Part 2: The European Union

The present study shall now focus on another regional organization: the
European Union. Following the same exercise made with the ASEAN, the
following part shall be divided into different sections.

First, the present study shall explore the historical development of the
European Union which shall begin from the early modern ages in Europe,
including discussion on the times of war, to the historical development
of the European Union itself as a regional organization. Such historical
development shall focus on three stages such as what was done with the
ASEAN, namely, the consolidation stage, the expansion stage, and the
reconsolidation stage. Akin to the objective for the study of the historical
development of the ASEAN starting from the historical development of
the southeast Asian region, the earlier historical development of Europe
cannot be completely ignored considering that the European Union came
into being exactly because of the historical development in the region.
This notwithstanding, this first portion of this section does not intend
to bombard with every minute detail about European history but what
would only be mentioned are those which have a nexus to understand the
present day affairs of the European Union, its member states, decision and
policymaking processes, and how it administers and conducts its external
relations and cooperation mechanisms with other states.

Second, the present institutional and legal framework of the European
Union shall be discussed, including the salient features of the regional
organization, its organizational structure, and its fundamental principles,
norms, and practices. As with the ASEAN part of the study, the funda-
mental principles, norms, and practices shall include the constitutional,
normative, and decision-making principles.

Third, discussion shall focus on the cross-border movement of evidence.
This portion of the study shall include the historical development of mutu-
al legal assistance and the present EIO instrument in the regional level as
well as the substantive and procedural provisions.

After centering on the regional level, it shall be followed by discussion
of the respective member state level frameworks of the United Kingdom
and Germany. The discussion of these respective member states shall fol-
low the same exercise as what was done in the examination of the regional
level framework.
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Thereafter, the frameworks of the regional level and member state level
shall be compared and contrasted with each other.

I Regional Framework
A. Historical Development
1. Early Modern Ages
a. Europe in the Early Ages

An integral part of understanding the historical development of the Euro-
pean Union is understanding the historical development of Europe in
general. Borrowing what has been previously mentioned in the review of
the historical development of Southeast Asia and the ASEAN, understand-
ing European history is not for the purpose of setting a barometer for
the region’s or the EU’s future development but a review of the region’s
history could “illuminate the present,” making clear internal dynamics
within the region, and in relation to the subsequent establishment of
the EU, understand how its development and decisions arguably emerge
“from unique historical circumstances and will likely evolve in its own
particular way.”1202

At the outset, European civilization was a product of many things and
built mainly on three (3) elements, namely, the culture from the classical
antiquities of Ancient Greece and Ancient Rome, influence from Chris-
tianity, and the culture from German warriors who invaded the Roman
Empire.!?” The interaction between these three elements and its corre-
sponding effects, which mainly occurred during the early medieval period
of 300-1050, can be thought of as one of the most formative periods of
European historical development.!24

First, civilization developed with influence from the cultures of the
ancient antiquities such as the periods of Ancient Greece and Ancient
Rome domination.'?% This period has admittedly influenced greatly how

1202 See Acharya, 1deas, Identity and Institution-Building, p. 327; Benda, p. 111;
Evans, p. 303; Osborne, p. 17.

1203 Hirst, p. 11.

1204 Rollason, p. 3.

1205 See Strath/Wagner, p. 40.
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Europe presently is. Ancient Greece was not only integral in the prolifer-
ation of various philosophical approaches and way of thinking but was
also integral in the establishment of many colonies across the region.!206
Thereafter, the rise of the Roman Empire from a city-state to an overar-
ching empire which redefined or otherwise established the notions of
imperial rule.’?” The Roman political dominance had broad consequences
for those conquered which was not only limited to political unification
and/or subjugation, but also social, economic, religious, linguistic, and
cultural change.!?%8 These changes became generally universal throughout
Europe; nonetheless, the exact cultural responses would still differ in its
details, with some retaining at least parts of their own culture, religion,
and languages.!?”” Understandably, any cultural change was not single-di-
rectional and one-dimensional in its process.!?!% Any cultural integration
was a complex process that resulted from complex interactions between
the Roman state and its representatives and the indigenous communities,
the latter not being homogenous to begin with.!?!! Nevertheless, the his-

1206 Hirst, p. 11. Interestingly, Ancient Greece was able to establish colonies in
what is now Turkey, North Africa, Spain, southern France, and southern Italy.
It was in Italy where Ancient Greece and Ancient Rome intersected, with the
latter learning from the Ancient Greece many things and even improved on
the same.

1207 See Cooper, pp. 158-160.

1208 Roselaar, p. 1. See for illustration Lulic, pp. 25-34.

1209 Roselaar, pp. 1,7.

1210 See Lulic, p. 21.

1211 Roselaar, pp. 1, 11.Roselaar herein explains:
“Protoracist views about the inferiority of ‘barbarian’ peoples helped to justify
war, subjugation, mass murder, enslavement, and exploitation on an unprece-
dented scale across vast territories. Although it cannot be denied that living
standards on average grew and that many people profited from their incorpo-
ration in the Roman state, the violence of the conquest must not be forgotten.
After the conquest, rather than striving for integration and connectedness
as aims in themselves, the main goal of the Romans was to gather material
wealth from the conquered territories. “The Roman Empire was not run on
altruistic lines; it developed mechanisms for the exploitation of land and peo-
ple.” Although there were undoubtedly benefits to being part of the Roman
state, the Romans were mostly concerned with effectively exploiting the eco-
nomic and manpower resources of their subjects — at Melos, for example, or
in the trade between Italy and the transalpine regions, Romans were at the
head of the economic chain. Locals benefited from these economic activities
but they were not in control of them. ‘Romanization’ therefore was a result of
elite negotiation and native agency, but this agency was only available to those
who survived the conquest and remained loyal to Rome, especially the elites.
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torical experience was ingrained in those whom the Romans ruled, which
influenced their actions as will be shown later on.

