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Two clear challenges for the social sciences are looming large where Europe is concerned. The first one is the discomforting role of politics in shaping both European realities and the expectations for Europe’s tomorrow. The second is the unusually noncommittal stance of European social sciences in assessing how to make the decisive change now needed to make life beneficial for every human being. 


In the transition from bidimensional societal life organized either communally or associationally (Törnies 1963) to the multidimensional society patterned as an integrated network of cybernetic space and time, Europe, in order to play nonconfrontational role therein and to contribute to the development of the democratic global order, must venture to transform itself from a disruptive to a constructive member of the multicentric global managerial team initiating this change. The scientific development of the conceptual charts needed for safe passage through this widely unfamiliar major transition is not yet in sight. Thus is falls upon the social sciences to set the agenda for remedying earlier European deficiencies and shaping the reconciliation of Europe’s democracy and integration.





Problems for the Social Scientists’ Community





Evidently the time for the social sciences to reckon this challenge has come, since it has been established as an irrefutable truth that we are not able to construct what we cannot conceive. Politics must neither cloud the vista of social science nor order their research agenda. 


�
Social expectations should be informed by scientifically acquired knowledge. Realities are to be created by the consent of every human being thus informed. So, expectations are not to be coerced from any individual by the state she resides in or by the politics of one hegemonic state. This global information system must not be multilaterally monopolized by the politics of a group of mighty countries, the so-called “big guys”, or by politics decided in organizations with preclusive membership. 


Neither a bill of rights nor a code of liberties vests politicians with the exclusive freedom or obligation to legislate human expectations. This same principle applies to the assertive fourth estate – self-proclaimed as the only proprietor of what the truth is – which established the rule that “what was not on the news had not happened” or worse, “what was on the news happened, even if it didn’t”. This distinction between reporting truthfully on what is really going on and editing reality by presenting a selection of it in order to suit biased Weltanschauung is apparent: The latter is a clear case of the deprivation of human beings their inalienable right and faculty to form their own reality and expectations.


The politicians approach both reality and expectations with the baggage of their number crunching. All that matters is the electorate’s capacity to consume offered goods. What is useful for the common good often stands on the top. But usually the common good of a particular political agenda is the common invested with the generous labour of the fourth estate. That estate – the press and electronic media – is subservient to politicians while claiming to be entirely independent and objective. That is why politicians are neither the primary nor the sole creators either of human reality or expectations. 


This is true, even though we may generally be as right in our conception as Christopher Colombus was in his. We, too, may be mistaken in materializing our conception in the same way as his construction of a westward route to India was distorted by a wrong estimation of the size of the Earth. It seems as if the reinterpretation of existing reality, by conceiving something in order to have it created, still holds the promise that another New World might be discovered. 


Such an achievement today, commensurable in scope to the one made in 1492, entails not merely the step-by step accumulation of knowledge and data that the Portuguese were skilfully pursuing. Perseverance in a similar practice demands striding into an unexplored region even greater than that Columbus was ready to explore. It requires that researchers plunge their vessels now more deeply into unknown waters than then. And it is very likely that the disclosure of a previously uninvestigated land of opportunity will turn out to be no less uncomfortable for the explorer, than the New World was for Columbus, not named after him but after the one who finally settled the terra nova that had been discovered. 


However it is wise for all social scientists to bear constantly in mind another development, relevant to European behaviour, that occurred the same year. In 1492, Columbus at last managed to sail under Castillian patronage with Genoese financial support. That was the year when Ferdinand’s and Isabella’s effort to unify Spain was crowned by a popular foreign war of aggression which united opinion. The crusade for the conquest of Granada was the last sequence of the Reconquista as a concerted action for acquiring not political unity, but unity of purpose, sentiment, and national exclusiveness.


�
"The final victory in 1492 owed not a little to dissension among the Muslim leaders, though naturally this was played down by the propagandists. The end of the war also saw the culmination of waves of hostility to Muslims and Jews that had been developing over the previous century. The Jews were finally expelled in 1492, a popular act, presented as an act of Christian faith, and a remunerative one in the short run, since they were given little opportunity to take their possessions with them. The Muslims of Granada were initially given favourable terms, being allowed by the peace treaty of 1492 to remain and to practice their religion. But the next ten years saw intense manoeuvring around this on the part of the ecclesiastical hard-liners, and the result was that in 1499 the Muslims of Granada were given a choice between conversion and expulsion, and this was extended to the Muslims of Castile in 1502. Those who stayed were further discriminated against, like the Jewish conversi..."





