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INTRODUCTION

KATALIN MIKLOSSY AND PEKKA KORHONEN

The East is a dramatic direction. It is the mostcsgl direction as seen
from Europe—which we equate here with the Atlaetic of the Eurasian
continent. From the West emanates the leadershipeofvorld system, as
the West is dominated by the United States. ThetWéean object of
constant attention, and the direction of occasi@tanomic and political
quarrels, but in systemic terms the relation isaxproblematic one. West
is also a widely used euphemism for an underlyingyuof culturally
rooted values, institutions and a way of life. TNerth is a stable
dimension; nothing very dramatic happens in thetiér©cean or in
Scandinavia. The North is an adjunct to the Wesfprasenting an
interlinked notion. The South is a more colourfuledtion; instability,
wars, political diversity, recently very hopefulges of economic and
political development—many things happen in Afridat again in
systemic terms the European Union’s relationshigh whfrica has
remained the same for decades, burdened with terical shadows of a
certain patronising attitude. Although, in the pGsid War era, the old
political dichotomy of East-West was supposed teegivay to a new
accentuated, welfare related rich North and poouttSaollision, this
prophesy has not replaced the old one.

The East is different. It is a place of rapid clesigwhere large
geopolitical areas are born and disappear withiuman lifetime. Once
upon a time there was a Soviet Union, but it nay@nexists. It lasted a
couple of days less than 71 years. A new regiorbkas born in the East,
namely Central Asia, of which nobody heard of 28rgeago. Once upon a
time the East was synonymous with communism, behestate-socialism
has largely disappeared, and capitalism, eitheafgior state-capitalism,
is the driving force in the East now. Once upoingetthere also was an
Eastern Europe, but by now it has not only disapggehut even the name
is politically incorrect. The systemic transitiorrofn the Western
enlargement of the Soviet Union to the Eastern rgalaent of the
European Union displaced a whole region from thp.mimce upon a time
Russia was a weakened shell of a former superpdwerpow it again
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demands a great power status for itself. Towardsgheast, in the place
nowadays named the Middle East, perennial proceske®nflict and
peace making rage, seemingly endlessly. At théndattreaches of the
East, there once upon a time was a collectionagfrgtnt and subjugated,
mostly European-dominated Asiatic countries, but fyw Asia has
already been rising for a century, and it continieesse and rise, having
already eclipsed Europe in terms of economic simethe East, great
changes take place at the systemic level; new saa@orerge, old ones
disappear, while names and conceptualizations ehikevise.

This compilation is the result of cooperation opdiaese, Hungarian
and Finnish scholars interested in the mutual iceiahip of the concepts
of East and Europe. Our research was funded bpjt¢hdemy of Finland.
The volume lays a special emphasis on the Easteimt pf view and
investigates how the East understands itself wissdhe West. Our focus
is on critical periods where the stability of s&tfjuo and the maintenance
of traditional values have been questioned. Weystuching points and
transitional periods where elements of change gdidaccur and challenge
old ways of understanding.

In order to deepen our analysis, we introduce alsommon conceptual
tool, the binarity of boundaries. Binarity is apgaliin the various cases
where we investigate geopolitical space, focus lm ¢entre-periphery
dynamics, or discuss the status of empires iniogldb nation-states. We
acknowledge that both concepts, East and Europe, hastorically,
culturally, and politically enormously complex bwe hope that our
interventions into specific places and periodshef inutual history of the
East and Europe nevertheless bring significantritnions to contemporary
debates regarding the East.

The Binary Notion of Boundary

In simple geographic terms, it would be possibleview Eurasia as one
entity, Europe being only a small western peningfilthe great landmass,
but this would not be analytically nor historicallsery helpful. The
concept of boundary divides such a large entity tato opposing halves,
for which different properties can rhetorically besigned. Needless to
say, the two opposing entities created by the bamndare social
constructions, not anythingn sich, but the raising of dividing lines leads
to different perceptions of social and politicahliges on both sides of the
boundary. For us boundary is a rhetorical or lisoi phenomenon,
something that is talked into existence in arguit@m—and then often
strengthened by raising legal and administrativeridéis. Nevertheless,
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however strong these Iron and Bamboo Curtains npgea while they
stand erect, they can also be talked down and shisalj when situations
change.

From Europe, the East has always been regardeteasther side of
the verge; different, alien, curious, interestiaggd at times menacing. The
self-other distinction is a binary conceptualizatithat has been used
extensively in discussing European relations wlith East, but we prefer
the concept of boundary, as boundary is less p$ygtzing, and more
readily usable in political and geopolitical anéyOur research group
was interested especially in binary conceptionsnaBiy does not
necessarily reflect “reality”, which is full of noees and colours, but
binary concepts are one of the basic driving powémlitics. In effective
political rhetoric simplification, dramatization é@rexaggeration are the
norm. Nevertheless, because politics is a conflicimd temporal activity,
where actors, positions and constellations corlgtatange, any binary
situation tends to become obscured over time, igrimto something else.

