, ump .
- i;(j)cr:aljxs;: Zf’wc:mQue, Freudian, Marxism, opera, psychoanalysis, coffee,
antic, ¥ :
53}2 potato, boyar, Proteslqm.
I have chosen those tv\.'ellt)"‘“glllt ‘:’h
ecu
-1 They represent, as a sampie, ‘words of European
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Viesl SNIRDES blished a hundred, two hundred or four
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borrowed words (and concepts). Toge e;, the speciﬁcally European worldview

ifically European language, reflectin, g -
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nd formation of ‘Eurcpean

g, . 5 ¥ Wth a
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the start, it grew gradually in extent and dcpt.ls, ;:a:il(l;d “fer 1500 into Europe
pe, 1t eXp put from that quarter.

final decades. Formed in Western Europe. -
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Present from the start in the nearer parts of Eas:;? (Elzf(;gso

century onwards it penetrated the rern.oter P pl iionariﬁs of the principal East
above would have been also present in the dic ;
European languages.) . - its many aspects an!

Ilf the ﬁrsfl;(}% years, the international Latin Ch%r:r]:;p‘cna;l culture. Secondary

successive phases, was the principal agent Shaptlh?egr agent: the cultural interaction
in that age, but predominant after 1500, was ano nomic interaction contributed
of the West European nations. Their political and E’;;’n gamentally, of their cultural
to making Europe. The same is true, only more

. . o interaction of the nations
interaction. Consequently, the portrayal o.f this cream;:e;l;t;ismry £ Europe than
in the cultural sphere is even more intrinsic to a true,
its portrayal in those other spheres.

The interaction that formed a?ld u_lctcasi
only to a small degree casual. Mainly 1t o>

ed the common European c::‘i]::s hwl;z
sted of successive i
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ns which were expericncing high creative periods. The first of
f inpovation’, affecting all of We§tem Europe, occprred in
Northern France, which was the core of the French bngdom and c:nntamcd the
Norman homeland. That pan-European cultural radiation la_sted trgm the late
1100s to the early 1300s. The Columbian Age opened with Italian cultural
leadership and concluded with that of Germany from the 1830s onwards. Between
these two leaderships, France with Italy in the later seventeenth century, and
France with Great Britain through the eighteenth into the early minetcenth,
exerted the leading formative influences. In each case, the cultural force leading
and shaping European culture—and in the later centuries also that of Europe
Overseas—was an emanation from a high creative period in the nation or nations

by peoples or natio
these ‘overflows o

in question.

Each of the national or bi-national cultural leaderships had different emphascs,
deriving from the differing emphases of the creative activity in the leading
nations. But that apart, they were alike in nature and in operation. In cach case,
successively, the national culture or cultures in question achieved leadership
because there was widespread willing acceptance of the new things they were
producing. More precisely, among the culturally formative elites of Western
Europe—and in the later centuries also of Europe Overseas—these innovations
struck a chord that was felt to be timely and valuable. As a by-product of the
cultural leadership, the contemporary life and affairs of the nation or nations in
question drew general attention, had general resonance. Finally, when each
leadership ended, its contributions to European culture remained present and
operative. They interacted with the contributions of the succeeding leadership.
Thus layer piled upon layer, increasing and deepening the common culture.

Moreover, from the fifteenth century onwards, the national cultural leaderships
were also the central dynamism by which the shared culture of the Occident
modified its nature. Embodying successive versions of ‘the modemn’, they
exprcsfsed the way the European elites, in successive periods, generally wanted to
go. Given that the central drive of the age was towards the legal and material
empowerment of individuals and of new collectives of individuals, each of the
1@5{51?'?53'“%°SSiV31Y, advanced this cause. The Italians gave the drive its
gx;x mitial impetus, -ﬂlt‘: Germans led its culminating phase. The Age of Reason

Big‘ﬁ;zni;e ﬁfh ?hI:tan; It\:Iquippe:d it, as we have seen, for the final spurt.?® ‘
» importanthech dar; Or{hexi} France, the five leaderships were accompanied
Bivopean cultugs 1 contnbfltwps from _other peoples or nations to the pan-
Sormmative fogon sI;a: c;;z contributions, being contemporary with the leading
o ) tendency or supplemented it. The radiation of theology,
u R; -
Wc:sbifg?flm:: or;g:en;igm"l’“{l culture as a given which was modified by 2
in extent and depth, gt Y ditferent kinds. He fails to narrate its simultaneous growth
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rance of German cyj he passage I have quoted recalled the carlier pre-
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and

robable that the Bolshevik revolution occurred and succeeded becanse the German
authorities provided the sealed train that brought Lenin from Zurich to St Petersburg,
and then supported the Bolsheviks financially. Then, because Marx and Engels
had left Lenin no clear guidance on how to construct the ‘dictatorship of the
proletariat’ _he found a useful model in the German Kriegswirtschaft, ot ‘economy
orgauised for war’, which he had observed at close quarters while living n
Zurich. Butthe Summers passage also presented, ina surprising context, idence
tellectual influence in the United States. Alerted by it, 1

of continuing German in
during the remainder of my time in the US, to the German
ying, the 1930s to the

pbecame attentive,
America during the period that I was stud

cultural impact in

1990s.

Allan Bloom, in his book The Closing Of The American Mind (1987), has a
chapter on ‘The German Comnection’. Tt 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 I

In the 1970s and 80s the French ‘postmodemist’ 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, 1 learned that Nietzsche and Heidegger were the principal

philosophical influences onl 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 Bom it Gottingen.
Wernher von Braun designed the rockets with which NASA launched vehicles
into space and landed a man on the moon.

tnc departments in the

In the US in 1950 almost all the heads of psychia
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
tion which transformed the

legal adviser in the shaping of the New Deal legislat rmed ¢
Meﬁcm state. Later, in 1943, as 2 judge of the Supreme Court, his dissentmg
judgement in West Virginia State Board of Education V. Barnette began the

dilution, to the point of disappearance, of the privileged position of Judaeo-

Christian religion in US law

Wilhelm Reich, whose Institute for Sexual Research in Berlin pioneered
‘sexual liberation’, continued to promote this gospel 1o the US after 1939, and
almost lived to see it triumphing, not onfy 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 Swmmers oo Clausewitz was a train of thought, and a
conclusion, which matured when I retamed to Europe. The remarkable, multi-
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faceted creative power which characterised the German Nation between th
eighteenth century and the middle of the twentiety, has not beeg adequate] € late
presented or understood. The still-continuing German mtellecma] inﬂi Seep,
which I had noticed in the United States were spill-overg from thag immven‘cw
surge into the period after it had ended, atiye
There is, indeed, a common perception that most o the ni
witnessed great German creative achievement: this i irplied
description of the century as ‘the German century’. [y the n
was only the central part of a German high creative pe
that and continued after it. Moreover, what people have in ming by * German', iy
the phrase ‘the German century’, is not the nation as 4 whole, but only the part of
it that lived in Prussia or, after 1870, in the new Reich. The Austrian part, which
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Ebing, Leica camcras, I:eipzig Fair, leitmotiv, lied, Ludendorfs
Luxemb.urg, Marx, Marxism, masochism*, Mein Kampf, mcm?lr lt 1uminal, Roga
mesmerise *, metronome, Mommsen, motor car, Nibe[un’ gen \[U » Merry Widow
mhhsg*,Norddeutscher Lloyd, obscurantist* ohm Panif’qjl lnghr’_Nl'Etzsche’
battleship, postcard, protoplasm, psychoanalysis - (R'.phmm“e» Pocket
Rﬁmh (Wilhelm), Rq:chstag, relativity theory, RCH;arque r” rqlmilo, Rathenau
Rontgen, romanticism, sadism,* Schifer inkwells ’S:}?f;rufmns, The Ring,
Sf:hOpen!lauer, se_lf-expression, semester, seminar Sc,hli fflllt‘r; Schliemann,
S:Ledrltnlt\!;)grl:;, social democracy, Social.welfare—i—, ,spenglcer&?;trlllan,‘ Schubert:
el ;:hcé 1_jnturm F}lpd'drang, subl‘nmation, suspended ruh:lf;i o (Joha““),
et Vienna o 1?;,1 u;pltz, traffic-lights, U-boat, Vienna (‘i(rzi telegraph,
Walhafla, waltz, We t:; F(E)Ml;i}'c‘};therapy /economics / jurisp nzdcnccc; &{nodem
Al ), Weimar, x-rays, Zeppelin, zinc*. zionis’m :ﬁ;llgr,
Abwehr, Adenauer, Adomo, Afri ’ "
Ar.cndt., Aryan, Auschwitz, autobﬁ;aﬁkggfss v’:nalgp
blitzkrieg, von Braun, Brecht, bunker’, carte] *

caffein, Cyclon B, dachsh i i

e s ung!, dl}gtat, dive-bomb S i

E:rr:;:n g;:;ﬁf;’{ alei::otrio;énchmiracle, Eu:ope:;’ (}%:(212);?:1?;?((‘1 e g

: = [ -ommunity*
gak, Felix Fr_ankﬁlrter, Frankfurt Iggul"nlzz'lrlgnij - tSennS)’ sl FahrenhtZit’
Hz:;a;;(;, glexc}:llllschaltung, Goebbels (’36ring Gud ! ’
» Hesse, historicism, Husserl. 1G 5

. e i » 1G Farben, insulin,* Jas <d ’

Krupp, kursaal, lager, lebensraum, Lilli Marlen, Luf}:uir;f'ftﬂﬁlaegri%l?ﬁat?

