
Avrupa Nered.e Bitiyor?
Whrrc does EuFpe cnd?

ANTHONY BARNETT

Soru, zorlu bir soru. Rusya Avrupa'mn pargasr
mr) Oylcyse, de Gaulle'iin diigiindiigii gibi
Ural'larda mr bitiyorl $imdi, Paris ya da
Roma'yla taru$rkhklan dolayrsryla Avrupah
olan birgok Rus var - birgok Ttirk olduSu
gibi. Rusya Avrupah'ysa. Bulgaristan nel
Bulgaristan da 6yleyse, her ne kadar gimdi
orada sayllmasa da, elbette ki Bosna ve Saray-
Bosna. Bosna oradaysa Ttirkiye de olmal,
giinkii o da halkr Miisliiman olan bir laik
devlet. Tiirkiye giriyorsa Liibnan nasrl drganda
tutulurf Ya Hrristiyan Giircistan ve daha da
Hrristiyan Ermenistan (onun tek sorunu gu
srralarda fazla saldrrganca... Avrupah olmasl).
Bitmez tUkenmez gortinen bu co$rafyaya
verilen iki olagan cevap var: biri pratik, ribiirii
kiilttirel. *Bir an igin" pratik olacaksak,
Avrupa, Avrupa Toplulu$u'nun pargasr olmak
demek - ya da, insanrn iilkesinin yrldrzrnr AT
bayra$rrun gemberine katmasr igin bir
baglangrg olarak hig de$ilse Avrupa Konseyi'ne
iiye olmasr gerekiyor. Mavi iistiiLnde altrn
yrldrzlar-koyu, akgam mavisi iistiinde. Dcmek
ki soruya verilen pratik cevap, 'zaman alacak"
oluvor. An. uzun bir an. Adaote olmak