Placing Boundaries: Far, Near and I n-Between

As a linguistic phenomenon, a boundary can be plaae various
locations. The boundary tends to shift over timed &ence the East is
deeply shaded as a concept. When the East appears attribute, as in
expressions “the eastern enlargement of the Eurmopé@on”, “East
Central Europe”, or even the demised “Eastern Eitofhe threshold
created is not too sharp. Even though otherisedgarly displayed, yet the
rhetorical brim has the element of temporaléy;one time in history the
border did not exist, and at another time in tharkiit may cease to exist.
When the East appears as a noun, as in the tereer “East”, “Middle
East” and “Far East”, it more clearly expressespdagg levels of
gualitative alien-ness, apparently much more diffido overcome or
conciliate with essentialistic European-ness timathé case of the East as
an attribute.

If we look at the European boundaries from the Beam point of
view, we might easily think of them as belts of centric circles, where
the level of “being European” gradually diminish&omewhere in the
distance we might even say that we are not in thegmce of Europe any
more: we have crossed a definite border. On therdtand, the closer we
come to the European nucleus in Western Europentire difficult it gets
to define plausibly the demarcation to other arBasindaries are not only
division lines separating something from somethéige; they are also
frontiers where the different sides meet, melt, ametge. Borders soften
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and mark emphatically the interconnectedness aner-imfluence of
different areas. Nevertheless, things appear moreplicated when we
change our position and look from the East towd&dsope. The simple
geometric situation of diminishing “Europeannessiiards the East exists
in a mixed way in the Eurasian reality. In the Eashilar boundary
constructions have been used in respect to Eurspajetimes for
differentiating oneself from Europe for the purpoeéidentity construction;
sometimes for pinpointing social and political diffnces in order to
overcome them. “Europeanness” as a form of geopallishading works
well in relations between Western Europe and itst&a neighbours—
whatever they then in different historical situasoare—because these
regions directly touch each other, enabling a nud#d of contacts at
various levels. Here European influence can bestiyated by analyzing
redefinitions of the meaning of the boundary.

It is sometimes said that distance does not mattgmrmore because in
a world of modern rapid communications antagonisassly flare up both
near and far. However, vicinity still matters, besa nearness tends to
raise the stakes. To be near but politically anéiw creates the
necessity to erect tight boundaries against theoiopqmt, as was the case
recently when Europe itself was divided into thesteen and Western
halves. Simultaneously, vicinity also tends to deiy the durability of
boundaries between places that are proximate to @her. As in the case
of Cold War Europe, state borders could not prewemtstant leakages
through the Iron Curtain. The increasing flows déas and contacts
eventually destroyed not only the boundaries bab ahe antagonism
itself. In this geographic sense the more distanindaries are also more
stable and more lasting ones because they arestedtin the every-day
interrelations. Asia, with its contemporary nucleims the economic
strengthening of East and South Asian countriem fk@rea to India, is far
from Europe. The situation involves regional idgntionstruction both in
Europe and in Asia, but as there is little politicanflict with the areas
apart from limited trade disputes, no strong bompa@nstruction exists.
The Asia Europe Meetings (ASEM) takes place bialtyuaithout
noteworthy dramas.

In the geographic middle area between the far hadnear, Russia’s
position is somewhat ambivalent, and it displaysriesting recent changes
in the concept of the East itself. Up till the exfdhe Cold War, the Soviet
Union belonged to the Eastern bloc as its self-aped leader and as the
counterbalance to the Western world by identifyitsglf with the image
of an Eastern power. After the demise of the Savidbn, Russia was not
linguistically placed under the concept of the ERstwv expressions can be
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found where Russia would be categorized as the; Rastsia simply is
referred to as Russia, as a geopolitical categbits @wn. Similarly, the
term Far East has disappeared from usage duringgsteéwo decades, and
Asia, like Russia, has become a geopolitical categoits own right. The
term East as a noun is strongly used only in cdioveto the Middle East,
which also seems to have become a geopoliticajoate The concept
“East” has actually lost much of its former eminenduch of it has
turned into a relic of the Cold War and colonialiststs. Asia is hardly
ever referred to as East. Just like Russia is ¢dlassia, Asia is Asia.
These changes of linguistic usage tell us a great dbout shifts in the
significance of these areas. Europe is loosingnifgortance, whereas the
East is dispersed into specifically named regiofise age-old binary
understanding of Eurasia as a dichotomy betweempgeuand the East
seems to be giving way to a conceptual four-foldsithn: Asia, Europe,
Russia and the Middle East.