Mann, Marcuse, Max

1 Planck, Max-

Mercede g » Max Planck-Gesel] Tu

Ninth, msf IM esserschmidt, morphine, Mozart, Mu §C}}11aﬁ, methylated spirits,
clear fission, Nuremberg Tri nich Agreement, Musil, the

fum mechanics rials, panzer, paraffin, Popper, Porsche,

n * 1
d.thy,’ Alzheimer, anschlusg
enjamin, Bloch (Ernst) BMW‘
. g A
, chromosome, civilian massacrc,
y

Mumay, Lap

) s g,

in the cui;gf nature and the open air,
phos::: gacll:;ac:c, youth movement

iy eriust, natural medjc;

rntz Kreisler, Richard Tauber,

Gelman bandg’
Weber, Stockh;ﬁsen?m’ Offenbac

Ophul ietri
phuls, Marlene Dietrich, Pabst, Wiene, von Stroheim;

, youth hos:tei, funicular+, abseil, langlauf,
ne+, naturism*, nudism+;

Eeﬁll}ﬂhj:l, melodeon, accordion, travelling
chard Strauss, Webern, Carl Maria von

Wolf, Mej b m, Riemann, Dg .
Lenz, P:.llﬁl o SChwmschﬂd, Kloppler’ Schrédinger, Fraunhofer, Stern, Gerlach,

ein, Kirchhoff, Clausius, Helmholtz, Mossbauer,

e
£

ry and biochemistry,

. ist o
in chemis d Emil), Haber, Meyerhof, Windaus, Halin, Strassmann,

Fischer (Hans, Franz an

Staudinger; ) _
in medicine—in SOme cases with procedures or appliances named after them,

Basedow, Yon Behring, Domagk, Ehrlich, Forssmann, Forster, Hahnemann,
Koch, Langerhans, Loffler, Priessnitz, Rehn, Semmelweiss, Schaudinn, Sertiirner,

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

in modern 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,

in economics, )
Schacht, Freiburg School, neoliberalism, Eucken, Hayek, Ropke, Rustow, Erhard,

social market economy;
in linguistics,
Wilhelm Grimm, Wilhe
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 I
first instance in which German cultural influence took an ovutlx pohtieczl t:ul:?e'
Inevitably, therefore, as well as winning considerable adherence, it evoked &

opposition and counter-measures. This was a case of formative cultural mﬂl_lenﬂc::
operating in two ways, positively and negatively. In both ways, but more ma:tl
latter than the former, Marxism, reinforced by the Bolshc.wk revoh_moz,c%) t 1{1
shaped the West during the twentieth century. Another, if lesser 1mpﬂ]i ;ﬂm
double effect occurred with Hitlerian national socialism after 1933. But this 5
except in some enduring ethical respects, the influence was po

sitive only for a few
years before being annulled by counteraction.

i means and methods of warfare exerted
During the war years 1939-45 German onal e in the West

far-reaching influence, Subsequently, German ‘ faph e
remained strong; over a century of cultural and intellectual Germalllllsatlm:l :0‘2;1
not simply evaporate. And it was still being added to. In philosophy a;:ll EEST
Jaspers, Wittgenstein), economic theory and practice (neo-h'bcrahsm,H 50 10,
economy), political theory (the Frankfurt f:,lrl:gl’ Kglfn?ifﬁ’ m"hmA“"“. :

. - wn a
and theoclogy—predominant in the Secon e il efqorcmthe war," anad

continued. But it came from Germans who F
many of whom were in exile. Not onlyas cultural leadership of the West, but also

Kugler, Burckhardt, Riegl, Wlfflin, Warburg;

Harnach, Tillich, Rabner, Bonhoeffer;

Jm von Humboldt, sound shift, Bopp, Zeuss, Paul,
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as a a high period of national creativity, the ‘German ph
. . 2 cn ’
into history. The cultural leadership of the West had pI;sseé) rtze;l(;nU;Vas Passing

Mainly because the German high creative peri
s;;:veral characteristics that distiiguished it grzrrlr?(tihgccrl:\t‘ed A did, it had
kmd' in Evropean history. It impinged on all parts of thE 1 11()) uq
Jewish f;omponent, as the names Marx, Freud, Herzl an%j C})Ei;.*l
Z.f;l?a];f,y,}, Ff" c;;ad codmcldcd roughly with the end of the so-ii[lcd M
that took overomzr;?:a; . ano1ther E“fopeaﬂ.Cuitural leadership_ i ‘th(?dem A‘ge
under way; this time u;?li role, a second rejection of Europcan ci\'ili% e
and decisi\,re. — or;I tel;:s largely rhetorical forerunner of the 17'32(;“0“ e
there during he next hyll;o able external cultural influences that would 3 actual
the German high cre:ti\;zeﬂfu{y would be from Japan and Latin Ameri i
emphases and colouring, re pekiad, bt chronologically and in its lzi'mus
its last Years——Europeai’c' Er?ser}ted the culmination of ‘modcrnity” ; - lcula‘r
ivilisation. ¥ and—until

] - X hC [k

Russia, to whose em
ergence Germany had so decisiv
151vely contributed. i
ted, 1t launched i
’ nto

‘Post-Europe’. In a hectic rush of j i
ek mnnovation, under national socialj i i
erised European Clzvifist;)t;sglagc mapy of the values and ethical rul}alsS tl?;tsfillces’ -
S Germany.r es&t? (lin this sense, and in the sense that the aIaCt;
creative paralysis, the Gopennn o he na German national catastrophe and vi%trsal
Bt it wag met el 3 ttlg creative period culminated in national sui 'dal
attf:mpt % ransBopan Gemaa t:'l of German suicide. In the course of I-Ililtcl:l ?'
wited Buropet and the oo 1 cultural leadership into political domin fa
unter-effort to prevent this, Europe committezns(i]eicci);ea

For about tw
enty years ,
‘I’etfonstmcﬁon and, ijilafe\:i:::l;g:ewar s end, this was not obvious: material
eiled the truth. But this over, th oop surey of ntollectual and artistc creativty

ha - € tru
d been and signified historically: th was out. Europe had ceased to be what it
; Om)ir. an azftonamous cultural and political entity
es, which in the continual recreation of itself

phenomeng of it
thad a substantjy)
Cin pre'emiﬂent]y

Europe, subsisting
» SUbsisting as a upj i
by a post: vuified paralysis, its thousand-year-old civilisation replaced

European cha
itth;:];.(}er?an phase’ of %su:g;:;?]e:im.ll‘_i ethics emanating from the USA. In sum
and passing intg civilisation culminated i inatiog
conditiop which, ign E?V\tfhe definitive, American f:r:rf :’ﬂflf;:zopc ttCI}‘Emlﬂatmg
K -
:mst;g:hﬂy Napoleon hag =%, fst France, then Germany had bri;;l?fspit".’ltilt;=(:=€::'galfl
2 o) leadership on the Co?:ltttﬁl:ﬁ:_ed a political implementation of the existing French

Oﬁcﬁ agam’
Hellas, in the structura] sim ilarity wi
'peﬁ?“?‘ €—is Worth ty W}th what we call ‘Ancient Greece’—meanin;
s but it is fa; recalling, [ S A P
Air to g. Its end was not as swift and decisive as that

25 2ood as nominat - say that, after the
minal. ¥t was littls more t;kneg‘gong ?;c ?t(-} n, its remaining existence
1selt,
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Euro-America Becomes Amerope

was intensely preoccupied with the self, to the point of
decades of the most sustained campaign for mastery of
the bourgeois devoted much ... amxious time to

