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Introduction by Co-Editors

This paper waswritten by Dr. Wieslaw Sztumski, Professor of Philosophy inthe Social Science
Faculty inthe University of Silesiain Katowice, Poland, presented at the UNESCO Conference at
the Law University of Lithuania, Vilnius, Lithuania, 2002 and accepted for publication in the
International Journal of Educology. It representsProfessor Wieslaw’ sphilosophical position
about the problemsinvolved in theintegration of European countriesinto the European Union.

Dr. Sztumski and the Co-Editors of I JE have had many long talks, while participating in
UNESCO Conference’ sat the Law University of Lithuania, Vilnius, Lithuania, headed by Dr.
Jurate Morkuniene, during the years of 2002, 2003, and 2004. Inthosetalksit became clear that
Dr. Sztumski’ s philosophically oriented reflective thinking experienceswerevery compatible
with the philosophically oriented reflective thinking experiences, as conducted from the
philosophy of educol ogy perspective, asthis perspectiveisbeing developed in the I nstitute of
History and Philosophy of Educol ogy for Developing Democraciesin the World (the I nstitute),
aninitiative of Educol ogy Research Associates USA (ERA/USA).

The paper isin aphilosophy for educol ogy perspective, implying the philosophy of educol ogy
perspectivebeing developed in the I nstitute asan experiential philosophical oriented one, with the
orientation being effected by the sciences of ecology and semiotics.

Dr. Sztumski’ s philosophy for educol ogy perspective, asinterpreted from the perspective of
philosophy of educology, in general, isguided: (1) by agrowing ecological crisisintheworldin
which thereisathreat to the most important goal of life, i.e. thegoal of securing living conditions
for the present and future generations of humans, wherein, then, lifeitself becomesthe highest
good, as determined by the significance of the synergy of action; (2) by the meaning of the words
‘synergy of action’ torefer to the human internal will to integrate with othersin action, in contrast
to referring to the human internal will to coerce othersin action, asthe principle of unification to
encounter the growing ecological crisisin theworld, and; (2) by the meaning of theword
‘metanoia to refer to aradical changein human awareness and mentality on amassive human
scaleintheworld in consideration of the significance of the synergy of action to encounter the
growing ecological crisisintheworld.

Introduction by Author

Integration ismore than the merejoining together, unification, or association. I ntegration means
merging in many respects. As aresult of merging comesthefull effect of the synergy of action.
Integration takes place, especially under theinfluence of internal factors having an effect over a
long period of time. Integration is possible on the basis of fundamental interests. At present, one
fundamental interest isto survivein all critical situations of the human life environment and to
secureliving conditionsfor futuregenerations of humans.

The attempts by European countriesto join together, made during the period fromtheMiddle
Agesto thetwentieth century, failed. Thiswas so because such effortswere undertaken by
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political and economic means, i.e. by the means of force, conquest, and coercion, and on the basis
of nationalistic, religious, racist, and classideologies. Measuresof unification were undertaken
inorder to create or strengthen religious, colonial, and imperial superpowers. All previous
integration attemptsfailed because cultural and subjective factors played almost no role. Now we
know that the cultural factorsand thelevel of collective awareness of devel opment play an
essential, if not decisive, rolein theimplementation of theintegration process. Theintegration
process requires shaping an appropriate cultural basisand aquite new social awareness.
Therefore, our awareness and mentality should radically change on amassive scale. Such change
isnamed “metanoia’. A question arises: " Are we ready for the metanoia needed at the present
time?" To some extent, theanswer is"Y es." We have adequate philosophical and ethical basesto
meet thisneed. Unfortunately, it isthe economists and not philosophersor ethicians, which
determinethe social consciousness of humansintheworld. And, these economists have forced
humans to “hunt for profit” with all its negative consequences, especially the consequences of
egoisticandimperialisticthinking.

Part 1
Cultural Premisesof Integration

Asstated above, attempts by European countriesto join together, made during the period from
the Middle Agesto thetwentieth century, failed, and they failed because the unification attempts
of European countriesresulted mostly from anecessity to concentrate forces and meansin order,
either, to carry out invasion plans or to secure an effective defense against an invader. Thevery
ideaof unification was connected with a desire to dominate, in the case of merging into
aggressivealliances, and, afear of losing one'sdomination, in the case of merging into defensive
aliances. In the twentieth century, especialy initssecond half, it appeared that in the face of the
threat of nuclear destruction, any attempt to conquer Europe, if made by a superpower, wouldbe
completely senselessinthat it would, in fact, amount to asuicidal act.