Second, Christianity and the Christian Church played a centuries-long
influential and important role in European history and the development
of European civilization. Christianity first developed in the Middle East
and spread further into the East as well as the Roman Empire, in particular
the Roman North Africa.’?'? Christianity transformed thereafter into a
world religion and would spread throughout the entire Roman empire.!2!3
By the fourth century it was transformed in a state religion in what is now
Algeria.''* The entirety of Europe was eventually Christianized during the
middle Ages and Ethiopia remained Christian.!?15

Other than Christianity and the classical antiquities, historian Hirst
argues that a third element in the development of European civilization
were the Germanic warriors who invaded the Roman Empire in western
Europe.!?1¢ They were said to have lived on the northern borders and
in the 400s they flooded in the territories of the Roman Empire in the
west.!217 By 476 AD they had destroyed the empire in the west and it
was in Britain, France, Spain, and Italy that the mixture of European
civilization took shape through the rise of different small kingdoms.218

The three elements formed the foundation on which European civiliza-
tion was built. For purposes of understanding European historical develop-
ment vis-a-vis the subject matter at hand (development of international
cooperation and/or mutual legal assistance), there is no need to delve into
microscopic details of history. Needless to state, the interaction of these
three elements brought about not only entanglement of church and state,
which led to a distinguishable congruence and assimilation of the struc-
tures, policies, and nature of one another, but also the consolidation and
creation of nation-states, administrative units, and/or new territories.'2!?
Thus, one can note a common denominator existing across Europe in
socio-political culture.

xxx” See also for illustration, Gregoratti, pp. 239-249; Le Quéré, pp. 224-236;
Scopacasa, pp. 41-42.

1212 Rublack, p. 577.

1213 Hirst, p. 22.

1214 Rublack, p. 577.

1215 Rublack, p. 577.

1216 Hirst, p. 23.

1217 Hirst, p. 23.

1218 Collins, pp. 173-429; Hirst, p. 23; Rollason, p. 3.

1219 Collins, pp. 62-63; Hirst, p. 25; Rollason, pp. 236, 279.
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The influence of Christianity in Europe is widespread but not neces-
sarily linear as illustrated by the different cultural changes for different
countries and peoples.’??” Internally, there was the difference spurring
from within Christianity itself and the consequences thereof, for example,
through the division of Eastern Orthodoxy from Roman Catholicism in
the eleventh century, with the former settling in the Balkans, Russia, and
Greek archipelago.!?2!

On an external level, one would likely be persecuted and expelled else-
where if one was not part of the Catholic majority clique. The European
Jews were a great example, being the ones closest to home.'??? The same
kind of antagonism equally applied to Muslims, Hindus, and even other
forms of Christianity.'??3 Such continued in this period with Latin Chris-
tianity’s encounter with Mediterranean Islam, which traditionally were
already part of the European social landscape: they constituted the ruling

1220 See Collins S.], p. 545. See for illustration on assimilation of Christianity in so-
cio-political environment especially in Northern Europe, Wickham, pp. 80-98.

1221 This was through the division of Eastern Orthodoxy from Roman Catholicism
in the eleventh century, with the former settling in the Balkans, Russia, and
Greek archipelago. Rublack, p. 577.At one point in time, when Byzantine fell,
papal legates were reaching out to other Christians to accept papal jurisdic-
tion and recognition in some form in exchange of political protection which
Byzantine could no longer then afford. The papacy also reached out to make
amends with the Greek church (which had Constantinople as its institutional
center) — the both branches of Christianity considered themselves in schism
since the 12" century, but was ultimately rejected by the latter even if initially
reconciliation seemed promising. See Collins S.J, p. 553. There was also the
existence of other religions in the region. See Rublack, p. 577.

1222 Jews were expelled from England and from France in 1290 and 1394 respec-
tively, and their largest concentration was in the Latin West spanning from
Spain and the Rhineland to the Italian peninsula.Jews were expelled from
England and from France in 1290 and 1394 respectively, and their largest
concentration was in the Latin West spanning from Spain and the Rhineland
to the Italian peninsula. The year 1391 is often taken as a turning point in the
relationship between Christians and Jews in the Iberian Peninsula, wherein
there was a shift from a previously peaceful coexistence between Christians
and non-Christians to a popular and legal hostility of an increasingly inward-
focused Spanish Christian society that resulted eventually to the numerous
riots and anti-Jewish persecutions that occurred. The entanglement between
church and state played a role with the Crown then entrusting to the Spanish
Inquisition and Church in general the eradication of the Jewish religion and
culture. Additionally, while the study of Hebrew was acknowledged to be
important, it was often met with opposition and persecution.Collins S.J, p. 552.