“The nineteenth century
neurosis. During the very
the world ever undertaken,

introspection.”
Peter Gay

ture 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

what none could then foresee, the still more sudden

race. They did not foretell,
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 themn, be nations of Germanic origin. If the USA was

‘Further Britain’, Anglo-Saxon Britain had begun its career as Farther 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 eircumstances.

mortal bodies, in which they conscicnsly existed as
Mastery of those circumstances meant collective
aximally in them and by means of them.
ds and peoples and of the heavens
ould involve either America,

In 1895, in his Inaugural Lec

beginning with vulnerable,
nations and as human beings.
and individual ability to exist and act m:
Potentially, it included control of the earth’s lan
above. Inevitably, then, success in the enterprise Wi
Britain or Germany mastering the other two.

ation, on the other hand, is limited by ethical
together defime ‘civilised behaviour” for the
people in question. In Europe’s case, these Timits derived from the foundation of
the civilisation in the eleventh century. In the opening sentences of The First
European Revolution, R.1. Moore describes the historic ‘fusion’ from which the

ethical limits were drawn. He writes:
e been Europeans...have cherished the

“Europeans, for as long as they hav
belief...that their civilization is the product of the fusion of the rationsl 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

‘Mastery’ is a limitless goal. A civilis
__moral and customary—rules which

5
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that is characteristic of European civilization, is a produgt of
Ct of the ¢

twelfth centuries...”
It was, then, inevitable that Europe’s drive for physical
dl maste

would, in time, strain against the ethical rule £
from that foundi : . les about legitimate g
e m:jn::i;u[fpils:)’nﬁaﬁud qlnmatcly, if the rul(:rsé’()f (:;llt: d_"tion deriveq
i Iiharied s 3 judged world mastery to be a yape " O the
disregard them. More prc’cis Bly “t;i)uld see them as "’“‘"Cfablyd uL Supcrior to
rules which allowed greater 0;3;’ t ey would replace them with rjtbﬁrlctzvc and
useful for their enterprise - d rto themselves collectively, to i‘f%t-ﬁumpean
usefil, , and, selectively, to indivi dtlals, ini)tfl:l collectiyeg
» TRONAras seemed

eventh ang

TV Of the world

uing pattery
: g 1to b
» dmong the leading 1.'1ationse

main theatre o
Sl é ;l;; :[:l(trc?mcly d‘es.tructive Thirty Years® W
o e Smecr);,fitsbcreatmty maimed in every sph g —"
?dvanced high ot €came a provincial recf:pta(?[cc're - Chlerh oy
wha.t Europe needs next’ c;u ;)(f e e Wesuy o “{h'ICh -thc e
anyubc:: Hcl);bs;rved, and the obscﬁ'szgil;l:trédm -
e bf,:“:r the. best part of a hundred yegn’ o
ved it needed. In the end, hovrvsévtge

Britain ited 2 joiny
9pted instead fo, annAT::I? of the world by German itai
Can partnership, The former };f ??lfllac]is Ir:ltam, bg,t
) appenc

would have been a temporary arrangement, issuing in the supremacy of Germany
or Britain. The latter was only in outer form—while the crumbling British Empire
n American supremacy with Britain as chief

{asted—a joint mastery. It issued in a
he ‘contest of three’ with which the century had begun, America,

assistant. It
with the belp of Soviet Russia, came out on top.
he present American emp
is another instance where, it

I referred above tO t

s that there was 2 “first’ or ‘old’ empire. This

orian who aspires to narrating a historical phenomenon ‘asit
onists’ description of it—also judge

really was’ must—while recording the protag
tion was accurate, and if not, himself provide 2 designation

whether their designa

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

that had baffled George I an
advantage: the American Empire (a favourite phrase

more compact and more homogeneous than the British

inducement to break it up.” (Italics added.)
in which George Washington, after describing with
concludes:

Brogan also quotes a passage 1
pleasure the scenes of reconstruction after the War of Independence,
“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
orating conquered

requirement of ‘real’ history. As the USA expands, incorp
part of Mexico, he fails to describe this as the

Native American nations and a large
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 Tustorians who with good
reason discuss the ‘Athenian empire’, although Athens never S0 described itself,
or the ‘informal 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
Al treatment of the US into 1me with

Union. So it is a matter of bringing the historic I
existing realist practice and ending the exceptionalism with regard to 1t.

ire as ‘second or new’. That

implie
seems to me, the hist

had to cope with the difficulties
The victorious rebels had one
of the time) Was smaller,
, so there was much less

the British, the Americans
d his ministers.

‘Euro-American’ once aptly described
that have occurred in the relationship betw
become a more apt description. Far from living at a ‘postmo

Euro-American story, we are pioneets of the Ameropean,
Ameropean age.

een the two elements, ¢ Ameropean’ has
dern’ tail-end of 2
living in the first



It is an age unaware of its own history because its rej
historical. ‘Since 1945 we have overcome history, moved
present shaped autonomously and uniquely by ourselves.
happen in history no longer happen to us, its categories n
very ‘American’ doctrine conveyed by rulers and ideolo g
Atlantic. But since sooner or later this age, too, will be hi

well start doing it now! In these last few pages I

experimentally, what the result might look like. In Part T
the same.

gnmg ideo!ogy 1S angj
outside it, anq live i ‘
The thing:\ that used ta
o longer pply’— g th(J
ues‘on both sideg ofthg
storicised. ope might ¢
have begy sketching

wo I will continue to d(;

Post-European,
Posnwvesrern
Condition
New American
Empire

1945

Approval
of Atomic
Massacre

EUROPE
! Columbian Age

1492
Discovery
of America
Start of
Europe
Overseas

(Western Civilisation)

Pre-Columbian Age

955
Battle
of the
Lech

THE NEW HISTORY OF EUROPE

! Prelude to Europe

751
Carolingian

monarchy
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PART TWO

THE POST-EUROPEAN CONDITION

“We still hav ial wi w w W g
© a special weapon, don’t we? A eapon that will ch
1l change everything?”
g'

Walther F ini
Albmg :nk,- German Minister for Economics, to
peer in the last months of World War’ II

Naomi Wolf on San Francisco in 1970

il

8
The Change Of Age Perceived

“Ip 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.”

Clandio Magris
« the merciless 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, Norman Cousins, editor of the New York magazine The
Saturday Review, published an editorial entitled ‘Modern Man Is Obsolete’.
Reflecting on the atomic bombing of Hiroshima which had occurred twelve days
previously, he wrote: “1t should not be necessary to prove that on August 6, 1945
a new age is bom”. 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
twenticth century, on various grounds, concluded that the so-called ‘modern’ age
had ended and a new age had 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 postmodemity in the globalisation of
human life and its transformation by technology. The new age, he believed, had

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.”

In the subsequent half-century there was widespread assent to the message of
these piopeering Writers and of the French philosophers who developed the
theme. There emerged a common perception that the West had entered 2
‘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, has 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 merc change of age. It has

transformed the normative framework of human life and action from San Francisco
to Stockholm and Naples. It impinges on us daily.
1Referred to here are Bernard Rosenberg and David White, eds, Mass Culture: The Popular
Arts In America, New York: Free Press, 1957, pp-4-5; Peter F. Drucker, The Landmarks Of
Tomorrow, London: Heinemany, 1959, Introduction; and Geoffrey Barraclough, 4r
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, and that is takin

shape, displays analogies... with the end of the ancient world.” Perceptiple

( 'Jdl!\lIU Milgris2

?omparcq with a l?istoﬁcal ‘age’, which is a reality but a VABUE One, 4 61T cne:

is something precise.? Essentially, it is a community of rulers s A Cvilisation

on cities, which subscribes to a hierarchical set of rules of beh‘

an extensive territory fora ?ong time. It begins when nulets—lawmakers. apnn:

interpreters of the law, chief office-holders, in control of formidabi \ Apf;(:mted
able wealth ang

OICC‘iﬂdiCﬂt i % i

f SUClCty S 1u i i F -

e a ICS Wlth thC mtentlon of havmg U]L‘I]l ‘1CCCpt d
< C -

th 2 body of ethical preachers, or sometimes—as in a theocracy . \l:{cy act
acy or a Marxist

regi

beiﬁsi—tiing]i::ltha;role themselves. The rules win general acceptance. p,

dofnitively an an‘ preachers apply moral and material persu; _.L’ I?drﬂy

- thy and enduringly, because, read together with the s tp e
press, the rules make sense. This ‘making of sense’ is the u{lztir?qr \

action: it is what makes a civilicaf:
a civilisation a soci
The substance which the m LD

and ruled centred
aviour and inhabjg

‘alues they
ate founding

1f)mln around the year 1000, thei
rc;ght_Europcan civilisation into being
Sarmring an obliterating disaste .

