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Po3u
bpanpotu

Touka op Koja
HeMa BpaKamwe

Mopam fa ro coBiyiaziaM 0JIaTHOT HArOH 3a MOBpaKarbe
IIITO MU CE jaByBa IIPU caMaTa IIOMICJIa Ha UPavYKaTa BOjHA
U Ha MOXHHUOT OATOBOP Ha Hea. Beke mosioyiro Bpeme
MHOTY (ustocodu ce 3arpuKeHU 3a TOa KaKo Jia ja
objacHaT Op3WHATa U KOMILIEKCHOCTA HA COBPEMEHUTE
MIPOIIECH HA OIIIITECTBEHU ITpoMeHH. IlocTou mperosiema
BpeMeHCKa JUCTaHIla ITIOMely peayTHOCTa U KpUTHYKaTa
TeopHja, IIITO CE TTOBEKe TO OTEXKHYBA JaBaheTO aJleKBa-
TEH MPUKa3 HA MPOMEHHUTE BO IJIOOAJTHUOT CBETCKH
nopesiok. OBOj HEZIOCTATOK O/ UMarvHapHa eHepruja
MoOKe /a Ouje daTajieH 3a 3a7adaTa Ha KPUTHYKATA
Teopuja, busejku Toj ja 3ab6aByBa upeHTHGUKALIM]aTa HA
3aeITHUYKU TOYKH Ha OTTIOPOT, HACOYEHU ITPOTUB HOBUTE
OJIHOCH Ha MOK.

BakBara mpeTnassimBOCT U IpHzKa 32 a/IeKBaTHHU TEOPET-
CKH IIPETCTAaBU W KOHIIENTyaJTHA a/IEKBaTHOCT C€ YUHU
IpeTepaHa Kora ke ce cmopeju co OyKBajJHOCTa Ha
COBpeMeHaTa aMepHKaHCKa ynorpeba u 370ynorpeba Ha
cua.

Ce 1rTo Tpeba /1a ce HaITpaBU € BHUMATEJTHO JIa Ce IIPOYUTA
,Cynup Ha nuswiuzanuure” (Clash of Civilization) na
Cem Xautunrron (Huntington), uiu ga ce mocetu
HNHuTepHeT cTpanuiaTa Ha , I [poeKToT 32 HOBUOT aMepu-
kaHcku Bek” (Project for a new American Century), 3a 1a
ce HajaaT — CPOYEHU BO MCKJIYYUTESTHO YUTKa IMPO3a,

Rosi
Braidotti

Point of
Non-return

I have to overcome a slight sense of nausea as I even think
of the Iraq war and a possible response to it. For a while
many philosophers have been worrying about how to
account for the speed and complexity of contemporary
processes of social change. There is too large a time-lag
between reality and critical theory, which makes it
increasingly difficult to provide an adequate account of
the changes in the global world order. This deficit in
imaginary energy could prove fatal to the task of critical
theory in that it delays the identification of joint points of
resistance against the new power-relations.

Such cautious concern for adequate theoretical repre-
sentations and conceptual adequacy appears way out of
proportion, when compared with the literal-ness of
contemporary American uses and abuses of power.

All one needs to do is read carefully Sam Huntington’s
Clash of Civilization, or consult the website for the
“Project for a new American century”, to find — spelled
out in extremely accessible prose, the main tenets of the
new imperial world-order. It could not be clearer, more
explicit, less self-conscious or remotely more concerned
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[JIABHUTE NPUHIIUIN HA HOBUOT UMIIEPUjATTUCTHYKH
cBeTcKHU opesiok. He Moske /1a 6ujie mojaceH, MoeKCIIi-
IUTEH, TIOMAJIKy CAMOCBECEH WJIU JlaJieKy IOIPEeOKy-
MUPaH CO HUBHUTE UMILTHUKAI[UY 32 COCTOj0aTa Ha CBETOT.
OBa 3Hauu /IeKa OBZIE UMa MAJIKy 32 TOJIKYBaHe, PEUUCH
HHUIIITO HEMA 32 aHAJIU3UPAHE U HeEMa HUKAKOB ITPOCTOP
3a mperoBapame. Cé IITO MOXKeMe J1a HallpaBUMeE € J1a
U3MUCIINMEe HEKAKOB OOJIMK Ha MPAKTHUYEH U JIUCKYP-
CUBEH OTIOP KOH OpyrasiHaTta ¢popMa Ha UMIIEPH]jaTHO
HACUJICTBO.