The first process – Culumbus’ discovery of NewWorld – is labelled expansion. Taking into account the later developments, it will not be wrong to address this 


process with a word lately so en vogue – transition. At least for Europe it signified the shift of both trade routes relevant for the mode of social subsistence and the pattern of social organization. That is how the focal point of European development shifted from the Mediterranean Sea to the Atlantic Ocean. The Eurasian structure of social organization started to crumble, unable to sustain the disruptive communication shift from the ancient networks of information, people, commodities and capital flows to the new one. 


The second process – Castile and Aragon unification of Granada – that fruitfully produced a distinct “Spanishness” is termed consolidation. Both processes, traced back to 1492, crossed at one point. That was the Cold war. The inter-systemic conflict between two social systems that were built upon the same cultural ground, as the myth of Europe tells, had been renewed. That split of Eurasia has endured almost half a millennium.





Politics that Hold the Social Sciences Backward





Placed in perspective and in connection with ensuing experience, the second process of consolidation has been the birthplace of nationalism, “understood as a form of remedial political action” as Rogers Brubaker aptly defined it (Brubaker 1996: 411). Nationalizing states, according to Brubaker, “are states that are conceived by their dominant elite as nation-states, as the states of and for particular nations, yet as ‘incomplete’ or ‘unrealized’ nation-states, as insufficiently ‘national’ in a variety of senses.” (Ibid. 411) 


�
"...addresses an allegedly deficient or 'pathological' condition and proposes to remedy it. The discourse that frames, and in part constitutes, nationalist political action - and the subdiscursive sentiments which nationalist political stances seek to mobilize and evoke - can be conceived as a set of variations on a single core lament: that the identity and interests of a putative nation are properly expressed or realized in political institutions, practices or polices.


          This allegedly deficient condition comes in two basic forms: a nation may be held to lack an adequate polity, or a polity may be held to lack an adequate national base. Two corresponding types of nationalism may be distinguished: polity-seeking or polity-upgrading nationalisms that aim to establish or upgrade an autonomous national polity; and polity-based, nation shaping (or nation promoting) nationalisms that aim to nationalize an existing polity."


They were born in Europe in 1492 and ceaselessly reappeared in Eurasia from 1992 on as changes in the political regimes and in the governing elite of the former socialist countries led to a proliferation of states formed by their dismemberment. So, nationalism, which lies at the core of the beautiful Europe on nationalistic soul;





So Europe is witnessing the mutually reinforcing “politicization of ethnicity” and “ethnicization of the polity”. The later is strong in its geographic center formerly a part of the singular East. The subversive effects of ethnicization of polity on the stability of European democracy are tamed in two ways. On one hand, this is done by promising a dialog regarding the invitation of respectable candidates from this region into the European Union. On the other hand, this taming of the nationalistic shrew is performed through the control exercised directly over the three states whose involvement in NATO as full members and certified Europeans is pending. 


The “politicization of ethnicity” is surfacing with devastating consequences on both the eastern and southeastern flanks. Its influence on the social body mounts there every single day, causing more misery, deprivation and the hardest possible conditions for the building of democratic institutions. Depriving this part of Europe integration – even as it is now oriented toward not the melting pot pattern but to the blending of incipient countries into culture, societal practices and politics of integrators – makes it even harder for these societies to resist the politicization of ethnicity.


The politics behind these developments in Europe, enamoured with geopolitical cynicism disguised as political correctness, see and intend to run Europe in the global society on the following intellectual map:





�
"It is no concession of principle to recognize their reality (the reality of the time lag between different societies, int. J.S), and sometimes even to work with them. To take a specific political example, I am not particularly enamoured of the dictatorships that currently govern parts of Central Asia. Yet I do think that some of these countries are not ready for instant democracy. They may have to be consolidated as independent nation-states under their present dictatorships before they can become democracies. If they are not consolidated as nation-states, they will fall apart, or be reabsorbed into Russia. Therefore, I am willing to provide assistance to these Central Asian rulers, even though they are not democrats, because I think it is necessary at this stage of the historic process. But this does not mean that I respect some kind of 'Asian value' that is applicable to Asia and not the West."





Possible Response from the Social Sciences





This mode of thinking, obvious from the passage quoted above, poses now the greatest challenge, not to the states and societies being ranked in this manner as dictatorships or put into a place ascribed as destined to nationalism, but to the social sciences. They have to deliver an answer to the question how to reconcile democracy and integration in Europe as two inclusive developmental paths. They are also responsible to try to provide a clear picture against this background as to what role Europe is going to play in the global society. 


The role of Europe used to be a conflictual one and under inherent strain. Explorer the unmapped, opposed at the same moment the consolidator of its own territory by the nationalization of polity. Rebelling against the closure of the free seeking the falsifiable truth, conflicted with the proprietor of one single political creed of universalism, that integration must proceed by the unmerciful working of capital and coercion. Now we may enter the stage when Europe will play the charitable benefactor to every human being.
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