The question is compelling. ls Russia part of
Europe? And if so, does it stop (as de Gaulle
thought) it the Urals? Gertainly there are
Russians, iuit as there are Turks, whose
intimacy with Paris and Rome qualifies them as
Europeans, And if Russla, then Bulgaria. And if
Eulgaria then, surely if not now most of all,
Bosnia and Saraievo. And if Bosnia then also
iurkey, likewise a secula" state with tluslim
citizens. And if Turkey how can the Lebanon be
excluded? Or Christian Georgia and the even
more Christian Armenia (if only it was not at
present being so aggressively... European).
There are two usual responses to this
seemingly endless geography: the practical and
the cultural. To be practical, "for a moment",
Europe means belonging to the European
Community - or at least to the Council of
Europe as a prelude to hitching one's own
country's star to the wheeling circle on the flag
of the EC. Starc emblazoned on blue - a dark
evening blue, The practical response to the
gu€stion thcn is "it will take time", The
moment is a long one, Adiustment and
alignment are needed. Economic leyels must
be reached. Europe becomes a tough target,
not so much an end as a goal; not so much a
proiect as a proiection on a traph.
But if practical, economic, Europe takes time,
cultural Europe expands instantaneously. South
America is notoriously more "European" than
its No"thern cousin, which itselt identifies
more with Europe than any other continent.
Culturally Europe already ,s in a sense the
world; its import-export trade in identity,
meanings and values could hardly be treater.
As a project as well as a proiection there is no
end to it in sight. Neither economically nor
culturally can we fix a definite horizon, a hard
border.
"Where Does Europe End?" is an
unsatisfactort question, then, becausc its
answerc seem endless. Perhaps it is a suspect
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gerekiyor, kurallara uymak gerekiyor.
Ekonomik diizeylere ula$mak gerekiyor. Avrupa bir amagtan gok bir hedef haline geliyor;
projeden gok, bir projeksiyon.
Ama bu pratik, ekonomik Avrupa zaman ahyorsa, kiiltiirel Avrupa arunda geniglemekte .
Herkesin bildi$i gibi Gtiney Amerika kuzeydeki kuzeninden daha *Avrupal', ama kuzeydeki
kendini bagka herhangi bir krtadan <ince Avrupa ile ozdegliyor. Kii,ltiirel bahmdan Avrupa daha
gimdiden diinyamn hendisi; kimlik, an.lam ve deSer gergevesinde ihracat-ithalat dengesi bundan
baganh olamazdr. Projeksiyon olduSu kadar proje olarak da, gciriiniigte sonu yok. Ne
ekonomik, ne de ktildirel bahrmdan ona bir ufuk, kesin bir slnlr gizemiyoruz.
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*Avrupa Neredc Bitcrf " bu durumda gok iyi
bir sorun de$il, gi.inkii ccvabrrun birimi yok.
Belki almca da Etiphe uyandrracak bir soru,
I989'a kadarki, ekonomik olarak biiyiiyen ve
politik olarak geniEleycn, kendine gtivenle
dolu Avrupa'run bir iiriinii. Ama gimdi
"Avrupa fikri" kugatma altrndayken, bu soruyu
sormak daha da <inemli.
Belki de bunu sormarun en iyi yolu, sorunun
kendisini sorgulamaktrr. Nereden grkryor bu
sorul Giindemi ne? Soran Helsinki Yurttaqlar
Meclisi oldu$una g<ire, ige kapanmaktan ve
cinyargrdan, d4layrcrhktan hoglanmayan, agrk
yiirekli, agft elli bir soru mul Yoksa, *bu veba
nerede biterl" gibi bir soru mu|
Bunu srnamamn bir yolu da tersyiiz etmek.
Avrupa'nrn nerede bitti$ini sormak igin gok
erkense, o haldc rince "Avrupa Nerede
Baglarl" diye sorahm.
Cevap bizi dosdo$ru tarihe g<ittiriiyor.
Avrupa'mn ncrede bagladr$rm bizc anlatacak
olan gey, ne co$rafta ne de ekonomi.
Tarudr$mrz Avrupa, diinyarun geri kalan
krsm.rn.rn *kegfedilmesi" ve kolonizasyonuyla
baglar.
Latin Katolik Hristiyan Birligi, gegmigin hagh
sefcrine grkan birli$ (sriregiden btitiin igsel
gaugmayla birlikte ) rckabetgi empcryalizme
dtjnii$tti. Her zaman savagrlmasa da, ayn
imparatorluklar kurmamn rekabetine girildi.
Portekiz'den Alrrsturya'ya, kimi karada, kimi
dcnizagrn, hepsi de mudaklagmak isteyen
krallann Avrupa'sr tticcar sermayesini, ticareti,
matbaayr ve sonra sanayi auhmrfl birlegtirdiler,
b<iylece "modern' denilen ve bizim "9a$dag-dncesi" diyebilecc$imiz dtizeni bigimlendirdiler.
Tepcden trrna$a silahh do$an Athena gibi, bu egitsiz ve yangan "eski rejimler"in ahnlanndan
milliyetgilikler figkrrdr, gegmige sahip grku ve halklanrun sadakatrnr talep etti. Ikinci Otuz Yrl
Savagr, yani l9l4'ten 1945'e kadar streni, bu savagrn o Avrupa'yr sona erdirmcsi, onun yerini
ABD/SSCB Soguk Savag ortak-egemenligini hep biliyoruz.
O kadar iyi bilmedi$imiz, So$uk Savag'rn griziilmesi ve Soryet gigirmesinin padamasr. Bu da
tarihin sonu delil, ama Avrupa'nn biiyi.ik tarihinin, gok-uluslu rejimlcrinin, nicc biiyiik
devlederinin ve onlann kurduklan imparatorluklann son hamlesi b6vlece ovnandr.