Centre-Periphery: Interactive Frontiers

The mutual relationship of the concepts of the Bast Europe thus is not
symmetrical. For centuries, Europe has exercisédra@eful ideological
and political influence in the East, while the esponding influence from
the East towards Europe has been much weaker, anigdhe recent
centuries mostly coloured with romantic, rathernttsrious, overtones.
Thus over time the European position towards thst Bas been fairly
systematic and totalizing, while the East has mgdrEurope with a
complex mixture of antipathy and admiration. Eurdpes served as a
model to be aspired to and to learn something itaporfrom. To an
extent this situation is only history now, espdgiah the farthest reaches
of the East, but still reality the nearer we comelte present European
Union.

The notion of boundary, thus, is related to a paiconcepts that have
been mostly out of fashion during the past two desanamely centre and
periphery. They also linguistically create a binaituation, where high
values are placed on one entity and low values hen dther, but in
addition, centre and periphery also bring forth phenomenon of mutual
communication and exchange. The centre-periphengtsire contains the
idea of an asymmetrical power relation that esthel a fluctuating
interdependence based on dominance, protectiorlagaruand a mixture
of common interestsApplying the angle of centre and periphery to the
analysis of the concepts of East and Europe, thendsry situation
appears to be a dynamic relationship. Policiescagated in discursive
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processes either for deepening mutual difference®roovercoming the
boundary, or even for turning the scales so trafahmer centre would be
challenged and surpassed, transforming it intorglpery. As an object of
admiration and hate, Europe has evoked in the Bashg wishes for
competition with it.

Empiresvs. nation-states

The model described above is the traditional madémperial influence
over land space, but historically Europe is no mady empire. The total
aggregate of the traditional Western European c¢aloempires, which
were maritime rather than worked over land, hasntnkalf a millennium
of European influence especially at the coastahsaref the Eurasian
landmass. During the nineteenth century this imib@gewas hegemonic on
the world scale. In Delhi and Singapore, Hong Kand Shanghai, Tokyo
and Vladivostok one can find strong elements ofrtipe”; not only in
historical architecture, but also in social custcemsl in the way people
behave. Nevertheless, one can not simply claim ¢mé¢ coastal areas
were influenced and inland regions not; differentitical units have in
their history carried through strong projects ofd&eanization, whatever
their geographic location. Russian history witheaititing influences of
the Westernizingapadniki and their opponengavophily have existed in
Russian politics since the days of Peter | threstures ago. Similar
Occidentalist programs have appeared in other desntfrom Turkey to
India, and Siam to Japan. Especially during theeteienth and early
twentieth centuries, people and organizations enEast had to come to
terms, in one way or another, with Europe, and ithewvitably left marks
on them. No clear civilizational boundary can becdined between
Europe and the rest of the world, and this holds &iso in the East.

Our studies were mainly concentrated on the nadtates of Japan,
Russia, Hungary, Romania, Poland and Greece, gkthdbe larger
systemic and historical picture was always keptight. Of these six
countries only Russia nowadays possesses a clegririal political and
ethnic structure, but as we studied political déston, both an imperial
history, or a potential imperial status in variqast futures, turned out to
be important ingredients in discussions in all bése countries. One
decisive factor in being a change-oriented andvacgieripheral actor
placed under the pejorative category of the Eaminseto be the ability to
think big; to frame the situation in terms of prid@sed on either historical
or future greatness. Even if Greek feelings of gress go back all the way
to the days of Alexander the Great and the ByzanEmpire, both of
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these are still elementary ingredients of contempoGreek geopolitical
discussions. Even though Europeans have tended, Salf-complacent
manner, to regard countries in the East as pembh&r many Eastern
countries people have mixed their peripheralityhwitotions of pride,
which has created the political driving force famtesting their systemic
position. This is clearest in the case of Russkachstill is an empire, but
can be discerned in all studied states. Our bisanceptual framework,
which at first glance looks so simple, becomeseamtiomplicated when it
is combined with politics and time.

This volume consists of six chapters introducing m&erpretations on
the conceptualisation of East and Europe. Pekkadtwn starts the book
by providing an overview of the overall geopoliticituation in terms of
nominalistic and essentialistic naming practiceistdtically Europe has
had a monopoly to name the East from its positibpawer, but as the
East is a relational concept, depending on theeptscthe name-giver,
even Europe itself can nowadays be seen as pdedtast. It has been
subjugated under pejorative naming practices froenptoint of view of a
more Western power, namely the United States.

Takeuchi Rio’s case takes us to the East and shegh on the
discussion of the concepts of Orientalism and CGatialism within the
East/Europe formation, concentrating on Japan'®iiéal situation, but
also extending her discussion into internationahpgarisons She studies
the culturally related discourse on modernisatiowd @he rhetorically
efficient civilizationary images used in it.

Tapani Kaakkuriniemi discusses modern Russian deiggofrom a
historical perspective, relating Vadim Cymburslpast-Soviet geopolitical
theories to Russian historical understanding @ffitass a Eurasian power,
closely related to Europe, but always at the olide of the boundary.
Russia as a separate island, a centre of its mwuhat emerges from the
discussion. Nevertheless, Russia is a geopolititahd that harbours an
active foreign policy towards parts of Europe, esgly those parts that
traditionally have been considered of primordialeiest, such as the
Slavic and Orthodox brotherhood of nations.

