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ö nsoz
Elinizdeki kitap, İnsan Hakları Merkezimizin beşinci yayınıdır. Kitap,

2OO9 yılında düzenlediğimiz Beşinci Balkan Ülke|eri Felsefe Seminerine
sunulan bildirilerden oluşuyor.

Farklı etnik ve dinsel kimliklere sahip insanların birbirlerine bakışlarının
sıksıkölümcülçatışmalara yolaçtığıBalkanlarda, kimlikler konusunda insan
hakları açısından düşündürmeyi amaçlayan bu seminerde Arnavutluk,
Bul garistan, H ı rvatista n, Roma nya, Türkiye ve Yu na n istan'da n felsefeciler
ve bilim insanları bildiri sundular. Bu bildirilerden 20'sini yayımlıyoruz.

Seminerde yaptıkları konuşmaların metin|erini gönderen değerli bilim
insanlarına teşekkürlerimi sunar; konuyla ilgili bilgileri ve deneyimleriyle
seminere diğer konuşmacılar gibi değerli katkılar yapmış, ancak yazılı
metinlerini bize vermemiş olan Dimitar Denkov'un "Ulusun Dış İmgesi ve
Saklı Kimlik'l Hatice Nur Erkızanln "Nussbaum'un Kültürcülük, Relativizm
ve Gelenekçilik Eleştirisi Üzerine'| Yücel Kayıran'ın "İnsan Haklarını ve
Kimlikleri'Yıkım' Kavramından Hareketle Düşünmek", Mislav Kukoç'un
"Küreselleşme Çağında Akdeniz'in Çokkültürlülüğü ve Hırvat Kimliği'i
İlber Ortaylı'nın "Balkanlarda Kimlik'i Gueorgul Radulov'un "Günümüz
Balkanlarında Makedonya Azınlıklarının Tarihsel Görünümleri" ve

Şükran Soner'in "Çokkültürlülükten Ayrımcılığa" konulu konuşmalarını
yayımlayamadığımız için üzgün olduğumu belirtmek isterim.

Ayrıca Üniversitemizin ilgili makamlarına bu kitabı yayımlamamızı
mümkün kıldıkları için ve Mehmet Onur Yılmaz'a kitabı baskıya
hazırlamada katkıları için teşekkür ederim.

İstanbul, Kasım 2O'l 3 |oanna Kuçuradi



Foreword
The present volume is the fifth book published by our Human Rights

Centre. lt consists of papers presented to the Fifth Balkan Countries
Seminar of Philosophy, held in the year 2009.

The objective of the seminar was to promote in the Balkans reflection
on the issue of identities from the perspective of human rights, since
the approach of people of different ethnic and religious identities to
each other in this region has often resulted in deadly confrontations and
genocide. Philosophers and scientists from Albania, Bulgaria, Croatia,
Greece, Romania and Turkey presented papers in the seminar. The book
includes 20 ofthese papers.

l wish to express my sincere thanks to the authors that made available
their papers published in this volume. l regret that we were unable to
include Dimitar Denkov's paperon"The External Picture of the Nation and
the Hidden ldentıty'i Hatice Nur Erkızan's paper on "Nussbaum's Critique
of Culturalism, Relativism and Traditionalism'i Yücel Kayıran's paper on
"To Think of Human Rights and ldentities Starting from the Concept
of Destruction'l Mislav Kukoc's paper on "Croatian ldentity and Multi-
culturality of the Mediterranean in the Age of Globalization'l İlber Ortaylıt
paper on "The Problem of ldentity in the Balkans'i Gueorgul Radulov's
paper on "Historical Aspects of the Macedonian Minorities in the Balkans
Today"and Şükran Soner's paper" From Multiculturality to Discrimination'i

l also wish to express my thanks to the relevant offices of the university
for making possible the publication of this volume, as well as to Mr.

Mehmet Onur Yılmaz for assisting me in making this book ready for print.