ygél(l):mst balf-century, the rulers of the West have
aracterised Buropeay e many fundamental rules of social behaviour
collection of rules; gng v 1sation; have endorsed the preaching of a new

underpinned these by law, regulation and financial

measures. Consider
. some of the g} -
to in Europe apq in Europe Ozé’mi:“sles that were upheld and generally subscribed

2 All the ;
Quotations
3D ialoghi ""'Ca!redraII:s
onpss,

€ from Claudio Mapr:
a ¢ 1
i , E1s are taken from ‘In Attesa del Destino’ in

Rome, Edizionj San Paclo, 1997,

82
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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 chiIdren..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 tules which characterised European civilisation, its modern pengd
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 promul gated:
racism, censorship, antisemitisr, doubting the Ho!oca.ust Story, sexism and
ageismn, religious fundamentalism, terrorism (with an

altered meaning),
homophobia, heterosexism and sexual harassm

ent, fatness and careless eating,
smoking, unsafe sex and uninclusive language, environmental pollution and
species murder.

Virtuous now are actions,
new vices, together with ecumenismnt,
consumption, funding of AIDS research, and to
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 ted clearly has the makings of one. .

The prim%rfx?overs of this breakaway were the post-war rulats of the United
States of America. They launched the new set of rules domestically a!ld backed
their propagation where American power could reach. Li%:e afl new rules introduced
by advancing empires, they were presented as liberations and favoured groups
who had been previously subject or marginalised. To many peop%e in some
degree, and to the favoured categories in pasticular, 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'ma.ny regionsNand
social pockets. But throughout the home and satellite territories of the New

thoughts or language of opposite tendency to these

respect for unmarried mothers, diligent
lerance of pomography, abortion,
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mil ingl Nass medj
illions of people live by thg Y _Preach or endorge tha OWerg sup
the pre-Christian Roman e M n varying degrees, It © W rueg %’ﬁed by the
within a frame mpire with th . 1S much, Undreq
work of obeis € Tequired roj Ch ag v S of
culture and law is allowed ance to the New Amen:alflolls cult of ¢ the cage 4
Because of the western habi e, Pluraji of f -
reed

might have resulteq in
launched by Mao Tse-
a.ﬂt?r a few years by ot
civilised shudder. This
norms has not imping
European civilisatj
the fundamental ry
West,

something similar ;

tung on the ‘Four Olds’ “hi :

1‘1er Chinese leaders ang ;

:i] né)‘t to say that the New 1
Isruptivel

on for two or threy e

les of its € centuries previously. But the

inherited civilisation i

th with ;
m;;efore, the rulers of the Westwcapons made to kill indiscriminately. Doubly,
th of Wester Christian, Ijb overthrew the ban on massacre that was a central
molt;lgh often breached ip o a:;ﬁeral, gentlemanly, and warrior ethics. That ban,
Cons'; - wan individual, the W?e, Pad expressed the high value the West placed
d 1deration for women and _cst s Christian regard for mercy, and the special
f"‘fnotx}:::gasfiki’ 28 in other W:hré‘lxiren }.[fcumbent on western me;l, (In Hiroshima
.The,:il;:ffrie“ and old people.) e cities, the civilian population was mainly
' cance and ) )

effects of this were radical, Because westerners WhO

e

s ‘civilised’ and ‘liberal’s obliterated Hiroshima and then justified
thetr action, ‘civilised’ and ‘lib eral’ 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 o 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 0. The advertised readiness to kill as did the ‘merciless Indian
savages’ of the American Declaration of Independence was u?v,ed to save Western
Furope from Soviet domination and to keep the Free Wor}d intact. -
As the nuclear arming of Amerope proceeded, so did the secret radiation
ments by government agencies—notrevealedunﬁl the 1990s—on thousands
of American and British citizens. The subjects, who were often unaware c?f 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’ rcvolutlon' ﬁ'ofn
above against western moral rules and social customs was an implementation 1
detail of a rejection already begun and of a new ethics already launched. The
justification of the atornic massacres as morally legitimate was not the cause of
the subsequent new rule-making. Rather, as an ethical reversal of 2 fundamental
nature, it was the first act in that of the sluice-gate of the

post-European age.

called themselve

experi

process, the opening

Both an ordinary change of age such as occurs within 2 civilisation, and the
ending and replacement of a civilisation, are societal che_mgcs. Both also amount

in effect to a change of age, evenif p
is of an extraordinary dimension. The important difference between the ?WO 1s
that the ordinary change of historical age comes about without any 1dent|ﬁah}e
agent, while rulers consciously will the civilisational change. If, powcwier,. asm
the mid-twentieth-century West, these are legitimate rulers actmg withm t!xe

forms of the existing order, their civilisational change presents 2 £
age. Prior to the decisive act of

attern not unlike that of the ordinary change of . "
: e d indeed a straining towards it;

ruling will, there is an observable movement an

after it, there is a process of piecemeal implemen

For this reason, when early observ el ety Signs of a W
D Steiner,s identt oni
rucker, Barraclough and George premo E oot

” : its
age early in the century, and ao overlap of old with new 1 :
their observations help to al change. There was, indeed,

illuminate the civilisation
movement towards it after World years after World War I1

War I; and for twenty
4 US journals, such as The New Republic and The Nation, which made 3 point of being
doctrinally ‘liberal’, enthusiastically supported the bombing of Hﬂc:lm _ .
s In Bluebeard’s Castle: Some Notes Towards The Redefinition Of Culture: Lond ,
1971, pp. 31, 42-3, 52-3.
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many of the old rules still stood alongside the new ones. Byt thig Secming

masks the intervening act of decision.
Emg]l:t]i?zifmnd 1941-42, the rulers of the West apart from Nazj Germ any, and i,
particular the United States government, had cont;nued at least to pay “p‘SGWice
to the European rules. But beginning in the m_td-l9405, even the “P‘SCI‘ViCe
progressively ceased. From 1945 onwards, and with gathering umentum g the
1960s approached, the fundamental set of rules that made Europeay civilisatioy

the historical entity it was, was being rejected, piccemeal, by ;.. rulers of g,
West. Lip-service persisted, as it still persists, to ‘our western he itage’ — g,
much admired ancestral museum; but for the framework of etf; ., and custory

that had brought that heritage into being, the dic had beeq castthe decisjon
taken.

The pattern of transition is graphically illustrated by the chan €N status of the
Christian religion in the USA between 1930 and 1970 Until 1944 the definitiop
of ‘religion’ in US law was essentially the Judaeo-C istian one. |t rested on the
ruling of the Supreme Court in 1931, in United States v, Ma('k:'nmx/z, that “the
essence of religion is beliefin a relation to God involving duties supcrior to those
arising from any human telation”. In 1944 2 serjes of diluting rulings began
which culminated in 1979 when, in Welsh v. Uniteq States, the Court ruled that a
religion can be “moral or ethical beliefs about what is right or wrong, . held with
t]?e strength of traditional religious convictions”. (So held, in other words, a
citizen’s “moral or ethical beliefs” could henceforth constitute ‘religion’.) What
we sec illustrated there, in effect, is the withdrawal of the contemporary Western

A simultancous featyre of American life in the 1950s was pressure groups agitating
for the re'mo_val of Chn'stiam'ty from its customary role in many civic communities
and pub}xc institutions, The agitators were a newly ascendant wave of utopian
Progressives who, finding the party name ‘Liberal’ almost unused in American
politics, Califid themselves ‘liberals’ with 2 smal] ‘], They in fact constituted the
fun.damcntahst vafing of historical Liberalism, and as such, a creed and cast of mind

E 1 A s - .
hmﬁgﬁzﬁs atﬁatmﬂusmﬂcfll, Just society of really sovereign, equal, happy and
Worship no God. T ﬂuswould live by a better morality than the Christian one and

> end,they aimed to take over, in conjunction wih thé Big
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10The Dream Of Post-Europe

i itarianisms i tries does not |
“The defeat of political totalitarianisms in many coun preclude the
szlsiblz victorg of a ‘soft” and colloidal totalitarianism capable of

; ! Inducing the
masses to believe that they want what their rulers consider appropriate ”

Claudio Magris

The West’s definitive break with European civilisation has its deepest emotionag
and intellectual roots in the Graeco-Roman revival of the fifteent century. That
movement, which scorned Europe as it had developed until then, wanted to
replace it with something like pre-Christian Rome in a C hristian framework
More immediately, the present breakaway has its origin in the ama! £gam of ideag
that supplied the ideology of the French Revolution and in part—along with
English legal tradition—of the American Revolution. Common to both revolutions
were, on the one hand, the conviction that European civilisation had been an
intolerable oppression and, on the other, the dream of founding another life,
characterised by collective and individual sovercignty.