Katalin Mikléssy provides a different view on thestorical status of
Russia as an empire. Mikléssy studies the systgogition of Eastern
Europe, especially Hungary, Poland and Romanianguihe communist
era. She presents the period as a grand competficzentres where
Europe and the Soviet Union represented opposltianadels of
development and utmost sources of learning. Thetehanvestigates the
policies of Eastern European states for a gradigtédrnting of themselves
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from the Soviet Union and eventually approachingst#&en Europe, a
slow process that took decades during the Cold War.

The advantages and challenges of the in-betweearierge are also
present in Minna Rasku’s analysis. She examinegpdsiion of Greece
on the boundary of the East and Europe, in oneesassa small and
peripheral border nation in the eastern tip of Bugopean Union, but in
another sense also as a central actor making $ellaf its intermediate
position, fully conscious of the power potentiallmdded in the power
position .

The final chapter by Heino Nyyssénen and Pekka &ogn examines
the ethnic and political situation in East Centeairope, using Hungary
after the collapse of state-socialism as a speciample. In the situation
of fluidity of concepts old Hungarian imperial matis of geopolitical
grandeur quickly appeared in discussions of hodeal with the problem
of ethnic Hungarians in the neighbouring statesis Tind of topic is
largely veiled in the European Union West, but venych open and acute
in the European Union East.
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CHAPTERONE
NAMING EUROPE WITH THEEAST

PEKKA KORHONEN

Theory of Naming

oo

Picture 1-1. Stone path at Heian Jing

Names are like stepping-stones. They can take tis dwy feet over the
muddy waters of rhetoric, like the stones in thedgpond of Heian Jirig

LI,



2 Chapter One

in Kyoto. Names stand out as special elementsguraentation. You can
see the names, and you proceed forwards over thamou do not clearly
see the ground where they stand. All the histaricaltural, political,
linguistic, etc. ballast attached to the names mesnkargely unseen, and
yet it is this weight of tradition that comes initay in argumentation. A
politician can spin a beautiful epideictic narratiaround a few nationally
respected names, and any academic student froynesasdy writers all the
way to emeritus professors knows how to write pspeased on a
collection of authoritative grand names. What ssaetween the names is
also important, but if that part between the nagets muddy at times, it is
a lesser offence in argumentation. As long as nastesd out clearly,
efficient arguments can be made.

Names can be understood as rhetorical tropes,fispdigisynecdoches,
which symbolize their referent. Synecdoches can th@ught of as
condensed narrativésA name is a small, short symbol that can be used i
all kinds of arguments, and which can be repeateturaber of times
without any apparent feeling of tautology. With thelp of names a
considerable amount of repetition can be writterthiwi a text, and
repetition gives permanence and added persuasice fo an argument.
For this reason, repetition is naturally one of thesic techniques of
propaganda. In studies of propaganda repetitiooftsn understood as
indicating the open and apparent repetition of @ument, but a similar
and less conspicuous effect can be made also bigfiatition of a name,
while the argument is changed many times overhan way, it is possible
to spin a remarkably strong web of political anttural narratives around
a name, and for this reason, etymological and quoe¢ historical studies
of specific names, their meanings, connotationscamiexts of use can be
fruitful. We can open names like doors and takéoaeclook at what has
been gathered inside. For instance, the name Eusope loaded with
historical and political rubbish stuck to it duritige past three millennia
that it evokes a bundle of vague but strong imagdsch can be used
freely in constructing a multitude of usable andftioting arguments.
Similarly loaded is the name East, and it took s@mlvelecades of
enlightenment discussions during the eighteenthtucgnuntil the two
became combined in the term Eastern Europe.

Argumentation becomes blurred without names. Naraes the
foundations of good arguments, because they gigenaents a structure,
and focus attention on objects that appear speaiioply because they

2 Lacey 2000.
3 Wolff 1994.
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can be named. A good example is José Saramagoas Abhthe Name$
Because Saramago hardly uses any names in the theokarrative does
not proceed clearly. The reader has to follow tbBoas of the main
character throughout the book, and pick up theesefshe tale piece by
piece, which is quite interesting, although als@zting. This kind of
argumentative style suits well the genrebefles lettresyou are expected
to read it carefully and slowly; if you only try teaf through the pages the
book does not give you anything. Political argursesitvays have to be
easier to grasp, because they are targeted atnmedighat are more
impatient.