one too, a product of the period leading up to
| 989 when Europe was confidcnt, trowlng
economically and expanding politically. But it
remalns all the more essential to repeat the
question at a time of retrenchment whcn th€
"European ldea" ls under siege,
Perhap3 the best wat to ask it now, is to probe
the question itself. Where does it come from?
What is i$ at€nda? ls it iust a tene?ous, open-
hearted question intrinsically hostile to closure
and to prciudice, as we can assume when it is
asked by the Helslnki Citizens' Assembly? Or is
it also like asking, "Wher€ does the plague
end?"
One way to te3t this is to turn it around. lf it is
premature to ask where Europe cnds, let us
first ask "Where does Europe begin?"
The answer turns us immediately to history. lt
is not Seography or economics that tells us
where Europe starts. Europe, th€ Europ€ we
are familiar with, starts with its "dl3covert"
and colonialisatlon of the re* of the world.
The Latin Catholic Christian unitt, the
crusading unity of the past (for all the internal
conflict) was transformed into competing
imperialism. Not always lightint, but
competing to create difierent €mpires. From
Portugal to Austria, some overseas and some
purely landed, the Europe of would be absolute
monarchs combined merchant capital, trade,
the printed word, and then industrial advance
to carve out what was called the modern and
we can call the pre-contemporary order.
Nationalism stormed from the foreheads of
these competing and unequal "old regimes",
like so many Athena's each fully armed,
claiminS the past and gathering the people's
loyalty. The second thirtt years war, from | 9 | {
to 1945, its destruction ofthat Europ€, and its
replacement by the Us/Sovlet Cold War
condominium is familiar.
What is stlll unfamiliar is the dlssolution of the
Cold War and the imploding deflatlon of Soviet
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Dolayrsryla Avrupa yeni bir baElangrca adlmrru
atryor.
Krtada bu durum hayal krnkhlr yaratmakta.
Her birimizin hAlA iilkelerimizi tammak igin
baEurrdugumuz kimlik 6geleri, bir kayrp
duygusunun yiikiinii tagtyor. Her smrr bir
adaletsizlik, bir geri gekilme anlamrm tatryor.
Portekiz'den Polonya'ya, Almanya'dan
Yunanistan'a, her krigrik rilke daha briytik bir
biiyiikliiLkten indirgenmigligi yaEryor. Krtada
higbir zaman bu kadar gok sayrda ulus-devlet
olmamgtr, ama bunlann hcpsi de kendilerini
bir tohumdan gok bir kahnu gibi goriiyor. Her
iilke, bir zamanlar oldu$undan daha ki.igiik
olmamn ekgiliSini yaqryor. Bir de, Eimdiki
srntrlanm l920'lerde gizmig ve Avrupa'nrn
uglarrnda yer alan iki iilke var: Batr'da Birlegik
Kralhk ve Kuzey lrlanda ile doguda
Ti.irkiye'nin halen topraklannda siiren ulusal
kurtulug savaglanyla srmrlanm daraltmaya
zorlamyor.
Britrin bu ge ligmelerden bcslenen
milliyetgilikler, eskilerinden oldukga farkh bir
tiir olugturuyor. O eskilcri "Biiyiik
Milliyetgilikler" diye adlandrrabiliriz.
Emperyalistti onlar ve kapsal'rcr olmaya
gahgryorlardr, daha az sayrda halklan iglcrine
ahyor ve onlan Biiyiik Milliye tgilikten
yararlandrnyorlardr. Biiyiik Milliyetgilikler
evrensellik iddiasrndaydrlar, dtinya projeleri
olarak koyryorlardr kendilerini: Britanya
imparatorlu$u; Napoleon'un Fransa'sr;
Ugi.incii Reich; Roma'mn varisi olarak
Mussolini'nin ltalya'sr; Rusya'run Soryeder
Birli$i; Avusrurya-Macaristanln Kutsal-Roma Imparatorlu$u.

pretention. lt is not the end of history, but it is
the end game of Europe's grand history, of lts
multinational regimes, of it3 mant great states
and their imperia.
Eu?ope is theretore enterlng another
beginning.
Across the contlnent this is one of
disappointment. The terms of ldentitt within
which we 3till thlnk of each of our countries
3ighs with loss. Every border marks an
iniustice, a ?etieat. EverT smell country is a
reduction from a 8?eater inlluence, from
Portugal to Poland, from Germany to G?€ece.
There have never been so many nation states
acros3 the continent, but €ach experlences
itself a3 a r€sidue rather than a seed. Every
country feels soured by being less than it was.
Two on the outer edges who drew their
present borders in th€ 1920s: The United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern lreland
to the West and Turkcy to the East have still
to be cut down to size by their respective wars
of natlonal liberation.
The resulting pl€thora of natlonalisms is a
difrerent species from the one of old. These' 
were what we can call "Grand Nationalisms".
They were imperial and inclu3ive, with smaller
peoples incorporated fully a3 b€neficial
participant3 in the Grand Nationalisms. G?and
Natlonalisms proJect themselvcs in universal
te?ms, as world proiects. The British Empire;
inheritor of Rome; Russia's Soviet Union;
Austro-Hungary's Holy Romrn Empire; all
?eached out in a language of self-definition that
also justified thcir efiorts to dominat€ thc
world.
There are still such Great Netlonalisms. Ghina
has not shaken ofi its Haolst v€rsion as it
liquldates Tibet. lran presents a novel verslon
of grand nationalism clothed in the chador of
fundamentalism that aapires to reach out with
its global fatwas. And there is America"
The only centre of such aspiration that remains