1223 See Terpstra, p. 606.

311

(o) ENR


https://doi.org/10.5771/9783748921134-307
https://www.nomos-elibrary.de/agb

Part 2: The European Union

class in Ottoman southeast and central Europe, while in Polish-Lithuanian
Commonwealth were a substantial, enfranchised community with full
religious and civil rights, and in western Europe, they comprised small
but relevant communities in key trade, scholarly, slave, and diplomatic
centers.!224

As Muslim existence in Europe has long been established, encounters
with them by the Christian Church can be described as similarly com-
plex as the one with Jews and wherein contact was normally on three
(3) points: military (through eastward incursion of crusaders and west-
ward movement of the Ottoman Turks into the Balkans), social (through
the remnant Muslim peoples in the Iberian Peninsula), and commercial
(through transactions with the southern and eastern rim of the Mediter-
ranean).!??s Notably, the military success of the Ottoman Turks had politi-
cal, social, religious repercussions: by establishing a strong foothold in the
Balkans by the end of the 14t century, for example, occupying the city of
Constantinople, and playing a third-party role in European power politics
by the middle of the 16™ century.'?2¢ The occupation of Constantinople
brought much worry as it symbolized the fall of the Roman Empire and
the loss of an ancient center of Christianity.!??

The encounters as described above, both with other religions and oth-
er forms of Christianity, as well as different cultures and belief systems
fundamentally affected European social and political order: the antagonis-
tical patterns that befittedly describe how European Catholic responded to
these differences resulted in forced conversions and purgations, numerous
religious wars, merging of religion and nationalism, and forced refugees
as a mass European phenomenon.'??® Hundreds of thousands of people
suffered forced migration and exile by reason of religious creed, and are
often made worse by economic, political, and racial factors.'2?

In addition to the changes on social and cultural order brought by
Christianity and the Church in Europe, the rise of legitimizing bodies
such as parliaments and councils gains more significance as one notes the
birth of the modern state, which happened shortly before or during the
time when the European elites and nobles started to gain significance in

1224 Krstic, p. 688.

1225 Collins S.J, pp. 552-553.
1226 Collins S.J, p. 553.
1227 Collins S.J, p. 553.

1228 Terpstra, p. 606.

1229 Terpstra, p. 606.
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European society. The “modern state” was born in Western Europe in the
fourteenth century as a natural child of war and taxation.'?3° A public
finance system was developed to sustain the costs of war then coincided
with the appearance of consolidated territories.!?3! This formed the origins
of the unitary, “modern” state, which, while the term “modern” is not
absolute, it often either denotes a democratic, liberal state, or connote
the effectiveness of the institutional organization to “govern centrally and
mobilize human and material resources.”!232

As the foundations for the modern state were laid down, one could
witness anew the political tension between the authority being exerted by
monarchs and the other members of society such as the nobles and the
ordinary people. During this time period, there was an effort to exercise
absolute monarchism.!?3® This did not go uncontested although opposi-
tion was not always successful.'?3* Nevertheless, one could see political
and legal discussions as well increased understanding in some parts of
European society on what is “public good” and the direction it should
take. 123

Moreover, one could witness papal legates reaching out to other Chris-
tian sectors within Europe. This transformed the medieval church im-
mensely from a monolith to a “confederation of tribes and cultures that
appropriated in a variety of ways the Christian faith” by the end of the 16t
century.'?3¢ Linked with the evolution of the nation state, states started
to coalesce towards princely courts and conflict over a prince’s role in
church affairs entered a new stage.'?3” Due to many factors, princely courts

1230 Zmora, p. 8.

1231 There was an endemic and incessant war between the monarchs of England
and France. To able to sustain the costs of this war, which later spilled over
to other parts of Europe such as the Iberian Peninsula, taxes were needed to
be imposed on the constituents as current revenues were insufficient. There
was lesser reliance on the existing “classical” feudal orders, which proved
inadequate to meet the new circumstances. Instead, one can see how demands
of monarchs impinge on the lives of those to whom the former could claim
supreme jurisdiction. Zmora, p. 11.

1232 Zmora, pp. 11-12.

1233 There was an attempt for state monopoly on coercion and taxation: in France
for example, lords and other nobles were prohibited from the use of physical
force and a state monopoly was imposed on the levy of taxes and other du-
ties.Zmora, pp. 37-38.

1234 Zmora, pp. 39-54.

1235 Wickham, p. 243.

1236 Collins S.], p. 556.

1237 See Collins S.J, p. 556.
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subsequently gained the upperhand in increasing its role in church affairs,
including having a say on ecclesiastical finances and appointment of local
officials, and eventually, the Church was nationalized in many European
states such as France, Germany, Spain, England, etc.!238

One of the factors for the nationalization of the church in England
and Germany was the growing Protestant Reformation, which challenged
the church’s existing structures and policies, pushed for reform, and con-
sequently was able to garner support from many.'?%” Subsequently, Protes-
tantism as both a religious and reform movement was not confined as a
mere European story but had spread its influence to other parts of the
world, and able to support various geographies of adherence, alliances be-
tween church and state, patterns of adherence, inter-faith relations, among
others.1240

b. Building Empires and Colonies: East-West Relationship

Together with the early foundations of the European socio-political-cultur-
al order that more or less still exists until today, one can also note the
heavy influence the Roman Empire had on European structure as it has
provided posterity with “rich and eclectic legacy” — from architecture to
engineering, to the government structure and welfare — which merited
emulation and admiration throughout the years.!?#! The Roman Empire
expressed itself as an universal empire not sharing space with other politi-
cal entities and only saw those outside its borders as barbarians.'24?