İstanbul, November 20'l3 İoanna Kuçuradi



NationaI ldentities, Epistemic and Moral Norms
and HistoricaI Narratives,

stelios virvidakis

ı

Many contemporary historians, social scientists and philosophers
acknowledge the constructed character of national identities. The
elaboration of elements inherited from a common past, including
language, religion and ethniccultures, maylead peopletoform a nation and
to perceive its national identity as a natural entity born at some historical
moment and growing ever since.This identity is supposedly strengthened
when the nation prospers. lt may be weakened due to external factors,
such as a long occupation leading to its eventual assimilation by a foreign
culture, as well as to internal developments. such as an economic and
cultural decline and a gradual loss of vitality. However, the romantic
view of nations as natural organisms that grow and could eventually
die, disregards the fact that the very idea of a nation is an invention of
modernity which becomes prominent in the 'l 9th Century, 9iving rise
to nationalisms all over Europe and providing a basis for irredentist and
revolutionary movements of all kinds. Thus, it underestimates the active,
though often unconscious, role of intellectua|s and historians in the
con;truction of a particular identity persisting through time.

According to Benedikt Anderson's formulation, "nations constitute
imaginary communities", created for the most part in the minds of
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intellectuals on the basis of a certain interpretation and appropriation of

the past, and subseguently inculcated in the people who are considered

as belonging to it.2 The national states, which are traditionally thought to

have been formed as new political entities corresponding to preexisting

nations, elaborate and propagate the most basic construrredaspects of a

common identity necessary for maintaining their cohesion, by using all

the institutional mechanisms at their disposal, mostly through a system

of public education. of course, this doesn,t mean that nations are just

fictions that have no connection whatsoever to historical reality.3 What

it does mean is that, although national identities may reflect justified

projections of a certain construal of their origins and of their development

through the centuries, it is very difficult to find safe, objective criteria or

norms which could allow us to settle in a reliable way all disputes over

particular historical claims. The history of a country is intertwined with

that of its neighbours, and conflicts of interpretation regarding events

which involve oppositions and violent clashes seem to be inevitable.

ln any case, the identities in question, which are usually elaborated

in opposition to the "Other" represented by enemies threatening them

at different levels, do not constitute "essences" unfolding in time, and

their dynamic evolution is not guided by any hidden teleology. ln this

short paper, l shall dwell on the epistemological problem of determining

criteria for the objective adjudication of conflicting historical narratives

concerning national identities and events involving their confrontations,

as well as on the moral implications of certain alternative options.

Focusing mainly on the example of Greece, l shall have to limit myself

to a concise and inevitably sketchy exposition, This is not the place to

undertake a thorough bibliographical documentation and analysis of the

evidence referred to. However, our tentative conclusions may provide a

first basis for further discussion.

ıı
lndeed, the case of Greece is quite peculiar. The official historical

account adopted by most Greeks appeals to a supposed continuity

stretching over three thousand years and comprising an ancient, a

medieval (Byzantine) and a modern period. lt was elaborated in detail

by the historian constantine paparrigopoulos in his History of the Greek
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Nation Ustoria tou Ellinikou Ethnous](1850-1874), as a response to the
cha|lenge put forth by the German Jakob Philipp Falmereyer who
denied any such continuity. Paparrigopoulos showed that Falmereyert
arguments, which applied to racial continuity, were ineffective as far as
culture was concerned. Hence, one cou|d speak of a Greek Nation since
there was a common language, evolving through different periods from
antiquity to the present. One could invoke a consciousness of possessing
a common identity that originated in the unique, multifaceted civilization
which emerged in the Balkan Peninsula in archaic times, spread in the
coast of Asia Minor, in Sicily and in Southern ltaly. Following the dominant
historical narrative, a central part of this identity survived in the Byzantine
era and underwent various transformations and adventures until the early
19th Century. What was considered as particularly important was the
gradual national "awakening", which was supposed to have taken place
in the 18th Century, encouraged by the ideological climate in Europe
before and after the French Revolution. The modern Greek State that
came to existence after the war of independence against the ottoman
empire could thus rec|aim a glorious past and recover an identity which
had been suppressed during four centuries of occupation.