The revolutionaries imagined the desired free
condition, which they described as ‘na
Rome. In fact what they wanted was a P
historical Europe. It would negate it b
sovereignty which was theirs by nature
Americans this post-European conditio
New Order of the World (the motto on

in 1782 and still legible on dollar bill
radical new dep
of Reason.

life as a revived pre-European
tural’ or envisaged as like republican
ost-Europe that would be a negation of
y allowing nations and individuals the
but which Europe denied them. For the
n would be a Novus Ordo Seclorum or
the reverse of the official US scal designed

s). For the French Jacobins it was to be a

arture beginning with their proclamation of Year I and the reign

hutfufn sovercignty was a supremely good thing, they, by working for it or simply
desiring it were rendered

. good persons and thereby entitled to it, while those who
oPposed or hindered them were pso facto evil. The most successful progressives
were the L:berals, who

were also the most conservative, They pursued the drcam

of sovercignty by stages within inherited ethical limits and as reason moderated
feeling seemed to indicate,

Europe’, meani For Post-Europe they tacitly subsituted ‘Enlightened
lel?do’s Mmeaning themselves ar.xd how they ordered things. Flanking them, in a
find S spectrim of individualism and collectivism, were the
- damentalists, the ytopian absolutists. They strained for unmitigated sovereignty
mmediately’, by violent overthrow if need be,
implement a Post-Europe resulted in 2
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f society which fell well short of the absoh.ltist goal. Tl‘lcdRozif;e:;?
icof ﬂ:)c Declaration of Independence tpgether \.wth national ;16 :1:11; g thé
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” . : se
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DR , collective an : ! PR
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alfhe 2 ibe and cquality within limits sct by reason, Pro e1asted until World
prOInOtZd . {i‘tartist economics. An American semi-Europe, it
skin and cap )
. -blown but shortlived.
e French attempt at realising POSt'EmZOPE-: “f‘i759§lfg4b ic; petered out in the
The than two years of absolutist Utopia, in 1 dﬂ’lﬂ nineteenth century.
ol lcZSFrmcc and Europe of the Napoleonic empn;ﬁn that century and into
refct)l:;lc drc;m that had inspired it hauntEdthEML?t?n mﬁogn ilerrwerEBEBEE
But the £ " : d in other .
- France itself an . t wholesale
o hwu.mtt:: : ]fjsiort:::t'lf:mrof the dream. Russia and Gm@zi:gcﬁ:? - | crisis
= d—omi
1\11:;1;23;]‘:518‘1 it for, respectively, sevel?]tly yi(l:csmanag Nazir: as the Jacobins before
an y b g
_ten. The Bolshev the second, this time
of the German effort—t last. In sum, before the s
: their Post-Europes last. .. ihe dream of Post-
them, failed to make still experiencing, :
ican effort that we are SHil EXp=- m having more
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Europe sp hich
; . as that whic
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. 3ecalt1§z current American breakaway, those f:‘i’: ;eﬁgurc it and constitflte
mSpllf;S r and illuminate it. But they also 11mmmafthe:ir modus operandi—which
§h§rfasti:ngly realistic rehearsals for it, by "ifoglzreashlg amount of sovereignty
1ncre . . e
was essentially the same in all of the[?fmir conviction that they represented

they won and made availal‘njle; dal;;lf evil. Far these reasons it is instructive to
: d or hindere -
righteousness oppose

i : . spatiuec aimed at liberating 2
consxde; thm:;voluticms were progressive gl.‘GlI? mﬁé:rvxizn——ﬁ-om external or
T ; ¢
ti;’xllﬂougwe[__ American, French, Russianl m:arl so that the revolutionaries,
tral limations vhich ver e e aational and individual sovereigaty
: wer, could promo
using the augmented power,

. ive power
i th as to increase useful indi dual and collective p
The first of these W

s d the power—legal,
o g : volutionaries mcrt’:aﬁe i
within the nation in question. e ctni ethical 7—of individuals and collectv

s g tﬁffhml;’ng?:: in response to their empowarment, to support
who were likely, by their na

ian revolution)

actuallythusecondku_sm ey

subseq‘t?bl;ﬂsym(ni-wwtemm' edrevolutionan ﬁa?vw s
e westmnr&sources,toreahse

Constitution

6 The Russiantevolutionof 1917 and
was awestem revolution by proxy: an g
western nation, using awestem ideology

dream.

i ithout moral blame.
7 Ethical power—the ability to perform an action Wi
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ﬁfle liberated national power and augment it further. Accordj
circumstance, the categories of individuals whom they em )
by lsuch attributes as income, sex, class, race, particul o
antu.:lerica]ism, the possession of property or ;he lack S Tel
pam.cular doctrinal party or—in the twentieth C'n“ntulyc c?f it,
Teceive moncy and spend it. The useful sub—nationalﬁmmpl?
successive re?*olutions, the new rulers empowered inc] oy
particular religious confession or secret society o ’ udeq P
scholars or the judiciary, police, military, the press fba:{ocmtlo
part%h:ise le; as new figencies created to serve tht; lizla)erzt(c:i i
Wi andu:e which the revolutionaries made ;
xternal opponents or hinderers of

‘er.ed were defineq
1gious adherengce
membership ofa,
ability tq earn op
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90

E 0 the time 5

-~

nre et —

s

¢ and by the moral law inherent in human nature and self-given by sovereign
human beings. In the American 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 amoust of national power to which
the revolutionaries felt entitled by their righteousness—the amount that constituted
progrcssive national sovereignty—was limited by those natural factors; but only

by them.
As the nineteen

natur

th 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 inberited 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, Israc)’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

1o 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 theirnew 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 unbom 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 cmpowerments 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 anmies and
its sub-national agencies and by taking steps to establish a European Economic
Community and Common Market wnder German direction, for the greater

prosperity of all its members.
the lineaments of the dreamt-of Post-European

With these developments,
condition became suggestively visible. In its full realisation, Post-Europe would
be an ethically untrammelled and omnipotent western SUperpower, ruling ovet
and empowered by superpowerful collectives and individuals. Embodying Good,
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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 appcarances into the mid-1960s.
In 1958 the US military intensified its space programines. 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 fora

large vote of funds for the space programme, and committed the nation to landing
» 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 s0 because it was brought

US the world’s first superpower and impelled the President
nary Pope. With his pronouncement on the legitimacy
d of warfare, he began the West's replacement of its
well-equipped with superbombs, his
the creation of the

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 motive
boom which was in the joint interest of the rulers and the businessmer. 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 2 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 s consumerism’. With the various national states

9 For the political motivation of the atomic bombing, see Guy Alperovitz, The Decision To
dmerican Myth, London, HarperCollins,

Use The Atomic Bomb And The Architecture OfAn
1995, ‘atomic diplomacy” references in Index.



assuming a greatly augmented role in the economy and in private lif
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¢cONOMIC SUPErPOWEL. This great wealth and productive capacity served two
purposes. Morc immediately, it paid for the growth of the military power and for
the related and 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 technclogy, 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
lated, than a population of their size had ever been

and at the same time more regu
pbefore. The world had not previously seen so many superpowerful and, by 2

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 il%dividual
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, t!le
Pentagon, NASA, physical scientists, the CIA and FBI, the National ‘Sec‘m'lty
Agency, the World Bank, the International Monetary Fm:ld2 multinational
corporations, the predominantly liberal mass media of communication (enormou.sly
empowered by television, operating one-way, “from the top down’, penetratmg
and political messages), and finally, the liberal

every household with commercial iber:
Correctorate which used those media to deliver ethical guida_nce. In America 1n
particular and in the European satellites generally, collectﬂfes such as t!:ese
formed, together with the state power, a1 interlocked collective of collectives.
All together, working in concert, exercised the new, truly revolutionary collec_tljve
control. They formed what Tom Wolfe, in his novel The Bonfire Of The Vanities
set in New York in the 1980s, called simply ‘the Power’. That was a way of
that none of the existing names for forms of government or
ew kind of controlling agency.