The concept of the European Union also devel oped on the basis of imperial ideologiesand
aggression and was an attempt to counteract apossibleinvader, i.e. the bloc of countries grouped
aroundthe superpowers of the Soviet empire and COMECON. These two superpowerscompeted
with each other for world domination, especially in the economic sphere, and forced European
states, by means of political or economic and financial dependence, to mergeinto two
confrontational alliances: the Warsaw Pact and NATO. Western Europe countries, infear of a
socialist revolution taking place on their territory and yielding to the pressure of propaganda,
underwent amerging process. Asaresult they achieved certain benefits and guarantees.
Wealthier countries benefited from the unification becausethey gained accessto acheaper labor
force and had an opportunity to enter new markets. Poorer countries found an opportunity for
capital inflow and the execution of business orders, which contributed to the fall in
unemploymentand arisein exports, and gave them accessto modern technol ogies. However, the
basi c objectives of the unification of these countrieswithin the European Union, i.e: the
equalization of economic potentialsand living standards and the elimination of xenophobia
connected with nationalism, wasnot reached. It seemsthat attemptsto attach new countriesto the
EuropeanUnion, on the basis of the same principles and with the same arguments asin the past,
arenotoptimistically promising. Thisisespecially truein asituation where there is no threat of
another world war breaking out. Following the collapse of the Soviet Union, the bogeyman which
was quite convenient for propaganda purposes, ceased to exist, hence new illusionsarebeing
created asto the benefitsthat could be derived from unification.

Speaking about integration, | havein mind something more than the mere joining together,
unification, or association. Integration means merging in many respects, and in an ideal case, in
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all respects. As aresult of such merging comesthefull effect of the synergy of action. Onthe
contrary, aunification process can take place in only one respect and does not havetoleadto a
synergy of action but only to cooperation. Countries may unite under theinfluence of
emergenciesand external factorsbut integration takes place especially under theinfluence of
internal factors having an effect over along period of time. Integration is possble on the basis of
primary interests, i.e. those interests that determine the will to join together, rather than secondary
interests, i.e. thoseinterests that determinethe will to dominate. A growing number of politicians,
including representatives of European Parliament and EU bodies, refer to the anachronism of the
European Unioninitspresent shape. They point to the collapse of the original concept of the
Union and the lack of an appropriate motivation to maintain the structure aswell asthe reluctance
of post communist countriesto join and the unwillingness on the part of the EU foundersto
broadentheUnioninfear of the lowering of living standards, of the possibility of recession, and,
even of an economic crisis. Thesefearsarejustified to asubstantial extent in view of the fact that
the pace-to-date of the armsrace has been slowed down and the military obby has collapsed.
Thislobby wasthe engine of the economy contributing to the economic growth of highly

devel oped countries. Of course, in an enforced situation, under political and economic pressure
exerted by the decision centers of the wealthy EU states, which expect to gain even greater
benefitsfrom EU broadening, the remaining countrieswill find themselvesin adead-endand
may beforced to join the European Union. But isthisareal goal of European integration?

The unwillingness on the part of many post communist countriesto join the European Unionis
alsojustified if onetakesinto account the fact that these countries did not have enough timeto
enjoy, to the full, their gained or regained freedom and independence. Whereas, following
admission to the European Union, their freedom and sovereignty will proveto be only partial, if
notillusory.

Asaresult of the breakthrough in historical devel opments of the last ten years, unification against
something on the European continent within the framework of the continent became actually
senseless. Therewould have been some point of senselessnessin such akind of European
unification, if it had been undertaken in order to counteract other continents. Possible threats from
other continentscannot, of course, be ruled out. Such threats seem quite probablein thefuture as
aresult of adeveloping polarization between the countries of the East and the West and the North
and the South. Currently, however, there are no such threats. Thismeansthat in Europethereis
no point in the unification of countriesAGAINST something. Thereisonly usein unification
FOR something, i.e. FOR theimplementation of some common fundamental interest, the highest
good in the name of which everyone hasto make sacrificesin order to reach acompromise which
would bethe basis of and anecessary condition for the coming into being and proper functioning
of anintegrated community of states. Such afundamental interest could berelated to
counteracting areal, not imagined, threat to the existence and devel opment of European
countries, athreat that concernsall residents of Europeirrespective of the differencesresulting
fromtheir state, ethnic, denominational, and linguistic membership. A growing ecological crisis
isundoubtedly such athreat. In this connection the most important goal isto secureliving
conditionsfor usand for future generations. Lifeitself becomesthe highest good.