Various inte|lectuals of the past two centuries worked hard to establish
the conception of this continuity, which resisted traumatic breaks and
culminated in a successful synthesis of opposed elements. Greek Laografio
(Volkskunde) was a kind of a rather primitive and ideologica|ly charged
social science, which studied folk songs, rituals and customs, with an eye to
revealing ideas, stylistic motifs, and entire life patterns that could be traced
back to ancient times. Philosophers, philologues, historians of ideas and
artists attempted reconstructions of hellenic thinking at different stages,
aiming at displaying the alleged synthesis which harmonized Greek with
orthodox-christian elements. ln fact, the notion of a "hellenic-christian"
civilization, presumably made possible in Byzantium, was first explicitly
put forth and defended by the Heptanesian scholar Spyridon Zambelios,
who belonged to the circle of the national poet Dionysios Solomos,
and prevailed as a central component of the established ideology of the
modern Greek State.4

Moreover, artists, poets and writers were thought to be struggling,
consciously or unconsciously, to achieve new expressions of a quality of
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Greekness(hellinikotita\.Greekness was regarded and may still be regarded

by some thinkers as embodying the main characteristics of a unique

spiritual experience.sThus, various attempts were made by archaeologists

and art historians to describe it and by philosophers and theologians to

define it.6 ln fact, the so-called "neo-orthodox" intellectuals of the last

forty years, who were directly or indirectly influenced by theologians

of the Russian Diaspora, formed a group which could be compared

to the Slavophiles in Russia.7 Unfortunately, emphasizing not only the

distinctness and the uniqueness, but also the alleged cultural superiority

of the Greek nation, they often lapse into virulent nationalistic rhetoric

disguised under the pretensions of a peculiar philosophical outlook.8

ııı
Now the above claims to the effect that there is an almost

unbroken continuity of three thousand years, and a hidden identity of

a kind of "silkworm" entity undergoing changes, can be and have been

challenged by historians who deplore their essentialist and teleological

implications and worry about their political consequences. They betray

unwarranted metaphysical assumptions that should be eliminated from

any serious historical narrative. Even the notion of the same language,

assuming different forms through the many stages of its evolution from

the Mycenaean era to the present, is disputed by linguists who employ

strict criteria of identity of a spoken language, based mainly on a set

of grammatical, syntactic and semantic considerations. Moreover, the

features of a unique "Greekness" conceived a5 constants characterizing

Hellenic culture through the centuries, are at best creations of artistic and

philosophical imagination, often related to popular stereotypes, which

could and should be the object of a critical, historical, sociological and

anthropological scrutiny. what is clearly unpalatable from a liberal moral

and political point of view is their ideological use in nationalistic discourse.

Nonetheless, what is perhaps acceptable is the eventual recognition

of a significant degree of cultural continuity, without controversial

metaphysicat and evaluative assumptions. The development of a

distinctive linguistic and cultural "core" into a more or less homogeneous

Greek nation could be then regarded as involving the "cutting and

pruning of earlier ethnic and religious identities".9 Still, the "cutting"
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and "pruning" required for the emergence of the national entity which
would finally establish its own identity in the Balkan Peninsula and would
constitute a national state, follows a pattern of construction that goes far
beyond the discovery of the supposed original core. ln fact, there are many
delicate issues pertaining to the shape and the direction of growth of the
evolving identity and to its confrontation with other identities competing
for recognition and trying to impose their presence in the same region.

lndeed, the historical narratives produced in Balkan Countries, after
the national liberation struggles of their peoples against the Ottoman
Empire in the 19th Century, and afterthe wars at the beginning of the
last century, reflect not only the armed conflicts among the young nation
states, but also, at a deeper level, opposed and often mutually hostile
perceptions of the key elements determining the identities at issue.
Particularly important for political goals, irredentist aspirations and
territorial claims were the ways in which certain historians in the respective
states represented the origins and the evo|ution of their nations until the
attainment of independence. The ideology of the "Great ldea" ("Megali
ldea"), aiming at the annexation to Greece of parts of Asia Minor with
Greek speaking inhabitants, and eventually of the revival of a national
and political entity which could be regarded as a descendant of the old
Byzantine empire, with Constantinople as its capital, was largely based on a
particular (re)construction of Greece's historical past. This reconstruction
obviously justified the consideration of the mature Byzantine civilization
as an integra| part of Hellenism.'0 For people aware of their belonging to
the same nation as a constitutive feature of their identity, their collective
memory, offering a concrete conception of "who they once were",
naturally plays an important role in their understanding of "who they are",
and of "who they could be" and this inevitably influences their perception
of their neighbours, regarded as "friends" and allies or "enemies"."