before Wolfe, Alexis de Tocqueville in his

Demaocracy In America, had encountered the same problem whel.:n, looking mto
the future, he tried to describe and name “the oppression by which democratic
nations are menaced”. And he, too, perforce, had 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

hich they glut their lives. Each of them,

the petty and paltry pleasures with w :
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 gratific

their fate. That power is absolute, minute, regular,

saying, succinctly,
governing institutions fitted the 0
A hundred and forty years

ation, and to watch over
provident, aod mild. It
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would be like the authority of a parent, if, like that authority, jtg object
prepare men for manhood; but it seeks on the Contrary tq eép thWas s
perpetual childhood. It is well content that the People should hyye 4 gOOdCtm in
provided they think of nothing but having a good time. Fop their by _Irzle,
such a government willingly labours, but jt chooses to pe the sole 5 Eﬁimss
the only arbiter of that happiness: it provides for thejy Seeurity, forcgees o
supplies their necessities, facilitates their bleasures, may, ges their pn_nCiancli
concerns, directs their industry... What remaing but to spare them al] the Cpa
of thinking and all the troublc of living? B

“Thus itevery day renders the exercise ofthe free agency of man |egg usefy]
and less frequent; it circumscribes the will within 4 NATTOWer range ang
gradually robs a man of all the uses of himself. The principle of cqualit’y has
prepared men for these things; it has predisposed menq to endure them, ang
oftentimes to look on them as benefits.

“After having thus successfully taken cach member of the
its powerful grasp, and fashioned them at will, the su
extends its arm over the whole community. It covers th

“ommunity jy

Thisis de Tocqueville's Visionary picture of what Claudio Magris describes as

a “'soft” and colloidal [that is, ‘glue-like’ of ‘gluey’] totalitarianism”. In the
liberal democratic West we have been taught to believe that ‘totalitarianism’ is

ctive control, into which various ideologies can be and have
-political system produced by the Second

; ina liberal-dernocratic, ‘soft’ manner. For
de Tocqueville, ‘mild”, for Magris, 'soft’; but both descriptions refer only to the

s of the controlling power, In its behaviour towards the non-

wester world, the West, 45 fepresented now by the USA, continued to be
militaristic and aggressive,11

oo ful placfings in historical context, one distant, the other proximate,
complete the picture, As in the Late Roman change of civilisation led by

6 transfer of s equences of the Second American Revolution were, in the 1960s,
domiuanceé Of%e Yorld's art capita] fropm, Paris to New York; from the 1 970s, the absolute
-y -© 01 Hollywood filme on the cinema ang television screens of Amerope; and the

European él;;gugnt;mcan culture as the only common contemporary culture of the

9

i otive in the West’s rejection of the European
Copstanfine, (o ptf: (;rzzli?:i?;a?ce of empire: in the West’s case, its politico-
ethical rules V:fasomic supremacy. But the historical parallel most relevan? to the
military and econ ean breakaway is the Bolshevik enterprise, now termmatfzd.
West's post—‘?mfc‘; the European set of rules for new rules that ‘won “fl‘:
That, too, rcée{;cilimted superpower. That, too, used a late-European 1(15:01{)1%1]_(1:l
adhere‘nce an t') to describe both a social utopianism and wh.ateyer the bui " g
term ( :30(:12111_S equired. Postmodern also, in the sense that it aimed t;i rae]p;l Ocs:
of Sl;p crps]\:;,r ;yqa superior ‘Soviet’ humanity, the Soviet system last
‘modern

: discussed at greater
o thi llowing chapters are QiSCuss 90
ith in this and the fo d Civilisation, London,
;2 hgfhs" o tg%?:l:t;?e%eitn‘::stem Condition: Between Chaos An
ength in m

1999,
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while working to SCIve 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 I1. 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 dees

e such) ignores both the historical reality

not narrate accordingly (Davies is on
and, more to the point, what the mass-media preachers and the politicians bave

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. Tt has been created and maintained through a

tions by tens of thousands of people working broadly in unison in

couple of genera
the USA and Britain. These thousands include some profcssional 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. Tt programmes and forms the consciousness
which the ruling elites and the citizens regard as comect’s, 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 cthical experiment led by the US, and paralleling 2
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 peli-mell change of social ethics has
been represented in the ¢Allied scheme’ as 2 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.é As a result, mlike their
counterpasts in the now defunct Soviet experiment—who were fully conscious,
often proudly so, of their rejection of historical Europe—the ruling elites and the
citizens are effectively unaware that they are involved in a similarly momentous

new departure.

15 *Correct’ in the sense of ‘doctrinally correct’, ‘orthodox’, and therefore ‘proper toregard

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 rule, As one
among many indications that ‘nothing momentous has occurred’, SPQR (Senateand People

s

of Rome) continued to appear on the \egionary standards.
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Subconsciously, many know or suspect this to be the case. But b
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of the other media. The films are, overwhelmingly, American and British. Not
surprisingly, then, within the general story a particular message presses i: this
present—day western world is born out of a war in which righteous American and
British rulers, and brave American, 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 preseat, 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 belicve, 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 westem 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 IT 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 Evrope 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 thers is a reason. What westerners identify
with is, essentially, the American and British waging of World War H, their
cruelty in its aftermath being buried in oblivion. The prevalent presentation of the
Anglo-American warfare omits the episodes and featores which would show
the rulers and soldiers acting illegally and cruelly: illegally, in breaking the rules
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:)hfo\:vlsarfa;: to whi.ch the West sub§cribed; cruelly, i the kijj;
Ousan of pnsonm:s,. but mainly in the deliberate ki n,lg or maltreatme
millions of unarmed civilians by bombing from the 4 illing ang Maim; kot
The purveyors of the *Allied scheme’ do not o He ot
effects of that British and American air war on the inhabj
mtle‘s.” That war, which reached its pre-atomic peak in ‘fhb Hamts of e bombeg
and ‘carpet bombing’ of cities, formed a large part (;ft}J : A‘l)ll}Sand~b0mbe[ Taidg’
resources-of fcsearch and skill were put 1nto the perfecting P ctfort Ureat
the organisation and execution of the attacks. Thoys inds g of the bomps and intg
them. But their deeds of proficient blasting, burnin g ds of brave airmen dieq in

. " ) asphyxiatin .
zf women, chlldrep and men—in their tens of thousands i the f and skinning
ours or, in two instances, a few seconds—are omitted from tli’l‘-lce of a few

Prevailing

presentation of World War II. So, too, a iki ag
the many familiar striking images o’f t];leaf trv:rka;ngl\;?i'scz e i dond among
hastening to a blazing city from neighbouring tov;rns on] lgt ’bef erman fitemen
explosives of the second attack; of schoolchildren mc;bilis}c':[d(t) ey eigh
of corpses from the rubble and pile them in heaps for burni ; g i L
O ole ing; of the thousands of
ofpthe : ;c_pfs s wltthh r_adlatlon-damaged faces who would never find a husband: or

tlots m i i ;
o e gﬂmusaﬂd I::f) p(;c:kpﬁs above Tokyo smelling the roasting flesh of a
o “ii;;u\s; ;-llItIhliz 1rsn oa;(nl_tge(}m the preval?nt ‘Al}ied schemfz’, its presentation
W s make-believe. Accordingly, its suggestions of the moral
pnm_:lplcs and convictions which the winning side has bequeathed to its heirs are
spurious. In reality, the living Europeans and Americans who identify with the
Wmnerls.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 fi .
?f the convictions about ‘cruelty and murderous deeds, in particular the killng of
innocent civilians’, which westerners are told they hold, and usually beicve theY
__-_______.-—'

17 Apart from books on particular themes and episodes which provide this informatwnotx)'rurtl
havepada small circulation, some professional historians do what they can 1 g
(Davies does so for the European part), In a few paragraphs, Greer and Lewis, op- P ilence
5, give a remarkably lucid account. But for the general consciousness, the massive Sk o
of the mass media, in all forms from films and television t0 popular b00

‘commemorative supplements’, annuls their efforts.

portray, in wordg OF pictureg th
» the

ctional nature
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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
FEuropean cities. Rulers and citizens, we cheer their president if he is a Democrat,
and accept their instructions on comrect behaviour. We belong willingly to a
community of nations whose rulers, preachers and amms 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 airbomne, 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 westem 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 supply the

armaments 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. Inan
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 0T 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 ethcal
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 theit
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 ne
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Hiroshima would undermine the ideology of professed ‘hor.ror at the killing of
innocents, and professed zeal for human rights, on which th'e New Amc_r‘lcan
Empire mainly based its claim to represent benevolenc; and k_mdness and Good
in the world. In this contorted manner, therefore—there is notl‘lmg as contorted as
suppressed conscience—the deliberate exclusion of Huoshuna-frc)m metmory,
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 Smithsonian
Institute to mark the fiftieth anniversary. In that year, 1995, living in Seattlc. |
witnessed a temporary lifting of the veil of silence in the USA. Some books un
the bombing were published. Around 6 August, news magazines carried loag
feature articles, some newspapers published supplements. A Gallup poll asked
Americans would they have dropped the atomic bomb. Of the men, sixty-one per
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 of us
has 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
Wweapons 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.”

lFurther 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:

“The Hiroshima _Jaw 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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of Part Two.
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107



d ‘everything’ since. Of equal or greater umpact on

to justify it, that has influenc in
subsequent events were his repeated decisions not to repent. For Truman, perhaps

uniquely, there could be no ‘dismissal from mind’; and as doubts an_d a sense of
guilt assailed him down the years, those stecly rc fusals and reafﬁnnat‘lons secur.cd
the foundation on which American superpowet, the Second American Empirc
and the West today were bult. .