3a cpeka, cute 3HaeMe — a JIyreTo ofi ltopaHenHa Mcrouna
EBpomna HH3 Maka JIo3Haa — /ileka UMIIEPUUTE, PEUHCH 10
neduHUIMja, HE MOXKAT e(pUKaCHO 1a QYHKIMOHUPAAT.
Camara rojeMrHa Ha HUBHATa TEDUTOPHja M HA €TOTO HA
OHHE KOU BJIaJleaT CO HUB, TU NIPAaBU HUBHUTE LIEIU
CTPYKTYPaJIHO HeOAP:KIuBH. Taka, Bjie/iejaukuTe aMmou-
I[MU Ha e/THa UMIIepHja [T0CTOjaT MapajieJIHO CO KOHCTAHT-
HaTa 3aKaHa 32 HUBHO HEOCTBapyBame, WU CO IlepMa-
HEHTHATa COCTOj0a Ha HUBHO HEYCIIENIHO PeaTu3Uparbe.
Co npyru 360poBH, M1aJIOT € BeKe 3aI[pTaH BO €BOJIyTHB-
HaTa JIMHUja Ha UMIlepHjasTHaTa MOK. MeryToa, majioT e
Y Ha4yWH Ha OIICTOjyBabe, U KaKO TaKOB, MOXKe Jla My €
OTpeOHO JI0CTa BpEME J1a To IOCTUTHE CBOjOT 3eHUT. Kako
MPTBa SBe3/la, UMIIepHjaTa MOXKe Jla ja 3padyu cBojaTa
MPTBa CBeTJIMHA JIOJITO BpeMe IIpeJl Jia ja pa3oTKpue
CBOjaTa BHATPEIIIHA TPAa3HUHA U J]a CEe IIPETBOPH BO IIPAB.
Mo>kebu MOjOT ja3uK 3BYyYH MeTa(pOpHUUYHO, HO HE €e:
MOJIUTUYKATa €EKOHOMHja Ha MaJioT U UMILJIO3UjaTa €
MIPWINYHO OyKBaJIHA.

BTOpHOT MOMEHT € He3a/I0BOJICTBOTO U He-U/eHTUdU-
kanujara co CA/l. Jac paboram Bo o6s1acTa Ha KOHTHHEH-
tasHaTa ¢unocoduja, IMITO € MUHOPHA TPpaHKa 07 Taa
nucuuiinHa. Co orsies; Ha HaBpeJJIUBUTE MeUyMCKU
KaMIIalkH IITO BO IMOCJEAHO BPEME Ce IOCBETyBaaT Ha
coBpeMeHHTe ,,ppaHIycku ¢puiocobun” U Ha PpaHIHja
BOOMIIITO, (ITpH IITO ,,pPaHIyCKHOT TOMMPUT  MoOpaIlie

Point of Non-return

about its implications for the state of the world. Which
means that there is little to interpret, hardly anything to
analyse and no space for negotiations. All we can do is
devise form of practical and discursive resistance to a
brutal form of imperial violence.

Fortunately we all know — and people from former Eastern
Europe know painfully well — that empires cannot work
effectively, almost by definition. The sheer size of their
territory and of the egos of those who govern them makes
their aims structurally unsustainable. Thus, the sovereign
ambitions of an empire are co-extensive with the constant
threat of not attaining them, or a permanent state of falling
short of these aims. In other words, decline is always
already the line of evolution of an imperial power. Decline,
however, is a mode of duration and as such it can take a
long time to reach its zenith. Like a dead star, an empire
can cast its deadly light for a very long time before it
actualises its inner void and runs to dust. My language
may sound metaphorical, but it is not: the political
economy of decline and implosion is quite literal.