Here, we could also refer to a variety of diverging narratives
concerning more recent examples of more or less violent attempts at self-
determination in opposition to menacing "Others", undertaken by Balkan
Countries.'2 These include the conflict between Greek andTurkish Cypriots
and the inability to establish a new common national identity, uniting
the inhabitants of the island of Cyprus under a common independent
state and ensuring a long-term peaceful coexistence'J, the bloody wars

,l09
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among the states that emerged after the collapse of ex_Yugoslavia, the

issue of the independence of kosovo, and the unfortunate diplomatic

dispute between the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia (FYROM

and Greece over the right to use the name "Macedonia" and over the very

existence of a Macedonian Nation.

For instance, traditional serbian historical narratives contribute to the

consolidation of a national identity, which makes it extremely difficult for

serbia to recognize the independent existence of an Albanian State of

kosovo and its sovereignty over lands considered a5 an essential part of

Serbian heritage. ln a different, thou9h somewhat analogous case, Greece

refuses to con5ent to what it regards as an appropriation of the term

"Macedonia" by another state flankin9 its northern border. According to

the dominant narrative of Greek history to which we have just referred,

ancient Macedonia clearly belonged to the Greek world, unified under the

leadership of Alexander the Great, and many contemporary inhabitants

of northern Greece regard themselves as Macedonians. on the other

hand, the citizens of the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia claim

that their alleged Macedonian national identity is by no means an

artificial construction and some try to trace its origins before the 19th

Century, going as far as to claim that their predominantly Slav population

may be regarded as legitimate heirs of the ancient Macedonians. They

point to the lack of a natural continuity in Greek history itself and also

appeal to classical Greek authors, such as Demosthenes, who presented

Macedonians as a foreign, barbaric tribe that should be perceived as a

threat to Athenian democracy and, indeed, ended up by subjugating

Greek cities. Thus, conflicting historical construals of the past are invoked

as premises in political arguments the aim of which is to justify affirmations

of ethnic and national identities.'a

Now, without getting into the details of such controversies, we may

wonder whether it is possible to pursue a serious historical inquiry into

the issues in question. We may think that there isn't much room for a

dispassionate scientific debate when the opposed parties are involved in

political confrontations, fraught with emotion and often passion. Anyway,

the problems which arise, concerning the interpretation of many events

and of identity claims, perhaps ought to be adjudicated at the diplomatic

level, and the solutions that would eventually be adopted may have little
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to do with the accuracy of historical accounts. Neverthe|ess, what is worth
investigating from a philosophical point of view is the epistemological
status of the historicalaccounts themselves. Are there any factsof thematter
pertaining to the origins and the development of national identities that
we could try to establish by a careful study of the past? Should we rather
embrace postmodernist conceptions of historical narratives as a whole,
relinquishing any aspirations to truth and real knowledge and giving up
all pretensions of objectivity? Moreover, to refer to another thorny issue,
what are the epistemic standards that we could and should employ in the
teaching of history in our schools, where one of the main educational
goals is supposed to be the cultivation of a sensitivity to national and
political concerns of future citizens?

ıV
A proper treatment of the questions just raised would require an

extensive analysis of central problems in the areas of phi|osophy of
historyıJ, of political philosophy and of philosophy of education, which
cannot be undertaken in the context of this paper. Hence, l am afraid
that l shall have to limit myself to stating my initial positions somewhat
dogmatically, before attempting to outline an argument which could
serve as the basis for further research. To begin with, l believe that there
are good philosophical reasons to resist the postmodern idea that
historical narratives are nothing more than narratives, no better than
"myth5" or "fictions", and that they do not bring to light any facts, beyond
the partial perceptions of a particular national or social group. Even if
there are many serious epistemological obstacles which do not permit us
to reach any cognitive goals, even if the very idea of attaining just "pure
facts" about our historical past is incoherent, l submit that the norms
of truth and objectivity should not be jettisoned, but should be rather
regarded as indispensable regulative ideals of our inquiries into the past.16