Theseare not i ssues concerning solely Europeans. Ecol ogical problems should constitute thefirst
and the most important meansof cooperation, i.e. of thejoining together of al in thoughts and
actions. The second meansof cooperation should be connected with measures preventing awar
on abroader scale. And, thethird means of cooperation should be realizing the model of

bal anced (sustainable) devel opment.
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Europe’ sintegration around these three means, areas, or objectives of cooperation become an
historical necessity resulting from the human instinct for self-preservation, rather than arbitrary
aspirations of various|eaders, adherents of secular or clerical ideol ogies, pressure groups, or
short-term objectives. These are concrete living conditionsand it isthe people’ swill to survive
that force integration processesin anatural way, inlinewith asocia evolutionary tendency to
reach high productivity asaresult of people’ simproved cooperation and integration into more
compact and more efficiently functioning social organisms.

Thisnatural integration tendency ismanifested always at a proper time and isimplemented in a
continual way. History, just like nature, does not tolerate leaps, i.e. the speeding up of the social
pace of evolution or slowing it down, the premature realization of certain models of social life, or
the social and economic systemsthat do not offer chances of success. This has been proved many
times. In this connection Europe’ sintegration can only take place at an appropriate historical
moment, at an appropriate stage of cultural evolution when people generally realize the need and
the necessity for integration, when the state of social awareness enables starting such a process,
i.e. theprocessinwhich cultural factorsand the level of collective awareness of development
playing such an essential, if not decisive, rolein theimplementation of theintegration processes.
An objectively existing threat and the subjective awareness of thisthreat are asufficient condition
for theintegration processesto take place. However, the necessary conditionisinternal
conviction asto the need and possibility to integrate and the will to integrate. These are subjective
factors.

A question arises: "Are such conditions present at our time?' |t seemsthat they are not, except
for the sufficient condition, inwhich weface areal and objective ecological threat and the threat
of mass destructive weapons being used in case of war. But, considering our social awarenessand
cultural paradigms functioning as principle of choicein the social evolution, which lieat the
foundations of interpersonal attitudesand rel ationsand govern our behavior, " Doesthis sufficient
condition allow for an immediate start to the integration processes?” “Doesthissufficient
condition imply internal agreement on European integration?' 1t seemsthat it doesnot.
Xenophobia, present in many European countries, derived from the paradigm of rationalismand
developedand became binding under free market conditions and the pursuit of profit, still
dominatesin our culture and in our awareness al ongsidethe attitudes of hostility and aggression.
And, the attitudes of xenophobia, hostility, aggression, and domination over othersarethebasic
subjective obstacles on the road to integration. So long asthese attitudes and paradigms are
bindingin the European culturetheintegration ideawill remain another Utopia, created by
politiciansand adherents of variousideologies. Theintegration process requires shaping an
appropriate cultural basisand an appropriate state of social awareness. Thismeansthat an
appropriate philosophy isneeded in order to realize theintegration process. What isneededisa
philosophy that would replace old cultural paradigms with the new ones, on the basis of which a
new style of thinking would becomewidespread, implying new attitudes, positions, and ways of
action. The paradigm of rationalism, aparadigm that brought about acrisissituationin the
contemporary world, emerged from modern European phil osophy and penetrated European
culture and, asaresult of colonialism, world culture asawhole. Europe can thus be regarded as
responsiblefor what happened, hence, Europeshould create anew cultural paradigm on the basis
of anew philosophical concept.