On the other hand, loading a text full of namessdoet necessarily
result in a clear argument either. When synecdofdiksv each other too
closely, the narratives behind them are not actedlin the imagery of the
audience, and argumentation turns into the recitatif a list, which is
boring. Names are important in argumentation, boytlang that is
important needs to be used with a sense of prayorti

In names the temporal and spatial aspects of g®ldare connected.
Names refer to a certain specified object, whileirtintertextuality and
their easy repetition link them with timidVhen we in a rational, scientific
and objective way attempt to interpret the world+iftstance when we
write essays of the sort that you have in fronyadr eyes right now—we
tend to prefer the nominalistic way of understagdsames. However, in
our everyday use of language even the most hardemeeént of politics
easily forgets the nominalistic aspect of nameis $ensible and practical.
Communication needs essences. One cannot changeutdoof language
if one wishes to remain intelligible; only poetseafree to write
continuously in an unintelligible way, but in theiase the genre tells us
what to expect. The genre of scientific literatlé@ds us to expect that we
have a legitimate right to a kind of preliminary denstanding while
reading, even though understanding deeper meaniagsrequire longer
reflection. At any specific time, we are able tede our attention on the
nominalistic aspect of only a few names, but theeotoncepts necessarily
have to remain essentialistic. A metaphor is likgomtillist painting. It is
composed of a multitude of small coloured dots, amd enlightened
researcher can mark a few of them with a diffecetdur to point out their
specific nominalistic quality, but in the paintiitgelf there hardly would
be any discernible change.

4 Saramago 1999.
5 Parkes and Thrift 1980, 27-31.
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As Kari Palonen emphasizes, naming is a politicapar excellancé
Naming is always a claim about the structure of wwld, because it
separates an individual, a class, or a categomy fitee rest of the world,
and directs attention to it. A name not only netedse created in linguistic
space in the solitary way of the original act ofnirag, but in a social
situation the name also has to be propagated imt@rgl use. An artist
may give a name for her painting, and others ugdahour that name,
because she as the creator of the painting is d®ldhe most legitimate
person to name it. However, in many other socimlasions there is no
specific reason for other people to adopt the naweesn our creativity
have happened to devise. They may prefer their ommes, or those
devised by someone else. Pushing our names thiauglsocial situation
and succeeding in making people use them meansthbapolitics of
naming does not end with the first act, but thaatibn remains political
ever after. A name is always contested, and it si@adfight for space
while squeezed tightly among other names. A names thlso can
disappear temporarily or completely from usage.rgea in the structures
of power and authority have great influence ongtecess and failure of
specific names; during stable periods in the life ao polity certain
established names can be repeated over and ovewhemn the political
situation changes, the space becomes open for n#rees to enter the
contest and perhaps push old names into oblivioat teast the content of
a name can change considerably.

Exactly because names are nominalistic creatidresy are used in
political rhetoric as if they were essentialistittiBes. Permanence is the
telosof any polity and essences create permanence.a/thall bundle of
essentialized narratives attached to a name, ssidBueope-democracy-
enlightenment-integration-social-security, or Amsardemocracy-liberty-
God-happiness, it is possible to create the kindrghnized and morally
elevated cosmoses analyzed by Mircea Eliade, araimch the world of
chaos would settle in different layerény political organization, which
does not succeed in the essentialization of itdraemames, also is
unsuccessful in gaining legitimacy for its policiasd in the long run even
the organization itself will be in jeopardy.

6 palonen 1997; Korhonen 1999.
" Eliade 1949.
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Defining European Boundaries

In its history, the name Europe has been undersaitatnately as a
nominalistic and essentialistic term, with periadshominalistic changes
in its meaning being followed by long periods odegtialistic stabilization
of a paradigmatic bundle of narratives. This caandy be seen, e.g., if we
analyze the historical movement of Europe’s eadbeumdary, because at
that direction, more than anywhere else, naming lad paramount
importance. During the sixteenth and seventeemnitudes, when journeys
of exploration indisputably proved that Europe wexd a real continent
separated from Asia by any kind of strip of watdgpate of the eastern
boundary naturally rose up, because the situatioasegmted the
contemporaries with an epistemological crisis—altiffto not an
immediately pressing one. Characteristic of theasibn was that the new
Enlightenment narrative of progress spread from whest to the east,
carrying the overtones of new colonial conqueststope was a place
inhabited by people, whose astounding achievenierigerseas conquest
dwarfed the achievements of all previous generafldBurope was the
continent of overwhelming progress, and the charation centred on
the maritime states bordering the Atlantic, espbci&Bpain, the
Netherlands, Britain and France. They definitelyevEurope, and nations
to the east participated in Europeanness to thenexat they also could
be depicted as progressive achievers of great déade geographical
definitions were found wanting in this ideationfihwate, not only because
any definition of Europe’s eastern boundary coulel found to be
empirically inaccurate, but also because they didcontain this narrative
of progress. The Exploration and Enlightenmentqukrigradually created
a distinct centre-periphery formation within the shprogressive parts of
Europe and the rest of the world. The further yentwto the east, the
more you moved to the periphery. In the early stagfethis process, the
situation was not yet especially marked in termsnditary or economic
might, but the name Europe itself became a syndedéar political and
cultural boundary construction towards the Eastp#/drawn during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries had a tendermonsider Turkey and
Tartaria as non-European, and the little known @itix kingdom of
Moscovia was conceptually linked with Tartaria. THabsburg, Polish,
and Swedish empires, on the other hand, clearlye weuropean. In
several maps, though not in all, this lead to thieteon that Dnepr was