Thus, we should respect the very distinction between facts and their
interpretations, as well as the differentiation between scientific history
and ideology expressing power conflicts and competing emotional
projections. We must retain the concept of historical evidence properly
construed, to which we will have to appeal in our analyses. Of course, this
doesn't mean that we shalI still subscribe to a naive positivist conception

,i11
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of history a5 a discipline comparable to the natural sciences, at a time

when the philosophy of the natural sciences itself has moved far beyond

positivist thinking.'7

Actually, if we endorse a moderate and nuanced conception which

could allowfor degrees of historical objectivitywe will be able to recognize

the possibility to check the perspectival or relativistic dimension of

historical interpretations and engage in the quest for truths about our

past. Moreover, having abandoned outdated positivistic notions, and

orienting ourselves towards a more or less pragmatist viewpoint, we

will have to admit that we can no longer adhere to a sharp distinction

between fact and value and we shall be ready to reject the requirement

for a completely value-free historical inquiry. Value-freedom in this area

may also be a matter of "degree" and necessary adjustments will have to

be made in order to conform to certain standards of objectivity equally

applying to ethics and axiology in general.

lf the above observations are correct, we could recognize certain

important implications for our queries regarding the historical

investigation of national identities, but also of various complex events.

Here, l would like to argue that we can derive a conclusion which may

primafacie be considered as paradoxical.To put it in a nutshell, Iwould

like to suggest that some alleged 'facts' may be relative, but certain

norms and values, both epistemic and moral, may be objective, if not

absolute, and could guide the adjudication of our interpretations. My

analysis draws on a conception of a moderate moral and, more generally,

normative realism.'8

To be sure, we shouldn,t think that all, or even most historical facts

must be relativized, as it is advocated by postmodern thinkers, while we

counter_intuitively hold onto a non-relativized account of substantive

values and normative principles. However, when it comes to the

understanding and the judgment of motives of actions, to the appraisal

of decisions in relation to goals, to the characterization of subjective

opinions influencing testimony, or to the comparative assessment of

social factors leading to an outcome, just to mention a few topics giving

rise to historical controversies, our perception of events itself is deeply

affected and agreement may seem impossible.19
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Thus, to go back to the examples mentioned in our discussion so far,

there may be a great degree of indeterminacy in the construal of alleged
empirical facts concerning the origins, the formation and the evolution of
Greek, Turkish, Bulgarian, Albanian or Macedonian identities, which are
after all, to an important extent, dynamic and "fluid". On the contrary, one
could recognize a more significant degree of determinacy in normative
facts concerning the authority and the force of epistemic principles
of minimalist truth or objectivity, and moral norms such as justice, the
respect of human rights and the liberal virtue of tolerance. Similarly, one
may have serious qualms about the justification of nationalist identity
claims, expressing doubts about their epistemic credentials, when they
are confronted to analogous, opposed claims, and remain unmoved by
any appealto the patriotic virtues sustaining their endorsement.2oThus, to
the extent that the writing of history cannot be totally value-free, totally
exempted from normative and evaluative considerations, it is, in my
opinion, particular values and norms which ought to be acknowledged as
more objective and should provide the framework of our narratives.

Actually, we could also c|aim that the above conclusions hold a fortiori
for the teaching of history not only in Universities concentrating on
research, but also in schoo|s. We could then adjust the guidelines for the
preparation of appropriate textbooks.The lessons that we could drawfrom
our reasoning concerning the re|ativity of certain 'facts'and the objectivity
of some norms and values is that we should opt for mu|ti-perspectival
textbooks, which, at a higher level, acknowledge the availability of truths
about the perspectives themselves. Hence, for example, students must
be able to learn ihai from the point of view of the Greeks, the invasion of
Asia Minor in 1921 was justified as an attempt to annex lands inhabited
by Greek speaking populations, wl,ıile from the point of view of the Turks,

their victorious war was justified as a defence of the fatherland and as a
struggle for independence from foreign occupation. The history textbook
should avoid comparative value-judgments concerning the different
perspectives and their moral quality whatever that might be, but doesn't
have to adopt total neutrality in a refusa| to characterize in a negative
light atrocities and war crimes on either side. lt is a hopeful fact that, in
the Balkans and e|sewhere, efforts are being undertaken, if not to come
up with a common analysis and interpretation of historical events and of
issues concerning conflictlng identity claims, at least to provide such a
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multi-perspectival account displaying equal respect for opposite views

and interpretations of events.21 Thus, historical education may serve not

so much for strengthening self-consciousness and for boosting patriotic

feeling, but rather for contributing to the formation of open-minded

citizens of democratic states committed to peaceful cooperation within

the international community.