The second point is about dis-affection with or dis-iden-
tification from the USA. I work in Continental philoso-
phy, which is very much, a minority branch of the disci-
pline. Considering the derogatory press campaigns that
of late have been devoted to contemporary “French phi-
losophies” and to France in general (given as ‘French fries”
had to be renamed “freedom fries” after the second Iraqi
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Jla ce IpenMeHyBa BO ,,oMpuT Ha ciobomaTa“ mo
BTOpaTa Mpavyka BOjHA, fanu Tpeba u ,dpaHiyckara
dunocoduja” na ce mpeuMeHyBa Bo ,dunocoduja Ha
cimobomaTa”?), cakaM Jia TO MOTEHIIMPAM ja3oT IIITO Ce
IMOBeKe ce mpojaabodyyBa, BO OHA INTO MPHUJIHUYHO
WPOHUYHO Ce HapeKyBallle ,, [paHcaT/IaHTCKa TUCKOHEK-
nuja”. OBa ocobeHo joara /10 u3pa3 BO MOJIEMUKATA I10-
Mery COIMO-TIOJIUTUYKATa TEOPHja U MOpasiHaTa (prmoco-
¢duja Ha aHIJI0-CAKCOHCKU HAYWH U (paHIlycKaTa MOCT-
CTPYKTYPJIMCTHYKA ITOJIUTHKA U eTrKa. Ho, eTukara He
€ MOpaJI, a KaMO JI¥ aHTJI0-aMePHUKaHCKa MOpaTHa Quiio-
coduja, ¥ Taa He ce MOTIHPA HY>KHO Ha JINOEPATHOTO,
WHIUBUYAJTUCTHYKO IJIeIathe Ha HEIITaTa Co aKIEHT BP3
npaBaaTa u eqHakBocTa. OKOJIy OBa MaJIo pa3uyBarbe
ce BOJlea MAaCOBHU HHTEJIEKTYaJIHU BOjHU. OHA IITO ce
CJIyJIH BO UpAYKaTa KpH3a € HEBUEHO 0CJI000/yBarbe Ha
Mpe3up U OMpasa KOH eBPOIICKaTa KyaTypa U (HI0Co-
duja. Cé ce ogqurpa cunopej cepujaTa CTEPEOTHUIIU:
HaBOJHATa IOCT-MOJEPHUCTUYKA ,MEKOCT Ha IOCT-
MoziepHUCcTUYKA EBpona HactipoT pobycHaTa caMOyBe-
PEHOCT Ha MakecTBeHaTa AMepuKa.

VMa HelTo MasIKy BUCTHHA BO HZI€jaTa 32 IOCT-MO/IEPHA
EBporncka YHwuja, mTo ja mpudaka cBojaTa HCTOPHUCKA
MO3UIMja KaKO CBOEBU/IHA HOBAa MaprHHA — HAKO O]
JIeJIyKC KaTeropuja. Bo eHelnHo BpeMe, oCcT-KOJI0HUjasI-
HHOT CBETCKH ITOPEJIOK U ITPOIIECOT HA TPAHC-HAITMOHATHA
€KOHOMHja CO KOMIUIEKCHUTE edeKTH Ha riobanusa-
[Fjata OTBOpaaT HOBO IOTJIaBje BO HUCTOpPHjaTa Ha Ipe-
CTPYKTYPUPAHETO HA EBPOIICKUTE HAIMOHAJIHH JIP?KABU
KaKO IPUHITUITA HA eKOHOMCKA U ITOJIUTHYIKA OpraHu3a-
nuja. JloarameTo Ha eJeKTPOHCKATa TPaHUIA U HHPOP-
MAIUCKUTE MAaTUIIITA U IOHATaMy o 3a0p3yBa MPOIECOT
Ha Jle-MaTepHjau3alyja Ha Hal[MoHaHaTa JpkaBa. Jac
ja rnmenam EBporickata YHHja KaKo IOCT-HAIIMOHA-
JINCTUYKM OIIIITECTBEH IIPOCTOP IIITO MOKeE 7]a TpeoOpas3u
HEKOH O/ HajJIOUINTE CTPAHU Ha €BPO-IIEeHTPU3MOT.