The Romans also were said to have influenced the hegemonic rhetoric
later espoused by European colonizers.!?43 While not being the first impe-
rialists of the Western World, the Romans nevertheless were the first to
“adopt a sophisticated language that justified interventionalist expansion-
ism under a veneer of altruism and even humanitarism,” even if their true
intentions were far from being altruistic or benevolent.'?#* They were also
seen to be fond of informal imperialism wherein instead of preferring

1238 Collins S.J, p. 556.

1239 Collins S.J, pp. 556-557, 558-566. See also Rublack, pp. 573-576.
1240 Rublack, pp. 576-577.

1241 Parchami, p. 105.

1242 Cooper, pp. 158-159.

1243 Cooper, p. 158; Parchami, p. 10S.

1244 Parchami, pp. 105, 106-113.
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direct rule and territorial annexation, they used existing sociopolitical
structures to control and exploit.!?45

In line with this, the period between approximately 1450-1500 and 1800
has been referred to as the early modern epoch of European history and
there was a growing relationship of Europe to the world during this peri-
od through different voyages of exploration and the beginnings of the
so-called “global age” especially with regard commerce.'?#¢ This period
marked also the beginning of the colonization and/or spread of imperial-
ism by the European states in Asian and African countries, wherein more
or less the Roman influence was visible in this exercise.!?*” These explo-
rations and subsequent colonizations ended up in many parts of the world,
including Africa and Asia, where the Westerners were particularly lured by
trade, economic gain, or generally establishing a power stronghold.!248

During this time period, Europe was coincidentally broken down in-
to nation-states, which dealt with the limits of state expansion, lack of
resources, and a high demand for security and domination over each
other, driving them to seek power and wealth overseas.!?* There was thus
motivation to explore and/or colonize through trade competition, great

1245 Parchami, p. 105. See also Cooper, pp. 158-160.

1246 Ferndndez-Armesto, pp. 184-191; Scott, pp. 1, 3.

1247 Cotterell, p. 239; Tilman, p. 17. See for example Cooper, pp. 159, 163-168.

1248 Exploration around the globe started as early as the 15th century, the Spanish
and Portuguese were the first European states at the onset of the 16th century
that began to colonize other countries. It showed that the Spanish and Por-
tuguese conquests could be seen as defining spaces of empire, although they
were not necessarily extensions of national power but signaled the beginnings
of early western European empires. Forging overseas territories (or empires)
after a period of conflict and dealing with domestic upheaval, Spain and
Portugal expanded westwards and eastwards from the Iberian Peninsula and
through circumnavigational endeavors of various kinds literally around the
globe, such as the voyages of Vasco de Gama and Ferdinand Magellan. It
was the Portuguese who first colonized parts of North Africa in 1415 and
later ended up as also the first colonizers of some parts of India and the
Southeast Asian region, when they captured Mallorca in 1511. The former
was followed by the Dutch and the Spaniards which later on superseded the
Portuguese as strong European powers in the region. The Spaniards began to
colonize the Philippines in 1559. The Dutch followed in around 1606-1609
through the Dutch East India Company or the so-called VOC. See Cotterell,
pp. 240-268; Ricklefs/Lockhart/Lau, et al., pp. 165-166; Solidum, p. 4. See also
for territories explored and later occupied Christie, p. 6; Cotterell, pp. 240-268;
Ferndndez-Armesto, pp. 184-190; SarDesat, pp. 140-141; Tarling, pp. 22, 40-41.

1249 Ferndndez-Armesto, pp. 177-178; Healy/Dal Lago, p. 4; Sébe, p. 125; Tarling, p.
22.
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wealth accumulation, cultural expression, or the need to secure and extend
political power.125

The age of absolutism coincided with colonization and exploration
in the 17 century, specifically during 1650 to 1720.'25' While the first
signs of absolutism occurred in the 13t to 14™ century through efforts
to have state monopoly on coercion and taxation, absolutism came into
full throttle later on when rulers of continental Europe extended their
powers.1252 Although some western sovereigns had representative bodies
such as parliaments, councils, etc., sovereigns of France, Prussia, Russia,
Austria, and Sweden, in particular, became absolute rulers who are above
challenge from within the state itself.!?53 Asserting a supreme right to
maintain order, proclaim laws and levy taxes through a centralized and
efficient bureaucracy, absolutism during this era was a response or effort to
reassert public order and coercive state authority after several years of war
that badly disrupted trade and agricultural production, which contributed
to social and political chaos.!?* Further, the age of absolutism coincided
with the concept of “balance of power” gradually taking hold among the
many European courts, wherein great powers should be in equilibrium
and one power should not be allowed to become too powerful.!253

Consequently, the creation of the modern state came into fruition dur-
ing the said age of absolutism. Through extending their respective authori-
ties and expanding dynastic territories, state bureaucracies were developed
and long standing armies were established.!?¢ Thus, even if one can say
that the foundations for the modern state were laid down during the 13t
or 14™ century when the long-lasting and pervasive wars started between
European nations, the birth of the modern state became clearer in the 18t
century.

At the beginning of the 19 century, the British, French, and Americans
landed in Southeast Asian shores and colonized most of the territories.!?%”
Also, Europe witnessed the rise of the first French empire or as others
posit, the first modern empire, which studies would show was a blend of

1250 Christie, pp. 3-8; Ferndndez-Armesto, pp. 173-179.

1251 Merriman, p. 274.

1252 Merriman, p. 274.

1253 Merriman, p. 274.

1254 Merriman, pp. 275, 277.

1255 Merriman, p. 316.

1256 Merriman, p. 323.

1257 Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, pp. 123-124; Tarling, pp. 25-26.
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old and new imperial regimes.!?® Whilst the Napoleonic empire made
different socio-political contributions across Europe, for purposes of this
study, it is significant to note that a self-conscious discussion during the
1815 Congress of Vienna about a post-Napoleonic future after the end
of this empire’s reign.'?® With the said Congress still hinging on the
aftermath of the Napoleonic empire, it claimed to have restored legitimate
sovereigns, reduced the number of small states, and allowed France to
remain a large one, while concurrently making declarations about state
morality.!2%° It was not clear however with this 1815 Congress on whether
the new Europe would be a Europe of nations through the participation
of British, Germanic, Russian, and Austrian-Hungarian empires.'2¢! It was
clear though that there was by post-Vienna Congress a rise in industry, and
subsequently, wealth and power, though asymmetrically distributed.!26