Now, l know that many questions and objections could be raised

concerning the cogency of my argument and the plausibility of my

conclusions. My conception of epistemic and normative facts that

should be treated as more robust than many supposed historical 'facts'

is quite controversial. Moral realism and, more generally, normative and

evaluative realism is a philosophical doctrine which requires extensive

and systematic defence. There are also more practical, or rather

methodological issues which should be properly addressed regarding

the application of epistemic and moral norms in historical research and in

the composition of historical narratives at all levels. More particularly, one

may express worries about the quality of the multi-perspectival textbooks

referred to in our analysis, their adjustment to the skills of the students

and the availability of the proper training for the teachers who wil| use

them in schools. Last, but not least, it may be justly observed that my

proposals need better documentation and testing through the careful

study of many more real examples. As l have already acknowledged, l

have just tried to provide the sketch of an argument. Still, l believe that it

points in the right direction and that it is worthy of serious attention and

further elaboration.

Notes

' An earlier version of this paper was originally presented at a workshop
organized by the philosophy department of the University of Belgrade. l would
like to thank the participants and especially Professors lvan Vukovic, Patrice

Canivez and Vladimir Gradev for their comments. l should also express my thanks

to the participants in the Fifth Balkan Philosophy Seminar, where it was read last

June, and especially Professors Betül Çotuksöken, ioanna Kuçuradi, Mislav Kukoc,
Myrto Dragona-Monachou, Demetra Sfendoni-Mentzou and Milos Kukoc, for their
questions and remarks. l am grateful to professor koji Nakatogawa of sapporo
University and Nobuko Yamazaki for discussions of similar issues concerning
Japanese national history in a wider Asian context, and to Moon suk Byeon and

vasso kindi for their comments on the final draft of the text.
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2See Benedikt Anderson, tmagined Communities: Beflections on the Origins and
Spread of Nationalism,2nd ed., London: Verso, 199'l .

3lndeed, one could speak of more and of less artificial constructions.
a See Michael Herzfeld, Ours Once More. Folklore, ldeology and the Making of

Modern Greece, New York Pella, 1 986.
5The term "Greekness" is generally accepted as a translation of "hellinikotita",

although those who object to certain pejorative nuances of the word "Greek"
might prefer another rendering, such as "hellenicity". For the importance of
archeology in the e|aboration of conceptions of Greek identity, See: Dimitris
Damaskos and Dimitris Plantzos, A Singular Antiquity: Archaeology and Hellenic
ldentity in Twentieth-Century Greece, Mouseio Benaki, 3d supplement, Athens,
2008.
6This particular "way of thinking and feeling" has been described in many

different, if not contradictory ways that are thought to capture features of the
national character ofGreeks through the centuries. Thus, it has been presented as
involving, among other traits, individualism and ingenuity. also related to defects
of the Greek character (|ack of discipline, propensity to discord and strife etc.),
but also a commitment to "sociocentric" politics recognizing the importance of
personhood, a sense of measure, harmony, reconciliation of opposites, respect for
Reason, awareness of limits and of human finitude, a tragic sense of life, heroism,
self-determination, freedom, healthy affirmation of the pleasures of the senses,
pride and generosity. Poets such as Odysseus Elytis also insist on a peculiar kind
of "clarity" -not of a superficial, rationalist kind-, going along with "limpidity",
"transparent depth", achieved thanks to the peculiar experience of natural Greek
Ii9ht. The left wing historian Nicos Svoronos also speaks of a "spirit of resistance",
supposedly motivating a set of common, brave reactions to external threats and
invaders, at the crossroads of South-Eastern Europe.
7The most prominent among these is the theologian and philosopher Christos

Giannaras.
8On this issue, see Stelios Virvidakis. "Les droits de l'homme ö l'6preuve de la

pol itiq ue", B ue D es ca rte s 5'l (Ja nvier 2006) : 47 -58.