8 parker 1960, 280.
° Parker 1960, 281-284.
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adopted as the practical boundary between Eurogéaia, the boundary
then going from the upper course of Dnepr to Lalkddga and the White
Sea. The boundary thus became a political andigakgone, empires
professing the Catholic and Protestant faiths fogriturope, everything
else to the east being Asia.

Russian Tsar Peter | and his advisors practicathyed Russia from
Asia to Europe by succeeding in spreading in wastaritime Europe the
argument that the Ural Mountains form a naturalsitim between Europe
and Asia. The argument was successful, becausm#icously used the
Enlightenment narrative elements of progress andguest. The Ural
Mountains were a perfectly logical boundary fromRassian point of
view, because they had long served as a civilinatiboundary between
Russia and Siberia, which in Russian imagination ltéearly been
distinguished from each oth¥rRussia represented the traditional area of
agricultural economy under the practical rule of fhsar, while Siberia
was a wild area in the east populated by pagan dicmzopulations,
hunters, and Russian fur traders, who could natffeetively governed by
anyone. What later emerged as the generally aat&utopean and Asian
boundary was originally an intra-Russian divisidnaigion, governance,
and way of life. Connected with the Enlightenmeatrative the division
was turned into that of a conquering civilizatios barbarian colony, so
that Russia could be depicted as possessing Siipetiee same way that
Spain and Britain possessed most of America. Thategty has been
credited to Vasiliy Tatishchev, a historian andgrepher in the service of
Peter I, and as has been pointed out, this is érbeofirst instances in
Russian history when Europe was taken into usesthsra speech act,
whereby Europe was talked and written into existeincconnection with
Russia'’ Acting as publicist for the argument was the Swiedarmy
captain Johan Philip Stralenberg, who spent 13syaara prisoner of war
in Russia and Siberia, came to know Tatishchev ,vaid wrote the
argument down in German in Hixas Nord und Ostliche Theil von Europa
und Asia published in 173¢ The book attracted considerable attention
around Europe, because first-hand knowledge of iRuss a new great
military power in the East had been scarce, andinguhe subsequent
decades the book was translated into English (1/3&nhch (1757), and
Spanish (1786). While the narrative of Enlightentn@md conquest was
thus attached to the name of Europe, its geogregreie also widened far
to the East during the eighteenth century.

10 Bassin 19914, 7; 1991b.
11 Neumann 1996, 2-12; Lewis and Wigen, 1997, 27-28.
12 Stralenberg 1975.
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The name of Europe became deeply essentialized svinem narrative,
that of human races, was added to it. The anthogpral name Caucasian
was invented for narrating white, civilized Europgaqualitatively distinct
from all other races. The inventor of the name wabkann Friedrich
Blumenbach, a professor of Medicine at the Unitgisi Gottingen, and the
argument was presented in his widely read b@wk generis humani
varietate nativan 1775, later expanded and translated into Geima798
as Uber die natiirlichen Verschiedenheiten im Menschedgechtg® He
explained the reason for his name in the followiray:

The race gets its name from the Caucasus Mounthiesause in its

neighbouring lands, and especially on its souttstopes, live the most

beautiful people on earth, the Georgians. All pblggjical grounds point

to the fact that this should be the Fatherlancheffirst people. The shape
of the skulls of these people is the most beaut#ntl the white skin colour
can be considered the original, genuine colounofidns*

The metanarrative, which Blumenbach does not exigjcbut which his
contemporaries understood, was Biblical: the afcNaah had landed on
Mount Ararat'® and from there the family of Noah, who were almost
without sin, and beautiful because God had crettiett near ancestors
Adam and Eve with His own hands, presumably haddessd to nearby
Caucasus Mountains, settling there. Some of thescehdants, who had
trekked far and wide to different climates, had etegyated, turning into
coloured races, but Caucasians still retained @ir thhysical shape the
image of God in its purest form, and other Eurogearthe north and west
of Caucasus in a fairly pure form.