Interestingly, with the industrial progress being experienced by Europe
during these years, the marriage between throne and altar came to an
abrupt end when Europe was convulsed by revolution in 1830 to 1931
and at a bigger scale never seen before in European history.'?63 In the
meantime, the idea of a European-wide consensus was later reinforced in
the Conferences in Berlin and Brussels in 1884 and 1890, respectively,
which set out rules of the expansion of overseas empires and definitions of
boundaries.'?¢4 By this time, there was acknowledgment that empire-mak-
ing and eventually, world domination, was part of 19™ century European
history. 126

Exploration and colonization in Africa started in around 1879 through
King Leopold II of Belgium acting as a private citizen and organizing the
Congo Company to explore Central Africa.!2¢¢ Soon after, other European
countries followed by conquering and competing for other parts of the
African continent.!?” Subsequently, the European powers and America
divided the entire Pacific region in their quest for economic advantage

1258 Cooper, p. 168.

1259 Cooper, p. 171; Merriman, pp. 587, 589-592.
1260 Cooper, p. 171; Merriman, pp. 592-595.
1261 Cooper, p. 171.

1262 Merriman, pp. 844-857; Strdth/Wagner, p. 7.
1263 Aston, p. 331.

1264 Cooper, p. 171.

1265 Cooper, p. 171; Strdth/Wagner, p. 7.

1266 Merriman, p. 959.

1267 Merriman, pp. 959-977.
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and political power.'2¢8 By 1913 or shortly before the First World War
began, one could see that in Southeast Asia alone, the French colonized
Indochina; the British, the Malay states and Brunei; and the Dutch, In-
donesia.'?” Japan was the only country in Asia which maintained real in-
dependence, because even if Thailand escaped imperialism and remained
independent, it was at the cost of losing some of its territories to the
British and French.!?7? By this same time period, the Americans colonized
the Philippines after the latter declared in 1868 independence from the
Spaniards (which colonized the former for 333 years).!?7!

The relationship of Europe during this colonial experience with its
colonies became intrinsic to the former’s identity during this period.!?7?
Moreover, the European colonizers could be described as producers of
norms and changes in the countries they have colonized, which is a trait
carried on until the present with the European Union, as will be discussed
in the next chapters. In relation to this, there was internally in Europe
during this time period a continuous evolution of patterns of thought
and there were coinciding movements in Europe that reflected human
progress such as the granting of more democratic rights, etc.!?’3 Noticeably
however was that such ideas of human progress, etc. did not necessarily
translate to what the actual circumstances were.'?74 As Deutsch illustrated,
there are two kinds of European reality: there was unprecedented colonial
expansion in other parts of the world such as Asia and Africa while
democratic rights are being granted to male citizens in most European
countries.'?”S And while the promotion of industrial-wage-labor-based
economies was flourishing, one can equally witness the use of chattel
slavery, forced labor, or indentured-labor-based ones somewhere else.'276
In this respect, any true sense or idea of human progress or democratiza-
tion that occurred post-colonialization should not be attributed to the

1268 Merriman, pp. 977-984.

1269 Cotterell, pp. 239-268; SarDesai, pp. 87-132; Tarling, pp. 39-41. See also SarDesat,
p- 140.

1270 Merriman, p. 577; Solidum, p. 4. See for further information, Ricklefs/Lockhart/
Lau, et al., p. 167; SarDesat, pp. 133-139; Tarling, pp. 69-74.

1271 Ricklefs/Lockbart/Lau, et al., pp. 227-237.

1272 Kennedy, p. 20.

1273 Healy/Dal Lago, p. 3. For further illustrations see King, pp. 3-26; Robertson, pp.
141-165.

1274 Deutsch, p. 36; Scott, p. 3.

1275 Deutsch, p. 36.

1276 Deutsch, p. 36; Pacquette, pp. 296-300.
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European colonizers themselves, even if sometimes it was a legacy attribut-
ed to them, but instead through human progress and democratization on
the part of the colonized occurring as reflex to the colonizers’ stimuli of
aggression and inhumane treatment.!?””

This duality of reality has been created in the first place between
the European world and its colonies from how the European colonizers
viewed their colonized states. This same point of view quite explains equal-
ly the notion of European leadership in the success of its explorations and
colonizations in general. It was not uncommon for European colonizers
to imbibe the idea of how the countries they colonized, especially Africa,
constituted the barbarian “other” and not part of the “modern World” —
even to the point that one European explorer in 1830 even said how Africa
lied on the threshold of world history but was not part of it.!?”8 Indeed,
the sense of European superiority — the sense that its societies were in
some way ahead of all others — was strong and widespread — even if in
hindsight, there is not much difference between social and economic life
in Europe and other parts of the world, particularly Asia.’?”? Significantly,
the practices and norms of the European Union with respect to its external
actions is highly indicative of this belief, as will be further discussed in
the next following chapters, when it flexes its normative powers towards
others, by projecting its values and beliefs — even to the point of unsolicit-
ed intervention.!280

As to why this paradigm was necessary, it was seemingly to legitimize
or rationalize their actions: it was “predominantly self-congratulatory”
and made Europeans feel good and had little to do with the colonized
countries themselves.!?8! This notably resonates what the Romans used
before to justify interventionalist expansionism, with the sugar coating of
altruism and humanitarianism.!?82 Thus, with such a mentality, colonial
enthusiasts in Europe took upon themselves to embark on their colonial

1277 See Deutsch, p. 36.

1278 Bose, p. 47.

1279 Strath/Wagner, pp. 4-5, 6.

1280 One need not look further than the example given in the introduction as to
how the EU after the Cold War has started projecting its values and beliefs to
the ASEAN and ASEAN member states by introducing discussion on human
rights and democratization together with aids and economic assistance, which
the ASEAN believed to be undue intervention.