9See Costas Carras, "Greek |dentity: A Long View", in Maria Todo rova (ed.), Balkan
ldentities: Nation and Memory, London: Hurst and Company, 2OO4, 294-326,294.

'oConcerning the events leading to the Greek campaign and defeat in Asia Minor,
see Michael Llewellyn Smith, lonian Vision,2nded., Ann Arbor: Michigan University
Press, 1 998.

" See Herzfeld , op.clt.

/2lt is often thought by Western European intellectuals that the case of the Balkans
is quite pecu|iar, because of a long history of political and military struggles.
However, as it is shown by Mark Mazower, in his excellent, short historical essay,
The Balkans, London: Weidenfield and Nicholson, 2000, Western Europe also has
a very bad record of conflicts leading to the Second World War and cannot c|aim
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any moral superiority.The prospects of a peaceful, unified and democratic Europe

mjy be better today, thanks to the institutions of the European Union, but the
formation of a real federation of states proceeds very slowly, and, in any case,

many countries of the former, communist Eastern Block suffer from dangerous
manifestations of nationalism, as much as Balkan states. Concerning national
identities in the Balkans, see the articles in Maria Todorova, op.cit., and Paschalis

Kitromilidis "lmagined Communities and the origins of the National Question
in the Balkans", in Martin Blinkhorn and Thanos Veremis (eds,), Modern Greece:

Nationalism a nd Nationa lity, Athens: sAGE-ELlAM Ee 1 990, 23-66

'3For a study of the clash of nationalisms on the island, based on different self-

conceptionsof peopleof respectively Greekand Turkish origin,and leadingtothe
opposed aims of "Enosis" (unification with Greece) and "taksim" (partition of the

isiand into two states), see the works of Niyazi Kızılyürek. See, particu|arly, Umut
Özkırımlı, Ayhan Turhan Aktaı Niyazi KızılyÜrek (eds), Nationalism in the Troubled

Triangle: Cyprus, Greece and Turkey, London: Palgrave, Macmillan, 201O.

'4ln fact, after its originat intransigent stance, insisting on the refu5al to allow the

use of "Macedonia" or any of its derivative adjectives in the official name of the

new Republic, Greece now proposes a compromise, acknowledging that the term
,.Macedonia" may be legitimately employed in order to designate a geographical
region, inhabited by different nations. lt is now FYR1M, having already been

reİognized by many UN Member 5tates, that seems to reject compromises
invoiving a composite name such as "North" or "Upper" Macedonia. Greece has

recently vetoed its admission as a member of NATO and diplomatic negotiations
contin;e. lt should be noted that Bulgaria has recognized the state of Macedonia,
but does not acknowledge the existence of a Macedonian nation. ln fact, the
Macedonian language could be considered as a Bulgarian dialect.

'5 Here, l am referring to what W.H. Walsh has described as "critical philosophy

of history", which iocuses on epistemological and methodological issues

concerning the study of history, and is clearly distinguished from _traditional,
speculative philosophy of history, aiming at a 9eneral interpretation of the course

of hr.anhistory.SeeW.H.Walsh,PhilosophyofHistory:Anlntroduction,NewYork:
Harper and Row, 'l967.

/6At this point, one should try to elucidate the concepts of truth and objectivity to

be employed in this context. 1would like to affirm my commitment to a minimalist,
nut ronuit and not simply deflationary conception of truth, such as the view

elaborated in Crispin Wright, Truth and objectivity, Cambridge Mass.: Harvard

University Press, or the stronger, "minimally realistic" notion proposed by Pascal

Engel, in his Truth, London:Acumen Press, 2002.