The concept of the Caucasian race, nevertheledsnati exactly fit
territorially with Stralenberg’s definition of Eupe, because it used
different boundary markers. Blumenbach createdite glifferent eastern
boundary with it, as he counted among the Caucasitifcuropeans, with
the exception of Lapps, Finns, and other Finnidonat western Asians all

13 Of the Natural Differences in the Human Species.

1 Blumenbach 1798, 213-214. The original reads: JRéee erhielt ihren Namen

von dem Berge Kaukasus, weil die ihm benachbarterdér, und zwar vorziglich

der Strich nach Siiden, von dem schonsten Mensemme&, dem georgischen
bewohnt sind, und weil alle physiologischen Griidden zusammenkommen, daf3
man das Vaterland der ersten Menschen, nirgendsramd suchen kénne, als
hier. Denn erstlich hat dieser Stamm, [...] die sctérSchadelform [...] Dann ist

dieser Stamm von weil3er Farbe, welche wir ebenfiatislie urspriingliche, &chte

Farbe der Menschengeschlechts halten kénnen [...].*

15 Genesig:4.
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the way to river Ob; the Caspian Sea and River @srgelonged to
Caucasians, as well as the inhabitants of NortAdrioa.’® Race meant a
considerable expansion of essential Europeanness fiae east and south,
but at the same time it placed non-European essenithin geographic
Europe, as all Finnish speaking people became eduas Mongols. In
practice this did not create any special diffi@stiBoth Stralenberg’s and
Blumenbach’s narratives could be simultaneouslytaioed within the
name Europe, partly because these narratives wktént different types
of texts, but most of all because the narrativesevetrongest in the west
of Europe. The centre became illuminated with riewea of military
conquests, technological progress, and racial ati@it, while the
periphery formed a twilight zone with increasingridess towards the
east. Perhaps the most eloquent formulation oiddational structure was
made by the German geographer Carl Ritter in fgtutes in Berlin in
1863:

Europe is the centre of the civilized and cultidatgorld [...] it is the
spiritual metropolis, the burning point of the manthe focus, where all
beams of light gather and from where they are cafl:back aneWw.

The exact location of the eastern boundary simjlyndt matter; it always

remained hazy. Definitions require clear and logidemarcations, but

narratives do not; it is enough for them to fitétwer with the conceptual
world of the narrator in a meaningful, and preféyatlating, way. The

existence of a specific, beautiful European race easily accepted by
Europeans, and this Caucasian race became a defigitedient of the

name Europe till the end of World War I, after aihirace as a concept
became taboo in European (but not in American éamgliscourse.

Changes in the Meaning of Names

The name of Europe itself did not change after WoMar 11, but a quite
different bundle of images became attached to itnduthe following

decades, as the Western European narrative spifonerd themselves in a
quite different situation compared to the eighthergntury. The colonial
empires crumbled, and European states ceased tvebé powers. The
concept of the West itself changed. The UnitedeStaéis the new world

16 Blumenbach 1798, 206.

Y Ritter 1863, 7, 23; in the original “Europa istsdaentrum der civilisierten und
cultivierten Welt [...] die geistige Metropole, derdBinpunkt des Planeten, der
Focus, der alle Lichtstrahlen sammelt und neucefte'
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hegemonic power, assumed the central position nvithét concept, and
during the Cold War the rest of the West meantspatiate collection of
American allies from Norway and Turkey to Japan @adtralia. As a
consequence, it was now Europe’s turn to becomiphmral in world

politics. Simultaneously Western Europeans losirtheevious practical
monopoly for defining themselves, and American aésion on Eurasia
became a strong, if not altogether dominating,uiiice world-wide.
Americans had little interest in ancient Europeaglielis, but instead
named the Eurasian landmass according to theirgaopolitical interests,
as an American geographer pointed out in 1951nialbout rejection of
old European naming practices:

Is the huge landmass of Eurasia one continent of? the common
practice is to slice the Union of Soviet Sociakspublics in two parts
along an arbitrary line [...] This so-called contitenboundary in the
general vicinity of the Ural Mountains follows nagsificant division of

topography, drainage, climate, soils, land usetuceyl or history. [...]

Europeans have looked eastward to Asia, hencestigewf Near East and
Far East. These directional terms have no sigmfieato the people of
Asligl itself, or to Americans. Accordingly they aret used in this volume

Even from a purely geographic standpoint, Americarese not only
looking at the Eurasian landmass from the westjnoelthe backs of
Europeans, but also directly from the east, overRthcific Ocean, and this
fact already made much of old European geographgssfvalue for them.
In addition, as a great military and economic powih varying interests
towards all different political divisions of Eurasi Americans simply
needed more finely tuned divisions than Europeaming the colonial
period had needed. The Urals as a boundary, antdtbeenecessity for a
boundary between Europe and Asia, became largegleviant. That
definition survived in school geography and fandhlases, but the Soviet
Union became such an overriding geopolitical enthwgt it began to
acquire the characteristics of a new “continerdédlogically this situation
was strengthened by the messianic role taken bystiwet Union as the
leader of the Socialist world, which led to emphiagj its strength and size
in visual imagery. Especially in maps using the dasor projection, the
Soviet Union became a huge portion of land dwaréuegrything else in the
landmass, and this happened in a similar way int¥ess well as in Soviet
maps. The victorious Soviet Union was a new getipalicategory, which

18 Cressey 1951, 12.
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did not fit inside the old concepts of Asia and &h&. The Ural Mountains
returned to being an inner boundary within the &ti Russian Federal
Republic. Russian attempts at “continentalizatiarfi” their empire, i.e.,
categorization of Russia as a separate geopoldies, and maintaining it
as a centre of its own, has continued even aftecttlapse of the Soviet
Union, as analyzed by Tapani Kaakkuriniemi in Ckafthree.