1281 Deutsch, p. 35.

1282 See Deutsch, pp. 36, 37.
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project because they purported the idea that they needed to civilize or
enlighten those which allegedly needed it.'2%3

This idea more or less influenced how colonization brought new defini-
tions and demarcations. In Asia, one could witness changes to existing
national borders, the creation of modern political and administrative insti-
tutions, establishment of some basic parameters of economic systems, as
well as industrialization and modern internal development through the
introduction of Western laws, urban planning, educational institutions,
immigration policies, money markets, location of administrative centers,
as well as transportation and communication lines.!?$* In addition, the
colonized states were fortified against neighbors thought to be hostile,
were made part of an international network of posts subject to a single au-
thority, and governed by regularly replaced administrators.'?85 This could
have possibly mirrored the development in Europe of the “modern state”,
through the growth in authority of the central governments, which was
evident through its growing agencies and responsibilities, higher fiscal
income, and much enlarged armed forces.'?8¢

While these observations might be equally applicable to the African col-
onized states, accounts of violence were more known. Despite the image
of bringing enlightenment and civilization, what was initially seen from
European colonizers were instead violence and abuses. Colonizers were
said to not restrain from violent means should it be deemed necessary to
curtail activities in view of the values it wanted to espouse.!?” Moreover,
slavery continued to be a practice in African colonies and later on, coloniz-
ers had no qualms to forcefully recruit people to send off during the First
World War under the notion of empire as a legitimate polity in which all
members, including the colonized, had a stake.288

Indeed, terror and violence tactics regardless of whether in Asia or
Africa — mass slaughters, collective punishments, etc. — were defining char-

1283 Parchami, p. 10S. See also for explanation of “civilizing mission”, Merriman,
pp- 995-996.

1284 See Deutsch, p. 37.

1285 See SarDesai, pp. 141, 146; Tilman, p. 17.

1286 See Rezd, A History of Southeast Asia, p. 121.

1287 Scott, p. 3. There were accounts of the South African War, King Leopold’s
Congo policies, German atrocities in South-West Africa, and persistence of
large-scale African resistance to repressive forms of colonial rule and instances
of “ferocious economic exploitation” that had ran counter claims on the pur-
pose and benefits of the colonial project. See also Deutsch, p. 38.

1288 Cooper, p. 185; Deutsch, p. 38.
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acteristics of colonization and imperialism to maintain control.?%? This
“terrify-and-move-on” aspect of colonial rule nonetheless reflected weak-
nesses of routinized administration and policing employed by European
colonizers and the need to keep administrative costs low at all times.!?%0
At the end, notions of “modernity” and “European civilization were like
a contagious disease to the African people and the consequent de-tribaliza-
tion in Africa haunted European imagination, so much so that colonizers
revisited their policies.”’?! The result was to perhaps adopt a strategy
of “indirect rule” — especially for those under the British administration
(something the British learned from the Romans) — which still encourage
economic development (for government revenue tax purposes and benefits
of European companies) but to maintain African political institutions, cus-
toms and traditions, and even restore the same if needed in areas destroyed
by European rule.'?2

This notwithstanding, and regardless of whether being in Asia or Africa,
the colonial experience and the changes it brought consequently caused
economic dislocation and distress and had the undesirable effect of actual-
ly lowering the economic well-being of people.'?3 Traditional structure
and values of rural society was undermined intentionally - ultimately
disrupting its economy and way of life, resulting in changes in the social
strata.'?* With the introduction of modern internal development and
other forms of innovation, most colonizers reinforced distinction between
elites and masses, and social distances were prescribed, which defined
and delineated social classes.'?S In Africa, for example, social research
showed relentless poverty and insecurity in African cities, with evidence
of joblessness, low skill levels among workers and presence of “large
floating populations” in cities.!?* In addition, colonization brought the
non-development of a common language and past, which, if combined
with insecurities of an urban life, prompted people to maintain rural ties
instead.'?” Any quest to fit African urbanization and industrialization into
any universal model was strong but there were too many countertenden-

1289 Cooper, p. 157.

1290 Cooper, p. 157.

1291 Deutsch, p. 38.

1292 Deutsch, p. 39.

1293 See Parchami, p. 105.

1294 SarDesai, p. 161.

1295 Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, pp. 130-132; SarDesai, p. 161.
1296 Cooper, p. 39.