Part 2
M etanoiaasaReplacement Cultural Paradigm

Metanoiameans aradical changein human mentality on amassive scale. It isaform of the
reorientation of collective social awareness. Itispreceded by areplacement system of values
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binding at agivenlevel of social evolution. Itsessential moment isthe establishment of a new
hierarchy of valuesasaresult of which anew cultural paradigm starts the binding effect.
Metanoiais preceded by transformationstaking placein the sphere of ethics, withinthe
framework of a practical philosophy which hasadecisiveimpact on the shaping of philosophical
outlooks and related views, convictions, attitudes, and ways of behaving and thinking. The
reshaping of systems of values, consisting in theintroduction of anew fundamental valueto
replacean old one, isaleap in nature.

I nthismeaning metanoiais* an awareness revol ution” which marks points of discontinuity
separating individual periodsinthe history of culture. Such revolutionsusually take placein
situationstermed as peculiar or critical. They appear fromtimeto time as aresult of technological
and economic devel opment. Metanoiaisarecurrent phenomenon in human history resulting from
peoplerealizing that their certain expectations or aspirations cannot be met. It takes place when
behavior, consistent with arecognized hierarchy of values, fails and gives no chancefor the
realization of agiven universal ideal. Thereisno doubt that universal idealswere connected up,
until now, with the human will, to rule over the world and over nature and society, originating in
anthropocentric attitudesaswell asindividual and speciesegoism.

Thefirst metanoia, i.e. abasic mentality reorientation process, took place when the concept of
domination based on conquests, the devel opment of empires, and the subordination to earthly
valuesand worldly objectives collapsed. The emergence of Christianity and itsquick

devel opment was connected with such atransformation to anew system of valuesthat seemed
more promising. People started to perceive apossibility of domination over theworld in their
unificationwith God, the Supreme Being recognized as the only and almighty ruler of the world.
Man on his own proved to be unable to subordinate the world to himself. So man had to be united
with God and only together with Him he could strive to secure for himself rule over the world and
aprivilegedpositionin it. God becomes atool in the human fight to reign over theworld. That is
why God is subject to hominization (God’ s Son isto be aman) and man is subject to deification
(man asareflection or image of God). People, inthe fight to reign over the world, have excluded
other living creatures. Peopl e disputed these creatures’ right to having asoul that isalink
between living, or generally earthly, creatures and God. In thisway people easily got rid of rivals.

The second metanoiaappeared when peoplerealized that limitless subordination to God and trust
in Himin order to gain the possibility to reign over theworld also proved fallible. People began
to build their new hopesfor the fulfillment of a dream about absol ute human domination on
reason and thinking. In such away the triumphant march of rationalism from modern times
through to the Enlightenment started. In the nineteenth century thisled to George Hegel and his
followersgiving the quality of an absolute to reason and itsrolein history. The development of
rational scientific knowledge, theoretical and empirical studies, and accompanying technical
progressfavored the spread of the culture of reason and rationality and required reducing the
share of extra-reason factorsin cognitive and evaluation activity. A decisiveturn in the sphere of
mentality, i.e. theturnfrom faith to reason, from the cult of God to the apotheosis of knowledge,
took place over arelatively short period of time. In thisconnection theideology of atheism
started to spread.

At present we are at the verge of athird metanoia, i.e. ametanoialinked with a departure from the
paradigm of rationalism and scientism. Thisis so because mankindisagain unpleasantly
disappointed, eventhough it seemsthat the reign of rational man over theworld is certain by
means of a victory inthefight for anthropocentri c domination through human hands armed with
technology.
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And, in thistime of the third metanoia, it seemsthat wewill finally have to say good-byeto the
overwhelming ambition of the human race to conquer theworld, in that awarenessreorientation
processesalwaysaccompany periods of transition from old ways of production and social
systemsto new ones. New ways of manufacturing and management, implied asamatter of fact
by technical revolutions, aswell asmodern technologies, used to give rise to hopes, justified at
the beginning, theideaof fulfilling adream about absol ute human reign in the world.
Unfortunately, as usual, these hopes proved at their end to be another illusion.

It can be concluded, even on the basis of this brief analysis of human history, that mankind
experienced at least three greet turnsin the history connected with the will to dominate, based on
an anthropocentric species egoism. Thefirst turn was connected with mankind’ sdisillusion asto
effectiveness of the system of values based on force; the second turn was connected with the
fallibility of the system of values based on hope, and; the third turn was connected with the
ineffectiveness of the system of values based on reason. Thefirst two turnsresulted from human
ambition to reign over theworld. The third oneresultsrather from anecessity to depart fromthe
ideaof human domination over theworld.