US Secretary of Commerce, Henry Wallace, kept a diary. In the entry for 10
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 atomnic bombing. He
said the thought of wiping out another 100,000 people was too horrible. He
didn’t like the idea of killing, as he said, ¢all those kids’”. If the question of
Truman’s repenting for ordering the atomic bombings had not been raised during
his 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 say
that he ‘repeatedly refused to repent’.

Tn March 1946 the US Federal Council of Churches issued a report signed by
twenty-two Protestant religious leaders. (Truman was a church-going Protestant.
In a radio address to the nation, after the dropping of the bombs, he had said of
the new weapon: “We thank God it has come to us instead of to our enemics.
May He guide us to use it in His ways and for His purposes.”) “We would begin™,
the churchmen stated, “with an act of confrition”. They continued:

“As American Christians, we are deeply penitent for the irresponsible use
already made of the atomic bomb. We are agreed that, whatever be one’s judgment
of war in principle, the surprise bombings of Hiroshima and Nagasaki are morally
indefensible. They repeated in ghastly form the indiscriminate slaughter of
noncombatants that has become familiar during World War II... As the nation that

first used the weapon, we have sinned grievously against the laws of God and
against the people of Japan.”

The report also condemned as immoral the massive firecbomb attacks on cities
which had preceded the atomic bombings. It urged Americans to offer a
“convincing expression” of repentance, to help rebuild Hiroshima and Nagasaki,
and to cease production of atomic weapons.

'I_'ruman did not respond. Twelve years later, in 1958, when he was no longer
president, the Hiroshima city council sent him a resolution it had passed. The
resolution protested “in deep indignation” against a statement of Truman’s that
he hz}d felt “no compunction whatever” about ordering the dropping of the
atomic bombs, and that “hydrogen bombs would be put to use in the future in
case of em‘etgency”. Truman, in his reply, ignored the implicit demand to
withdraw his statement of “no compunction”. He pointed out to the councillors
that the Japanese themselves were responsible for the bombings. “The need for
such a fateful decision...never would have arisen...had we not been shot in the
back by Japan at Pear] Harbor”, “The sacrifice of Hiroshima and Nagasaki was
urgent and necessary for the prospective welfare of both Japan and the Allies”.
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. 1ly, in 1959, at a Columbia University symposium, Truman was asked
Fina g’ nad regrets about any of the great decisions he had made while in
whether D€ o paﬂiculﬂf about his decision to use the atomic bomb. He replied:

office, 214 bomb was 1o ‘great decision’... It was merely another weapon in the

«The atom 08
arsenal of righteousncss. .-

an refused to repent because, examining hi§ conscience, he did not

; had done Wrong; he believed he had done right. He bad acted out of
believe h? tertwined motives which he believed were right. The first of them is
two closely WS replies to the Hiroshima councillors and the Colombia university

i in hi = :
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:;ruagny ;against the Land of the Free. (In a private letter, two days after Hiroshima,
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more mundanely—this was his other, intertwined motive—he believ

obliterating the two Japanese cities, he had served the interests of his primary

i i i ; the
earthly value. This was liberating American POWET an‘d Whgt :;;qu fRor :
Christian liberal-capitalist democratic West facing atheistic Communist Russia.

i ing i ishi ion, and
He had scrved the interests of that power by displaying m pums g action,
thereby establishing, American superpower. _ —
However, it was one thing to believe that he h'a?d actef:h vu‘tm;ﬂsg; ::;1 o or
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giving reasons for his action (shortening the war, Zag:g ol anil © otally
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: ; tives—they
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bad influenced him at most pﬂriphefauy'_md i as justification for the

fellow rulers, his mation, and Europe "‘_Ccf"Ptcd i the fiture by American
massacres, and by implication, for all similar acts mthc founder of the West's
rulers or their allies. In this way, Hamy Truman became

post-European ethics.

viding plausible
But again, it was one thing to allay the qualms of others by pro

Lo . . sthi hilnse]g and to overcome,
justifications and it was quite another to confrontwﬁhﬂlleﬁ us moving evidence of

% 4 1’ have .

repeated gnawings of guilt. Truman's speeches American lives’, OF of
those private struggles and victories. The ‘saving of WV 7~ ———
- » g 'ta;yuseofiﬂdﬂ" riminate
®These ‘reasons’ eXpress anaxguablemihtaryrahonale. Mﬂlona.s o soldiers. Doubtless:

. . i % s are g 3 Bmow
is likely, if not certain, to end a war quickly a.“‘.l s itis arationale which
Assyrian, Hebrew and Mongol generals had this in mind. But
tejected.
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dives simply, became the best known of Truman’s justiﬁf:aﬁons_for the bombings.
This came about not only because he frequently used it in public, but because he

progressively increased the number of lives supposedly saved. This well-

ted practice can be explained only by the need of Truman, the private
documented P ¢ right. He could not help but

man, to keep re-persuading himself that he had don-
have occasional doubts. For one thing, there was his knowledge that, as well as
breaking with a iraditional western ethic, it was an ethic vigorously upheld by his
jmmediate predecessor, Roosevelt, For another, there were the staﬁemcnts of
outrage or dissent by some Americans. Insofar as these came from a few journalists,
writers and clergymen, Truman could dismiss them as predictable ‘yappig’
from such quarters. But as the years passed, and as memoirs or journals were
published, the dissenters Were seen 10 include some persons whom he respected
and whose support he might bave 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 2 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, n
1959, in the course of the Colombia University sympesium: “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 Iot 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
tgmple had crowned Rome for nearly a thousand years and received home its
triumphant _genefals. 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
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i historians Of Europe do to right t‘he grossly :
olisstete. es the “Allied scheme’ bad history? The ‘Allied

ak - .
oy B ntury from World War ] and extends its mythical

; twentieth ce al ;
schem® covers th° nt, Even if we confine the equalising task to the period T have

ye to the Prese ¢ since World War I—two immense labours would be

naﬂ'aﬁ ; Wes .
with—the would affect the presentation of World War Il in books

cd. The first of them media. This presentation would have to

television and other . ©
. 5. cruelties and war crimes perpetratefi by the British
; aused by them, equally with all the other

and sufferings of the wat. The second great
have to do with the exit from European

Iues and rules in which we
the 1940s onwards and the chaos of values I e question of

civilisation from ; el
jving 1 rope. These topics, a8 ‘
listo B o 1d have to be part of public currency and

have since been . g

1 latter problem, - £t Bl X
;ﬁﬁggﬁ :[111 ?the Wes?, Obviously, the Professwnal mﬁoﬁﬁ: ;2 Eﬁraglézs C?:E]Se
themselves perform those labours or briog ajbout th(;‘s:h :q ——-— e
narrative and public consciousness. But mindful o : ﬁf i nmnaﬂlseed e
potential of contemporary history truly told, and oﬂl cbgst e e
responsible leadership of the West, they cal do the

circumstances.

requir
of all kinds, films, !
. clude the destructivenes ‘
ﬁéuAmericans, and the sufferings €

destructiveness, cruelties, war ciimes

change in the historical narrative would

|

|

1

i

§

!