1297 Cooper, p. 39.
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cies and complexities that resulted from colonization that complicates the
situation.!8

Furthermore, the colonial experience more or less threatened the moral
well-being of societies and traditions, especially since in most accounts,
colonialism reinforced a different kind of cultural hybridity as well as
heterogeneity amongst their colonized states.!?®® As Tilman narrates for
Southeast Asia, for example, that while the Portuguese did not exert too
much influence on their colonies, the French had much more impact
on Vietnam, Kampuchea, and Laos; the British on Burma, Malaysia, and
Singapore; the Spanish and Americans on the Philippines; and the Dutch,
on Indonesia.’3% Some colonizers were principally governed by consider-
ations of religion with religious and civil-political authorities heavily in-
tertwined, forcefully converting their colonies to religion such as Catholi-
cism.13%1 As Collins described, “ecclesiastical efforts progressed hand in
hand with the globalization of European political and economic power,”
even pointing out to the initial motivation of Christopher Columbus to
outflank the Muslims by circumnavigating the globe while at the same
time regaining Jerusalem for Christendom.3%2

1298 Cooper, p. 39.

1299 Pacquette, p. 280; Tilman, p. 17.

1300 Deutsch, p. 39; Reud, A History of Southeast Asia, pp. 130-132.

1301 Tilman, p. 17.

1302 Collins S.J, pp. 553-554. Ecclesiastical efforts were also used by the Portuguese
when they started colonizing in the eastern hemisphere, as they acted under
the imprimatur of the Pope to “christianize the heathens of the world, and
when they conducted a comprehensive inquisition in Goa, India in the begin-
ning of 1560 to assure the Church that converts were not reverting to their
previous religions. Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, pp. 112-113; Ricklefs/Lock-
bart/Lau, et al., pp. 194-195; SarDesai, pp. 70-73, 82. The Spaniards were no
different when they were given the imprimatur to conquer Africa in efforts
to stage a war against Islam therein. The Spaniards were equally guilty of
forcefully converting their colonial subjects to Christianity, like what they did
when they colonized the Philippines in the 16th century. And aside from con-
verting, colonizers like the Portuguese in the name of Christianity intervened
on the laws of the colonized in efforts to make them better Christian subjects.
On the other hand, in the African continent, European ideals and systems
were brought in but the European colonizers like the British and French
were mainly motivated by their profitable presence out of slave trade, for ex-
ample, as well as their own scientific curiosity, economic interests, and existing
geopolitical rivalries with one another. See Reid, A History of Southeast Asia,
pp. 112-113; Ricklefs/Lockbart/Lau/Reyes/Aung-Thwin, pp. 194-195; SarDesat, pp.
70-73, 82
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At this juncture imperial expansion or colonial experience was not the
only theme in Europe’s agenda. In between, ideas for an integrated Europe
have been articulated before the arrival of the 20 century, which includes
the establishment of an European Parliament by English Quaker, William
Penn, after the state mosaic in 1693.13%3 However, strong sentiments of na-
tionalism and great power politics overtook these propositions.!3%4 Nation-
alism and great power politics notwithstanding, one could witness a con-
tinuous push and pull movement between integration and disintegration
among the nation-states and within the international order.!3% Two areas
with such kind of movement is on economic integration and the transna-
tional dimension in the work of legal scholars: the Anglo-French treaty of
1860, for example, inaugurated a period of commercial treaty-making so
extensive, while on the other hand, there is a vast recognition that the
power to create law was not exclusive to the states but also among a com-
monality of vital interests among a plurality of subjects and the conscious-
ness of such commonality.!30¢

Moreover, the calls for the establishment of a European federation was
prominent during the 19 century, with some pointing out that it was
for a practical value of helping shape public opinion.’37 In the late 19t
century, an English historian, Sir John Robert Seeley, even considered the
prospect of a United States of Europe, following the footsteps of the Unit-
ed States of America.'3% Despite forwarding the prediction that Russia and
the United States of America would overtake Europe in the future, the
vision of empires and nationalistic interests nonetheless prevailed.!3%

c. The Times of War

The campaign for European unity and/or integration was not over just yet
as the following circumstances would show:

When the First World War began, the myth of European imperial supe-
riority and invulnerability was seemingly debunked.!31? Included herewith

1303 Healy/Dal Lago, p. 5.
1304 Craig/de Biirca, p. 4.
1305 Stirk, p. 12.
1306 Stirk, p. 13.
1307 Stirk, p. 17.
1308 Stirk, p. 17.
1309 Stirk, p. 17.
1310 Stirk, p. 17.
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was the crumbling down of the purported reputation of natural sovereign-
ty of European culture, its economic rationality, or political mastery.!3'! At
the same time, it did not help that in throwing support to the Allies, the
United States chose to put an ideological sugarcoating over the aims of the
Allies during the war.1312 If the Allies were fighting for the right to self-de-
termination for all the peoples of Europe, it should not be surprising that
the colonized states would demand for such right as well.'3'3 Moreover,
the disastrous effects to Africa brought by the First World War became
known: there was not only the forced recruitment of African soldiers, as
mentioned earlier, to die in the trenches of Flanders but there was also
the incompetent and brutal conduct of war in East Africa that allegedly
resulted in the death and serious injury of a quarter of a million African
civilians.’3# This resulted in Europe not only being confronted with the
problems of the war but also problems in their colonized states.'31

Not long after, the Japanese interregnum and Second World War hap-
pened. Acting through the “Greater East Asia Prosperity Sphere” cam-
paign, Japan conquered the Western colonies in Asia, particularly the
southeast portion, as an alternative source of supply to sustain itself dur-
ing its war against China and eventual conflict with Western powers.!316
Japan eventually allied itself with Germany and Italy in the Second World
War, and brought the war to the Southeast Asian region.!317 This conse-
quently caused problems with Europe, or the allies in general despite
for example the establishment of America and Britain of the Supreme
Allied Command in Southeast Asia (“SEAC”) in August 1943.1318 With
the Japanese interregnum dismantling European and American colonial
administrations, allied supporters in the colonized countries found them-
selves imprisoned or punished for continuing to support European and/or
American endeavors.!31?