The problemisnot an ordinary change in mentality, which would mean another attempt to fulfill
theideaof human domination, equally unsuccessful as shown by previous attempts. What is
needed is such a changein mentality that would finally put an end to the revival of theideaof
domination, replacingit with the idea of coexistence, theidea of domination with the idea of
cooperation, and thewill to subordinate the world with thewill to surviveintheworld. Thisisa
specid type of metanoiathat isappearing for thefirst timein history. A necessity to give up the
human will to reign over the world also implies anecessity to give up thewill of domination of
some groups of peopleover others, i.e. to giveup dictatorial and totalitarianinclinations. If
humankind wantsto survive, and thiswill isdictated by theinstinct for self-preservation, it must
get rid of idea of the fight for hegemony, of hostileattitudes, and of the will to destroy others. The
future of mankind and its possibility for survival dependson spreading asystem of values, i.e. a
system of valuesin which lifeisthe highest value and in which respect for others, dialogue, and
tolerance are the highest principles. Such asystem of valuesis created on the basis of a
universally oriented environmental philosophy and bioethics.

Thetwo previousforms of metanoia, connected with the departure from paradigms of ancient and
modern culture, resulted from thefact that these paradigmsdid not lead to avictory in the fight
for domination of one group of peopleover other groups, for achieving imperia goalsthrough
territorial expansion, and for appropriating resources and labor force, markets, etc., i.e. afight
carriedout with the use of military meansin the political and economic spheres. Now, at the end
of the second millennium, facing aglobal threat to natural, social, and personality-related
environments, mankind should finally reject imperialisticideas. However, adherentsto
imperialistic ideologies do not give up. Defending their concepts and their status quo they carry
over thefight for imperial domination through military, political, and economic meansto that of
the meansof culture.

Such afight, asthey believe, can be waged without resorting to military measures, hence, without
arisk of aworld war and mankind’ s extermination. | associatethefight for goalsinvolvedinan
imperial reign, using military, political, and economic means, to goalsinvolved in animperial
reinusing culture as ameans, i.e. | associate extra-military means, with the means of “cultural
imperialism” asmeansthat will probably lead to the “final stage of capitalism.” And, when it
appearsthat, also, thisform of imperialism does not bring about the expected results or even
increasesthe threat of dehumanization and extermination of the human race asaresult of the
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degradation of cultural and personality-rel ated environment, humankind will reject theideol ogy
of imperialismforever and the implementation of the above mentioned third metanoiawill begin.

Part 3
Culture asthe Areaof aFight for Domination

It seemsthat objective premisesfor Europe’ sstarting itsintegration process have already
appeared. Subjective premisesfor thisprocess areal so emerging. An appropriate environmental
philosophy and the cultural movement of universalism are already active although still inthe
stageof being established. On their basi s, one can start overcoming anachronistic paradigms of
culture, ways of thinking and attitudes arising from anthropocentric views, and effect an
awareness reorientation in such aspirit so that it favorsintegration. A system of values, under
whichcommon andlong- term interests would be more important than private and short-term
interests and universal valueswould be superior cherished by groups of people, can aready be
propagated.

It would have seemed that in these circumstances Europe’ sintegration should be successful.
However, the integration process encounters quite a strong resi stance linked with factorsthat are
cultural and historical in nature. Questionsarise: "Isit necessary for Europe’ sintegration to take
place on the basis of aWestern philosophy, which does not favor metanoia, and on the basis of
Western, and especialy American, model of culture and system of government?* "Should U.S.
culture, includingit’ spolitical culture, become amodel for Europe’ s culture and should the
culture of Western European countriesbeworth imitating by the remaining countries?”

It isobviousthat the United Statesis unable to compete with European countriesin the area of
culture. Because of historical and ethnic reasonsthe U.S. does not measure up to European
countriesand cannot boast such momentous and positive achievements. Also political culture,
especially American democracy, leavesalot to be desired. Under high-sounding slogans of
freedom, democracy, and respect to human rights, actions and conditions are implemented and
tolerated which arein fact in absol ute contrast to these dlogans. If Europe’ sintegration wereto be
effected on the basis of American examplesit would bring about its cultural regression, akind of
return to barbarism. It isclear that Europe hasto useits own cultural achievements and develop
culturemoreintensively in the process of integration.