Kutsal Roma Imparatorlu$u; bunlann hepsi kendilerini - tammlayan bir dil aracrhsryla iligki
kurmaya ve bu dil arac r$ryla dtinyaya egemen olma gabalanru hakh gcistermcye gahgular.
Bugiin hill bii'yle Biiyiik Milliyetgilikler var. Qin, Tibet'i ezerken emperyalizmin Maocu
versiyonundan srynlabilmig de$il. Iran, global fewalar arac rgryla geniElemeyi amaglayan,
fundementalizm gargafina biirtinmiig Btiyiik Milliyetgiligin yeni bir versiyonunu temsil ediyor.
Ve ABD var.
Biiyle bir iizlemi Avrupa'da hAlA banndrran tek merkcz Bri.ikscl. Ust diizey kadrolannr Pan-
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Avrupah aristokrat segkinlerle dolduran AT,
aga$rdaki farkh uluslan kendi igine almak gibi
global bir rol pe$inde.
Ne var ki, a$agrda, eski Avrupa kiigiik
milliyetgiliklere d<inerek kesin bir bigimde
sona erdi. Bunlar, global iligkiler kurmaya
u$ragmayan, kendilerini, yalnrzca belirli bir
gruba aidiyede tammlayan milliyetgiliklerdir.
Kendilerini anlam yaymaktan gok kimlik
kotumaya adamrE milliyetgiliklerdir.
Siyasal agrdan bunlar hayalkrnkhfr iiriinii
milliyetgiliklerdir. Beklentileri briyrime degil
varkalma. Bunun akeri ifadesi ise baEkalannr
galebe galmamn krvangh dvgiisi.i de$il, kirli bir
etnik temizlik sugu.
Ktgrn tagrahhk, ekonomik durgunlukla
alevlenirken igine kapanrr, kaybedileni
oldu$undan da btiyiik bir hale getirir ve daha
fazla drglama ve rrkgrhkla, daha fazla daralmaya
gahgrr. Kiigiik millitegilikler demokrasi ve
kendi kaderini tayin hakkr erdemleri one
grkanrlar ama devraldrklan miras, rilgiilti bir
oda$a yerlegririlmig aydrnlanma yerine,
da$rlmrg bir kan ve safiyet romantizmidir.
Ben, ge nigleme idealini benimseye n ve sonra
da insani de$erler igin laik geleneklerin
temellerini atarr c6mert Avrupa'mn
yenilenmesini arayan biriyim. Sahici bir
evrenselli$i kabul eden kurumlarla
destekle nmig ve iqbirli$ine giren bolgeler ve
tilkele rden olugan bir Avrupa istiyorum.
Milliyetgilerin Avrupa'sr yerine bir )'urtta$lar
Avrupa'sr.
Ama bdyle bir vizyonun etkili bir siyaseti hAlA
ortada yok. Ama bu arada, kendilerinden daha biiyiik imparatorluklara adrnr vermek gibi
emperyalist bir ozlemin mirasrna hili ba$rmh oldu$umuzu bir kez daha unutursak, igte bu
oli.imciil olur. 'Avrupa" - emperyalist devletler ve kiiltiirlerin tarihi bilegimi - artrk bitti. $imdi
igimiz onu gommek, efendice, stikfinede - gene de kalbinden topraga bir kazrk gakahm, ne
olur ne olmaz.

in Europe is Brussels. The EC, stafred at its
senior levels (l am informed) by a pan-
European aristocratic elite, seeks a global role
that incorporates difrerent nations down
below.
Down below, however, the old Europe has
ended decisively with th€ shift towards small
nationalism. These are nationeliims of
particularity rather than global reach.
Nationalisms dedicated to preserying identity
rather than imposing meaning.
Politically they are nationalisms of
disappointment. Their glory is not prowess but
existence. Their military expression is the
sordid guild of ethnic cleansing and exclusion
rather than the triumphant iustification of
conquest oYer others.
A sour parochialism fuelled by recession turns
inwards, amplifying the loss and making it its
own by further expulsions and racism. Small
nationalisms proclaim the virtues of democracy
and self-d€t€rmination but run the danger of
inheriting not the enlightenment brought to a
measured focus, but a scattered romanticism
of blood and purity.
I am one of those who searches to renew the
generous Europe that inhabited expansion and
then laid down secular traditions of human
values. I want a Europe of regions and
countries cooperating together and supported
by institutions that recognise a genuine
universalism. A citizens' Europe rather than a
nationalists' Europe.
As y€t there is no effective politics for such a
vision. Meanwhile, it would be fatal if we forgot
that we are still bonded to our inheritance of
imperial desire to belong once more to nations
that are g?eater than themrelvei. '.Europe" -
the historic constellation of imperial states and
cultures - has ended. The task now is to bury
it, decently and calmly but perhaps with a stake
throuth its heart - iust to make sure.