war, should ‘French philosophy” be renamed “freedom
philosophy”?), I want to stress the increasing gap in what
used to be called rather ironically the ‘trans-Atlantic dis-
connection”. This is especially strong in the polemic be-
tween socio-political theory and for moral philosophy in
the Anglo-Saxon mode and French poststructuralist poli-
tics and ethics. Ethics, however, is not morality, let alone
Anglo-American moral philosophy, nor does it necessar-
ily rest upon a liberal, individualistic vision of the subject
with its emphasis on justice and equality. On this small
point of divergence, massive intellectual wars have been
fought. What happened in the Iraqi crisis is an unparallel
unleashing of contempt and loathing for European cul-
ture and philosophy. It was played out along the lines of a
series of stereotypes: the allegedly postmodern “softness”
of postmodernist Europe versus the robust self-assurance
of virile America.

There is some truth to the idea of a postmodern European
Union, which accepts its historical position as a new
margin of sorts — albeit a deluxe one. Nowadays, the post-
colonial world-order and the process of the trans-national
economy with the complex effects of globalisation open a
new chapter in the history of the re-structuring of
European nation-states as principles of economic and
political organisation. The coming of the electronic
frontier and the information highways accelerates even
further the process of de-materialisation of the nation
state. I see the European Union as a post-nationalist social
space which can transform some of the worst aspects of
Euro-centrism.
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Oga cekako He e GaKT, TYKy IPOEKT IITO JI0NpBa Tpeba
7a ce peasmsupa. Jlaseky oz Toa Aeka 0OBOj IpoIec Ha
TpaHcdopManyja Ha eBPOIICKHUTe HAlMOHAIHU JP:KaBU
e TI03/IpaBeH HaceKa/ie Kako Yekop Hampey. Toj mpeaus-
BHKa U OpaH 0/ HOCTAJITH]ja, KOj € e/leH O/ KJIYIHUTE
OeJie3n HA cCOBpeMeHaTa MOJHUTHKA. HOCTaATHUHHUOT
MOJINTUYKU JIUCKYPC MOJKe jacHO /a ce 3a0esiesku BO
ZIVICKYCHUUTE 32 EBPOIICKOTO JIP?KABjaHCTBO U UMUTPAIIHja.
[TpoekTOT 32 eBpoOIIcKa YHU(DUKAIIHja BCYIITHOCT ITOBJIEYE
ey OpaH peakIUHW KOHUIITO Ce UCTOBPEMEHO aHTU-
eBpoICcKu U pacuctuuku. Crnopes popmysnanujara HA
Crjyapt Xos (Stuart Hall), rotemuot oTmmop mpoTus
EBpomnckara YHU]ja, KaKO 1 aMEPUKAHCKUOT COMHEXK BO
HCTaTa, € lepaH3uBEH O/ITOBOP Ha IIPOLECOT Ha e(PUKACHO
Ha/IMUHYBamhe Ha camMara Hjieja ¥ PeaTHOCT Ha eBPOII-
CKUTe HAIIMOHAJIHU JIp:KaBU. Bo moTecHU paMKU, UCXOJIOT
0/1 OBa € HAITMOHAJIMCTUYKA [TapaHoja U KceHOPOOUIHU
crpaBoBu. OBa ce 00JIUIUTE HA COBPEMEHHUOT ,,€BPOIICKU
KyJITYpeH pacusam’”.