Therich cultural output of Western countriesand positive elements of American culture should
be used in theimplementation of integration processesin Europe. However, the respective
achievements of East European countries should not be forgotten. Eastern European countriesdo
not equal Western countriesin the economic respect. Thisisalso the case with respect to
technical development, although, while assessing this sphere, one should differentiate between
thelevel of technology and thelevel of technological thought and creative abilities of engineers.
Thecreativity or technical staff isactually lower inthe United Statesthan in Europe. Lower, aso,
isthe state of development of humanities, philosophy, and art. In spite of thisthe United States
imposeson European countries, especially post communist states, its mentality, style of thinking,
behavior, patterns, ways of action, and its hierarchy of values binding in the paradigm of
American culture, aspects that are unfamiliar to Europeantraditions.

Thistakes place on the occasion of the transfer of technol ogies, computerization, capital, and
economic models (although not accidentally). Animportant rolein this processisplayed by the
popul arization of the language, actually American-English slang. Efforts are being made to make
thisslang used worldwide. All of thisisamanifestation of the brutal expansion of “culture” of
weal thier and economically more devel oped countries, which have secured for themselves

27



political domination thanksto certain historical circumstancesthat are now usurping theright to
the exclusive assessment of the principlesof justice, moral standards, political legitimacy, and the
right toimposetheir political will on the entire world. Thisisamanifestation of power
monopolization on aglobal scale by meansof cultural imperialism. In case of Europe, effortsfor
cultural domination made by Western countries, especially Germany, to some extent seemto be
another attempt to implement the “ Drang nach Osten” slogan known from the time of Bismarck.
Thistimewithout amilitary or nationalistic meaning implied.

European integration processes should not take place without the support of Eastern Europe’'s
cultura traditions. Thesetraditions must not be underestimated, omitted, or disregarded.

The output of political and philosophical thought of the Slavic countries, including Poland, is
highly significant. It wasin Poland where the tradition and the principlesof tolerancewere
shaped for along time, with the unifying slogan “ For your freedom and ourstoo” being
implemented and various concepts of European unification emerging. Thisalso occurredinthe
period of People s Poland. Also in Poland the concept of universalism wasborn and developedin
aninstitutionalized form, aswell asvarieties of ecological philosophiesand transregional
anthropol ogies. Thereligiousconcept of universal ecumenism, asthe basisfor world integration,
was established and has been developing.

If onewantsto counteract the cultural imperialism of the West and to avoid its pernicious results,
one should not yield to the pressure of rich and economically devel oped countries nor to be
ashamed of one’ sown past. One’ sown traditions and cultural achievementsshould begiven
prominence, propagated, and confronted by means of discussion and polemics. The pseudoculture
of the West should be opposed.

Theruling elitesin highly developed countries, united asworld financial and various M afia-style
organizations started afight in the area of culture for monopolistic rule and for constraining
others. Attempts made so far for control of the world by military means or the use of physical
violencefailed and even, asaresult of the development of military techniques, led to acritical
state, i.e. led to areal threat of the extermination of mankind. Thefight in the sphere of culture
can be waged without the use of armed forces or physical violence. Rule over theworld can be
secured by means of abloodlessrevolutionin outlooksthanksto advertising and the
dissemination of an appropriateideology asaresult of exerting influence on the human
consciousnessand subconscious. Thanksto this, the constraint becomes deeper and internal rather
than only external and superficial as can be achieved asaresult of physical violence. The control
gained inthisway isfirmer, lasting, and not threatening.

Referencetotradition, historical memory, and common sense are good forms of defense against
cultural aggression, i.e. against theway the Western liberalism-related hierarchy of valuesis
being contrasted with traditional Christian values. We a so haveto do with referenceto national
traditions, even nationalistic and Nazi traditions, in order to manifest cultural differencesand to
counteract cultural imperialism. Essential objectivesof cultural imperialism, hidden behind
allegedly universal,innocent, and often eventrivial, slogans of freedom, pluralism, justice, and
democracy are exposed on the basis of common sense. The fight for domination in the sphere of
culture, subordinated toimperial objectives, isasignificant factor delaying European integration
and an obstacle on the road to the metanoia consisting in the rejection of the idea of domination,
inany form, in the future.
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