'rFor arguments supporting the postmodernist approach to history, one could
turn to İ4i.h"l For.uult's, essentially Nietzschean enterprise and to Hayden

White's works, emphasizing the rhetorical and literary dimensions of historical

discourse. See, for example, Hayden White , Metohistory: The Historical lma7ination
in Nineteenth Century Europe, Baltimore and London: The Johns Hopkins
University Press, 1973, "The Politics of Historical lnterpretation: Discip]ine and De-

Sublimation" Critical lnquiry, 9/1 (September 1982): 
,l 13-138 and "The Question
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of Narrative in Contemporary Historical Theory'i History and Theory,23/'l (1984):
1-33. For a critique of White's extreme textualism and for a more balanced, general
positive approach, see Georg lggers, Historiography in the Twentieth Century: From
Scjentirtc Objectivity to the Postmodern Challenge,2nd ed., Middletown: Wesleyan
University Press, 2005. Compare also Walsh, op.cit. and William Dray, Philosophy of
History,2nd ed. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall, 'l993. My argumentation in what
follows is influenced by lggers'views.
18Concerning this conception of a moderate moral realism, which cou|d develop

in different directions and assume different forms, see stelios virvidakis, La
robusteLfle du bien, Nimes: Editions Jacqueline Chambon, 1996, and "Strat6gies
de moddration du rdalisme moral", in Ruwen Ogien (dir.), Le rğalisme moral, Paris:
Presses Universitaires de France, 1999, 420-456.
i95ometimes, the disagreements are a matter of rhetoric, of verbal emphasis, of

estimates of numbers, or of interpretation of certain incidents which shouldn't
play a crucia| role in the final assessment of a complex event or a situation in
its entirety. Still, their resolution could prove relatively easy given good wi|l and
readiness to acknowledge what is really significant. Thus, whether or not we
characterize the iarge-scale massacre of Armenians by the Turkish army at the
beginning of the 20th Century as a genocide may not be all that important,
provided we don't dispute the atrocity of the acts committed. (on this issue, see
Taner Akçam's book, .4 Shameful Act, New York: Metropolitan Books, Henry Holt
& Co, 2006 and the debate that followed its publication, as well as the criminal
charges against Orhan Pamuk, for insulting Turkey and Turkishness by claiming
that "one million Armenians and thirty-thousand Kurds had been killed in
Turkey'i which were eventually dropped.) Similarly, we shouldn't worry so much
about establishing beyond reasonable doubt that there were more war crimes
committed by the Serbs than by the Croats during the Serbo-Croatian war, insofar
as we acknowledge the seriously criminal behaviour of nationalists on both sides.
This doesn't mean that it is always impossible to identify who is the aggressor, and
to attribute unequal shares of responsibility to specific historical agents.

"For an interesting moral critique of patriotism, from a cosmopolitan point of
view, see the debate in Martha Nussbaum, et al, For Love of Country: Debating the
Limits of Patriotiım, ed. by Joshua Cohen, Boston: Beacon Press, 'l 996. Compare
also Maurizio Viroli, For Love of Country: An Essay on Patriotism and Nationalism,
Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1995, Kwame Anthony Appiah, The Ethics of ldentity,
Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2004 and Cosmopolitanism: [thics in a World
of Strangerc, New York: W. W. W. Norton & Co. 2006.

''What primarily comes to mind is the common history textbook used in some
French and German high schools. For a good example of a similar enterprise
based on the collaboration of historians form most Balkan countries, see the
series directed by Christina Koulouri: Christina Koulouri (ed.), Teaching Modern
Southeast Europeon History, Alternative EducationalMaterials,rhessaloniki: CDRSEE,
2005. For an anthropological perspective, which could inform the teaching of
history, compare, Yannis Papadakis, Echoes from the Dead Zone: Across the Cyprus
Divide, l.B.Taurus (distributed by Palgrave, Macmillan, 2005). Unfortunately, one
could equal|y refer to the adventures of the textbook for the teaching of history
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in the sixth grade of Greek elementary schools, written by the historian Maria

Repoussi, whlch was originally approved by the Greek government, but.wa_s soon

suppressed, because of widespread reactions mentioning its supposedly factual
""irorr", but mainly emphasizing is unpatriotic character, insofar as it didn't
present the rule of the Ottoman empire and events of recent history, in conformity
*itt,l tl," traditional, entirely negative assessment. The author was treated by the
popular press as lacking national sensitivity, and was even harshly attacked by

some ultra-nationalists as a "traitor".
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