Tue ucto Taka ru pparMeHTUpPAAT MIOTOJIEMHUTE HAIUO-
HAJIHU UJIEHTUTETU BO PETHOHAJIHY WJIH JIOKAJIU3UPAHU
cyb-unenturern. berxabub (Benhabib) e Bo mpaBo kora
yKa)KyBa Jieka pefie(puHUpameTo Ha €BPOIICKUTE TPaHUIN
Y pesIaTUBHATA (PIIyHHOCT HA EBPOIICKHUOT UJEHTUTET CE
Oeser Ha Bpemero. Tue ce coBmaraaT co MOBTOPHOTO
I0jaByBame Ha MUKPO-HAIIMOHAJIU3MUTE HA CUTE HUBOA
Bo EBpomna nenec. Criopes MU30UTHOTO JIeJTyBalbe HA
raobanu3anujaTa WM HAIPETHUOT KalHUTaIH3aM,
obelHyBameTo Ha EBpoIia KoersucTupa co 3aTBOPameTo
Ha HEj3UHUTE TPAHUIU; MPETCTOJHOTO 3a€THUYKO
€BPOIICKO /IP?KaBjaHCTBO U 3a€JHUYKATA BATyTa KOET'3HC-
THpaaT co 3TroJieMyBameTO Ha BHaTpellHaTa ¢parmeH-
Tallija U peruoHaau3aM; HOBHUOT, HABOJHO IOCT-
HaIlMOHAJINCTUYKY UJIEHTUTET, MOPA /1a KOEI'3UCTHPA CO
BpakameTo HAa KceHodobujaTta, pacu3MOT U aHTHU-
ceMuTU3MOT. [IpaBHIIOTO HA UCKIIyIEHUOT TPET HE JPIKU

Point of Non-return

Of course, this is not a fact, but a project which still needs
to be accomplished. This process of transformation of the
European nation states, far from being greeted everywhere
as a step forward, has also generated a wave of nostalgia,
which is one of the key features of contemporary politics.
The nostalgic political discourse can be clearly noted in
discussions about European citizenship and immigration.
The project of European unification has in fact triggered
a wave of reactions which are simultaneously anti-
European and racist. As Stuart Hall put it, the great
resistance against European union, as well as the
American suspicion of it, is a defensive response to a
process of effective overcoming of the very idea and reality
of European nation-states. The short-range effect of this
is nationalistic paranoia and xenophobic fears. This is the
form taken by contemporary ‘European cultural racism’.

They also enact a fragmentation of larger national
identities into regional or localised sub-identities. It is
indeed the case, as Benhabib points out that the re-
definition of European boundaries and a relative fluidity
about European identity are a sign of the times. They
coincide with the resurgence of micro-nationalisms at all
levels in Europe today. According to the schizoid workings
of globalisation or advanced capitalism, the unification
of Europe coexists with the closing down of its borders;
the coming of a common European citizenship and a
common currency with increasing internal fragmentation
and regionalism; a new, allegedly post-nationalist identity,
has to coexist with the return of xenophobia, racism and
anti-Semitism. The law of excluded middle does not hold
in postmodernity: one thing and its opposite can
simultaneously be the case.
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BO IIOCTMOAEpHATAa: €JHO HEIITO MOXKE aa Ce CIIydyBa
HCTOBPEMEHO CO HEroBaTa CIIpOTUBHOCT.

MerfyToa, TOEHTAaTa € BO TOA IIITO JIEHEC IIOCTOU CBOEBU/IEH
KOHCeH3yc Bo EBpora, 3a Hy:KHOCTA 0] HA/[MIHYBabe HA
BOMHCTBEHUOT U €THOIIEHTPUUYEH KOHIIENT Ha eBpO-
LIEHTpU3aM, BO [10J13a Ha eJ[Ha [TIOCPe/IeHAa U II00/ITOBOPHA
pe-neduHUIIMja HA HOBUOT €BPOIICKU OIIITECTBEH
npoctop. MuciaMm fieka 0BOj TUI Ha KOHCEH3YC IO
H“3pasyBa IPOIECOT Ha pesileUHUPAE HA €BPOIICKUOT
UJIEHTUTET, KOj, 107 MPUTUCOK Ha EBpomckara YHuja,
M3JIETYBa HAIBOP O/ PAMKHUTE Ha BOMHCTBEHHOT HAIHO-
Hanus3aM. Bo oBoj nmorsen, EY nenecka mpercraByBa
AQHTUIIO/T HA TATPUOTCKUOT kap Ha CA/I.