¥

i
i
'*
1
i
i
A
A



2The Challenge Of A Post-European Civilisation

“The radical evil—the radical senselessness with whi;h the world presents
itself—must be explored to its core, in order to tackle 1t with hope of overcoming
it. The only adequate response is a continuous, humble, undogmatic search for

hierarchies of values.” ‘
) Claudio Magris

«Civilise Capitalism”. .
Marion Grafin Dénhoff 2!

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 2
glance.

The absence of responsible ownership of our postwestern breakaway 1s 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-destructive thrcat
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 2 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—by words 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. The
killing of civilians, particularly women and children, by state forces or terrorisis
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 [0
prevent it are good. The klling of civilians, including women and children, is
legitimate when done by western atomic bombs, or in any other circumstances
which western governments consider legitimale.

Formal commitments must be kept. Married partners must be faithful to each
other, but if one 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,

1 Marion Grifin Dénhoff, Zivilisiert den Kapitalismus: Grenzen der Freiheit, Stuttgart:
Deutsche Verlags-Anstalt, 1997.
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Lannot be imown by her child. Child abuse is heinously wrong and must be
I unished.
nger’e J’p .

The western democracies want a world at peace. The US, Britain and France
are the pn’ncipaf exporters ?f qmaments, and this trade is the biggest branch of
internatiﬂﬂal commerce. It is important that the GNP fceeps rising and anything
(hat helps this is good. The ams trade, the expanding security business, the
puilding 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
nen unknown 10 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 {0 do these things, and
may use female bodies to sell anything they wish. Men must not freat women as
mere sexual objects. but must respect them as persons.

The sexual self-control that used 1o 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, p.eaple
may be uprooted, bombed, their cultures assaulted, be driven into exzhf.
economic pressures, or subjected to senselessness or o any other living condition
that serves. o

Prejudice against people on ethric, religious or racial grounds is stnctly
forbidden. Art is anything that an art gallery or museum Says is art. Antz—.s'_emmm
is permissible only against Arabs, but prejudice may also be legitimately d!Sph_!}’Gd
against men, Germans, strict Muslims, orthadox Christians and especiaily
Catholics. Material things can make you happy, but only if you have and use
enough of them selectively enough; keep trying and you'll succofed.

Abortion does not involve killing a persor, merely removing a.nan-humm
foetus or a lump of tissue. Women 's experience must be t;tea_ted W“h ﬂ;f .m;ne
respect as men’s. When a pregnant woman feels the baby sHITINg within her,
usually speaks of it as ‘him’ or ‘her’.

General e.xp{rience shows that a child, and especially a boy, _"ﬂe" suffers
psychological damage if a father-figure, preferably his natufﬂ’ﬁﬂ'e'éi o bear
present during his upbringing. Child abuse is heinously wr?ng. r! "
children without a committed father must be treated with :SPBCWI regar

Resolutions of the United Nations Security Council must 4

. ; mbing; but
country concerned on pain of severe sanctions or devastating bo g
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resolution affects a client or ally of the United States, it need not be obeyed: the

1 7 it likes in licensed outlawry.
state in question can do as it likes in : ‘ |
Fathzrs 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 t.ouch of saintliness" Owing to fear of
assault by males, the public spaces in which women and chz‘ldren can safely
move are diminishing. This is because women are freer, children are berter
protected, and men are more violent, than before.

It is legitimate for TV advertising and pop videos to encourage len-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’ The fact 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 Jetch
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 ofien 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
utlerance that is at variance with correctness of thought or language must be
exposed in the stocks of public obloquy and condemned by the Correctorate, lest
Jreedom of expression get out of hand.

Frou_l Seattle to Stockholm and Naples, anyone who reads the newspapers,
Wwatches television, or looks for a thoughtful moment at the lifc he is taking part
I, sees the problem—the moral chaos. Quite regardless of their individual merits,
the rules and values that are being proclaimed, and that are often supported by
laws and state financial measures, do not add up to sense. They clash with each
other logically, or are transgressed, without apology or penalty, by those who preach

14

hey spub emotiongl and spiritual hungers felt by many people. In the
of an order of justice generally agreed, they offend the sense of justice,
absenct‘f one large swathe of people, now of another. As advancing physical
oW ° resents NEW, disturbing possibilities, the only apparent rule is: ‘Unless
scwnC; PC regulation stipulates to the contrary, people may use these if they want
& aa('i :an’ Journalists, functioning as public moralisers, try to police the chaos,
?oﬁrontcd‘ with it—perceiving it as ‘life’—people find life senseless, and this
ts.
has’?]fg (:Iff:f! sense-giver of the age is the increasing flow of money, together with
the comforts, protection and mobility, the physical health and longcvity,' the
education and well-stocked supermarkets- t]:}&t the abundant money provides.
Most people, most of the time, ﬁqd t].Jat their life makes sense.becaus‘e 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 f%nd sense or enough of it
through money and its increase—those who must continually or frequently quk
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 pointiess violence of football hooligans; .the
blank faces of the households mesmerised by television; the organised I_Jaedcphlles
scouring the Internet for children to rape; the growth of random vmlem‘:c and
cruelty against the physically weak—now often children agamst chJ‘ldren.
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. o

The flow of money will sooner or later stop increasing. Tht?rem lies ﬂ_.‘le
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 2
severe financial crash, a damaging external attack, a natural or man—mfide
Catastrophe, or a shift in the focus of world trade, the system will cease to‘dehver
its substitute sense. Whether the result for most people will be a life of violence,
flxcad 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 s ravages. In their unreflecting view, because the values and rules beﬁg
Preached arc right, and maintain consumption and the increase of money, 1
V\_fcst is in good order. Those who ‘find life senseless’ suffer from 8 :subjﬁctffc
disorder which does indeed give rise to social problems. But the ever-increasmg

them. T
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; rovide more counsellors and treatment
money can cope ?wth Higse, Ithcan Ifools more police and security firms with
centres, more special lessons 1n the scho0’S, S

» t, more spy-cameras, prisons and fenced-off r§51dent1a1 commun-
px?ttcr "f?;"pﬁ::é guards, bigger public games with balls or jackpots, hundreds
:::tsc:; of gozens of te]ev’ision channels, and r%]ythmic sound with ads and chatter

i ¢ continuously in more places.

sed;tl?ijsg ii?l}:,frlggihinki ng and gmceeding ensures that, when the breakdown
commences, it will have even more drastic effects than the (?ollapsc of thg Soviet
Union. With no rich West on hand to give assistance, the stnckep West will cnter
a violent, chaotic winter with no foreseeable spring. The rage xx{h1ch 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.

’%’o 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
a‘{mmPhShﬁdi 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 nto a coherent hierarchy endorsed by the strong
;11;: ;zit;itf:)lc to th;‘ weak. Even that start would begin to make Amerope, what
g w};;;nan estation of sense. And with that incipient manifestation of a

tich people value more than anything, Amerope would begin to
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ome—what it is also by no means now—a loved life capable of lasting,
becAlrea dy millions of people in their hearts are crying ‘Enough, enough of this
orverted life!” That cry could find its way to bec_omc first articulate, then 2 shout,
A political leadership could emerge to Serve 1f; a leadership that had at last
sﬂmed moral ownership of Amerope in full knowledge of what Amerope
iznstitutes in the historical scheme of things—and therefore of what it needs jp
order to survive. . ‘ '

Let that leadership be embodwd‘—to ke-ep the hypothesis reasonable—in 2
well-advised, ambitious and far-seeing president of thet United States. Heeding
the rising cry ‘Enough, Enoug?ﬂ i du?y tr_anslgted for him by his advisers, he is
moved to declare with appropriate actu.}n in mind: ‘Enough of this chaos! Enough
of believing, like simpletons, that with more money, more police and sports

ounds, and stricter laws and more medical research, we can patch together a
perfect life, making it up as we go along! Let us found again in the West a life that
will 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—
uot 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 conclavecould make sense manifest, thus
satisfying that part of each one of us which wants and needs this boon.22

The exploration of a historical ‘could-be’ is only marginally more usefil 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
itas 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 Pofitical Forunll,gﬁs
launched in May 2003 in Turin, Among its founding members are many ‘world figures’oithe
19805 and 905 (including Bono of U2). Its motto, inscribed under its title, is Towards aNg
Civilisation'. That such a motto was chosen might perhaps indicate that sa‘omﬂ:omne f
Wentified that pressing need; or again, it might be thoughtless rhetoric without % esswz

s momentous import, Unfortunately, Gorbachev's opening statement, printed mL;:ad ven
o oBested the latter was the case. After mentioning, merely, the motto theyn:ightglmad

thems]: Ives, he confined himself to high-sounding sentiments such as one
ere,

m
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