THE SOVIET
UNION

WESTERN ‘
EUROPE: ‘3@, o

THE
MIDDLE
EAST

Map 1-1. Cold War Europe.
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In American discussion, the name Middle East algmesseded names
such as Levant, Western Asia, or Near East, ardcasisequence Europe
practically ceased touching Asia. As Europe becamibtarily and
politically small, there was no longer any necessit honour European
naming practices, and its geographic area couldcdrgracted to the
“Western peninsular Eurasid®>.As a matter of fact, this corresponded
roughly with the same area where it had been cdnabped during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries before Stradgistreinterpretation.

A sharp intra-European boundary appeared separ&@tlagtern and
Eastern Europe from each other. This boundary wasly political and
ideological, Western Europe representing Capitatistintries, most of
which were allied with the United States, and EasEurope representing
Socialist countries, most of which were allied wille Soviet Union. The
status of some countries at the boundary, suclinésndl and Greece, was
always questionable; in the case of Finland becass®ighbour was the
Soviet Union and Finland was suspected afeafactomilitary alliance
with it; in the case of Greece because it was w&tu@n the Balkans and
did not have a contiguous land border with Westeunopean countries.
These borderline cases notwithstanding, the intnajiean boundary was
very sharp, with little movement of people over dnd a couple of
generations of Europeans grew up with this sitmatibhe situation was
not frozen, however, and there were considerableuats of dynamic
interaction, as Katalin Mikldssy argues in Chajteur.

During the postwar decades Western Europe littldittlg regained
some of its economic and political strength, angeemlly deepening
European integration made the EU as a politicatyestronger in respect
to the United States. A marked change took pladeeaend of the Cold
War. Yet, the increased relative independence ofté¥e Europe from
American domination did not mean an end to Ameriediempts at
naming Europe. If the Americans during the Cold \Wad painted the big
picture and Europeans had adjusted themselveswatlita fair amount of
grumbling, now the Americans continued without argde, but Europeans
started to paint another picture on the same cama@sinstance, in 1991
the United States started a campaign to place Yuskiin the European
Economic Community, as it was called at the timdtenapting
simultaneously to break down Europe’s old easteomnbary at the
Mediterranean:

19 Cressey 1951, 13.
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A decade of free government and free enterprise hmagde Turkey a
rising star of Europe. Politically and economicalljurkey is today a
nation transformed. There should be no questionh Thekey deserves
entry into the European Community and the Westenmoiean Union, and
Turkey can count on America's strong support.

President Bush simply named Turkey within Europbictv is completely
legitimate in the nominalistic politics of namingnd American pressure
for Turkey's entry to the EU has continued evercsinrrespective of
changes in the US leadership, although practicallyays through
diplomatic venues, so that American pressure os méatter hardly has
entered public discussion. However, after one antal decades of
American support, Turkey still is not a member loé EU, and will not
become a member very soon, because the EU hasshadri priorities in
terms of membership.

A name that has established itself within languege fairly stable
entity, especially if it has not been politicizesth that there is no need to
change it when relations of power change. Conwgrséie more
politicized the name, the more likely it is thabstic changes take place
with every major change of power and authority. Peeiod 1989-1991
represented a new historical turn, when Easterrofgurregained its
independence. The new situation ushered in a nesiodeof name
contests. The 1990s witnessed an avalanche of ekangthe names of
main streets in major cities in the region that le@#&n named Eastern
Europe. The official names of the respective caestalso changed from
People’'s Republics to Republics, but because eatyibased country
names appear less politicized than official coumaynes, we still know
Hungary as Hungary in ordinary speech, and RomasiaRomania.
Eastern Europe as such also disappeared from uBhgearea was placed
under three different place names. The three snaathern states, which
centuries earlier had belonged to the Swedish empiamely Estonia,
Latvia and Lithuania, became known as Baltic cdastrThe same name
had been used during the inter-war period. Formaetspof the Habsburg
Empire became alternately renamed as East CenirapE, if the purpose
of the rhetor was to highlight the belonging of theea together with
Western Europe, or as Central Eastern Europe,eifritetor wanted to
remind the audience of the socialist legacy of éhesuntries. Romania,
Bulgaria, former Yugoslavia and Albania became knowither as
Southeastern Europe, which was a complete neologisras the Balkan
area, which was a recirculation of an old namenitedi European lands

20Bysh 1991.