JazoT BO CTaBOBHUTE KOH KYJITYPHUTE UIEHTUTETU € BO
cprieBrHaTa Ha (eHOMEHOT HapEUeH ,,He3a/I0BOJICTBO” CO
CAJI. EBpora, a ocobeno ®@paniiyja, UMallle I0JroTpajHa
spy6oBHa Bpcka co CA/l. Ha HekOj HauKH, ONIITECTBEHOTO
“MarvHapHO Ha mopaHelrHa 3amnajgHa EBpoma MHTeH-
3UBHO C€ aMepUKaHU3Kpa; Bo PpaHiirja, KAKO BIPOUYEM
u cekazie. CMeTaM JieKa e/lHa 07 HajroJIEeMUTE KPTBU Of
MpavKaTa BOjHA € TOKMY OBaa Bpcka. Kako kora cusiHata
JbyOOB Ke Ce 13jaJIoBU, OHA IIITO OMJIO IOITMPHA TOYKA Ce
IIpeTBOpa BO M3BOp Ha TeH3Wja, Ia AYPU U OMpaza H
npe3up. OBa HaHece IITeTa HAa HUBOTO Ha COIICTBEHUTE U
3aeMHHUTe UAeHTUGHUKAIUN KOU, CIIOPe] MEHe, ce
Hernonpasiuu. CAJ] moBeke He HE MHTepecHpaaT U
TouKa. Tue nmoBeke He ja CKOKOTKAaT WUJIU MOTTUKHYBaaT
HalllaTa KOJIEKTUBHA (aHTa3uja: U3rjiefaaT Kako TPETo-
KJIaCHH Kay0ojcku (pUyIMOBH, Tp/iu 1 HacwiaHu. PacimHa-
1ujaTa 3aMpe. J[0JIrOpOYHO TJIe/JaHO, OBa PAaCKUHYBaHbe
MOJKe Ja O6uzme mo3uTuBHO 0 EBpomckata YHUja BO
3ajaKHyBambE€TO Ha HalllaTa O/I/IyKa Jla CTaHeMe peJieBaH-
TEeH MOJIUTUYKH cyOjekT. MefyToa, BO MOMEHTOB, 0COOEHO
BO paMKuTe Ha (EMUHU3MOT, YyBCTBOTO HA U3TyOEHOCT
U Y?KaJIEHOCT € OTPOMHO. Bo HaIuTe eBPOIICKH MPEKH

The main point, however, is that a kind of consensus exists
in Europe today, about the necessity of transcending the
belligerent and ethnocentric notion of Eurocentrism, in
favour of a more situated and accountable re-definition
of a new European social space. I think that this kind of
consensus expresses the process of redefining a European
identity, which, under the pressure of the European
Union, moves beyond belligerent nationalism. In this
respect, the EU today represents the antipodes of the USA
patriotic fervour.

This hiatus in attitudes towards cultural identities lies at
the heart of the phenomenon of “disaffection” with the
USA. Europe and France in particular have had a long-
standing love affair with the USA. In some ways the social
imaginary of former Western Europe is intensely
Americanised, in France like everywhere else. I think that
one of the greatest casualties of the Iraq war has been this
particular relationship. Like good loving gone wrong, what
was a mutual bond has turned into a source of tension
and even hatred and loathing. This has caused damages
at the level of respective and mutual identifications which,
in my opinion, are irreparable. The USA has simply ceased
to appeal, full stop. They no longer tickle or stimulate our
collective imagination: they appear like a third-rate
cowboy movies, ugly and violent. The fascination is over.
In the long run, this break-up may be beneficial to the
European Union in strengthening our resolve to become
a credible political subject. At present however, and
especially within feminism, the sense of loss and
mourning is great. In our European networks for women’s
studies (110 university partners in 30 countries), this is
the most common feeling at present.
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3a JKEHCKH CTyAUH (110 YHUBEP3UTETCKU ITAPTHEPHU BO 30
3€MjH), OBa € IOMHHAHTHOTO YyBCTBO BO MOMEHTOB.

[TpumapHHOT pe3yJsTaT o/ UMIUJIo3UjaTa Ha , TpaHc-
aTJIaHTCKaTa“ OCKa € Pa30TKPUBAKETO HA MCTOPHUCKATA
PEaJTHOCT Ha aMEePUKAHCKUOT KYJITYPEH U €KOHOMCKH
nMnepujamusaM. Cekoj mpukas Ha cocToj6aTa BO CBETOT
JleHeC IIITO MpeTeHINpa Ha KaKOB OMJI0 KpPeIUuOUIUTET,
Tpeba /1a 'u 3eMe IIPEeIBU/T HOBUTE MeI'YHAPOJHU OTHOCU
Ha MOK U yJIoraTa Ha aMepuKaHcKara umiepuja. JlaBa-
IETO IPUOPUTET HA Koe OWJIO JpYyro mpamame MU
HaJINKyBa Ha U30eTHyBambe U, OTTaMy, Ha HEOJTOBOPHOCT.
CAJl e enMHCTBEHNOT U HAjrojieM 3JI0yIOTpeOyBad Ha
Mel'yHapO/JHAaTa IIPaB/ia BO CBETOT IEHECKA — M OBA € TeMa
3a Koja Tpeba /a ce 300pyBa U AUCKYTHPA, a HE Jla ce
npudaka 37paBo 3a TOTOBO U CPaMeXJIUBO Jla ce
n30erHyBa.

Jla 3aBpmiaM €O MOONTHUMHUCTHYEH TOH, caKaM Jla ce
HaJIeBaM JIEKa JIOJITOPOYHO, KAKO U CUTE BO3PACHU JIyTe,
ke MOKeMe J]a ce OpTaHU3upaMe U Jja IPeIJIOKUME COjy3
IITO Ke ce 6a3upa Ha MeryceOHA IOYHT Ha CIIEUDUIHUTE
KYJITYPHU 0COOEHOCTH M UCTOPUCKHU TPAJUIINU Ha CEKOJ
cybjekr. Cenak, fjo/ieka ce ciryun Toa, ipaukara BojHa Ke
IIOCTUTHE e/leH TpaeH pe3yJTaT, HOJIApU3UPAJKHU TU
nmozunuute Ha EBporickata Yauja u CAJl u u3pasyBajku
ja oBaa moJslapusalnyja BO HaBPEJIMBU POJI0BO-00eJie-
’KaHU U pacCUCTHYKH TepMuHH. OBa € TOYKa 0J1 Koja HeMa
BpaKame.

[TpeBox ox anriucku jaduk: Harama CtojaHoBCKa

Point of Non-return

The implosion of the ‘Trans-Atlantic’ axis has primary
result that of exposing the historical reality of American
cultural and economic imperialism. Any account of the
state of the world today, which claims to have any
credibility whatsoever, needs to take into account new
international power relations and the role of the American
empire. Foregrounding any other issue strikes me as a
form of avoidance and hence of irresponsibility. The USA
is the single largest abuser of international justice in the
world today — and this issue needs to be voiced and
discussed not taken for granted or avoided in embar-
rassment.

To finish in a more positive note, I want to hope that, in
the long run, like all grown-ups, we may be able to pick
up the pieces and propose an alliance based on the mutual
respect of the specific cultural features and historical
traditions of each subject. Till that happens, however, the
Iraq war will have achieved one lasting result by polarizing
the positions of the EU and the USA and expressing this
polarization in abusive genderized and racialized terms.
This is a point of non-return.