1311 Beeson, p. 8; SarDesai, pp. 204-205.

1312 Deutsch, p. 39.

1313 Christie, p. 11.

1314 Christie, p. 11.

1315 Deutsch, p. 39.

1316 Christie, p. 11. See also Cotterell, p. 270; Ricklefs/Lockhart/Lau, et al., p. 293.

1317 Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, p. 323.

1318 See Cotterell, pp. 270-280; Rezd, A History of Southeast Asia, p. 324; Rick-
lefs/Lockhart/Lau, et al., pp. 293-294.

1319 Solidum, p. 5.
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The Japanese interregnum had an undeniable impact to the process
of decolonization in Asia.’32° To illustrate, there was the opportunity to
communicate and cooperate with rural communities and espouse ideas of
an independent nation — something unspeakable, even seditious, under
European or American colonial rule.’3?! In the meantime, any brutality
the Japanese exhibited opened further the consciousness to rid the region
of foreign overlords:!322 foreign lords did not bring anything but harm and
danger. To the same degree, African colonies were demystified of the Euro-
pean superiority both in political and military power as well as in culture
to the point that the former did not want anything to do anymore with
their European colonizers, urging them in the long run to be emboldened
to stand ground against colonialism.!323

Both the First and Second World Wars brought with them devastating
effects and ruined sites — both figuratively and literally — at its helm that
needed to be reconstructed addressed, among others, by new communities
or ideologies.’324 On the external aspect, Western colonizers wanted to
take back the colonies and territories taken from them during the Second
World War but they did not only lack the needed resources to do so but
after the war, there was also a differently charged spirit of nationalism
and opposition to colonial rule that prevented re-colonization.!®?5 There
was shaking of European self-confidence and for both Africans and Asians,
there was the experience of contingency of imperial rule.!326

Despite this, some Western colonizers like the French, British, and
Dutch had difficulties letting go and thus, negotiations and revolutions
anew and all in efforts to gain independence occurred.!®?” Stating it dif-

1320 Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, pp. 324, 326; Ricklefs/Lockhart/Lau, et al., p.
294.

1321 Beeson, p. 8; SarDesai, p. 204. There were also student leaders, nationalists,
activists, and politicians who were able to voice out their ideas, which would
have not been plausible under colonial rule. See for how transition to indepen-
dence movements were supported by the Japanese, Ricklefs/Lockhart/Lau, et al.,
pp- 300-316.

1322 Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, pp. 327-331. See also Ricklefs/Lockbart/Lau, et
al., p. 316.

1323 See Deutsch, p. 39.

1324 loannou-Naoum-Wokoun/Ruelling, p. 100; Reid, A History of Southeast Asia, p.
326.

1325 Couperus/Kaal, p. 1.

1326 Cooper, p. 187.

1327 See Christie, p. 16; Cotterell, pp. 287-291; Ricklefs/Lockbart/Lau, et al., p. 317;
Tarling, p. 120.
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ferently, the colonized were willing to take up arms just to remove them-
selves from the clutches of their European colonizers and gain their auton-
omy without further foreign intervention. Asian countries subsequently
gained their independence in from 1946 to 1957.1328 Moreover, Asian
colonies were organizing themselves to better deal with continuous prob-
lems brought by colonization.!3??

As regards African colonized states, there were equally various social
and political movements — even stages of civil unrest and war — while
asking for equivalence one after another, as well as the general desire for
cultural and political autonomy “conjugated with the quest for material
improvement.”!33% One can cite incidents such as the Algerian War and
the politics of decolonization in sub-Saharan Africa as examples.!33! At
first, colonizers such as the British and French tried to spin colonial rule
out with a development idea for the region but colonial rule eventually
fizzled out as there was revolutionary confrontation and the escalation of
demands that “threatened to turn the rhetoric of imperial legitimacy into
assertion of equivalent rights, voice, and standard of living.”1332 At the end
of the day, especially in the context of a postwar decade, the costs of main-
taining an empire and instilling development and social democracy were
high.1333 Eventually colonial rule in Africa also fell, with its interventionist
movement collapsing first.1334

Within Europe on the other hand, there was as regards the build-up of
society a transition from a society of communities to that of individuals,
which is often referred to as a paradigm shift from a community-based
society to an individual-based society.!®35 Within Europe, the notion of
community permeated plans of rebuilding wherein the premise was that
community is the social glue through which people tried to come to
terms with the devastation brought by war, “where they tried to heal their
wounds or urge for the redemption of past injustices.” Accordingly, the
many panaceas for the moral degeneration of humankind, which included

1328 See Christie, p. 16; Cotterell, pp. 291-294; Ricklefs/Lockhart/Lau, et al., p. 317.
1329 See Acharya, Whose Ideas Matter?, p. 34; Cooper, p. 188.

1330 Cooper, p. 38.

1331 Cooper, p. 38.

1332 Cooper, p. 187.

1333 Cooper, p. 188.

1334 Cooper, p. 188.

1335 Ricklefs/Lockbart/Lau, et al., pp. 321-34S.
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mass atrocities, etc., rested on a myriad of notions of what community
is.1336

Aside from the foregoing, one could witness a gradual process in the late
1940s of the division of Europe into two spheres — the western was linked
to the United States while the eastern was linked to the Soviet Union.!337
If one may recall, this splitting into two world powers was already predict-
ed by John Seeley when he proposed the concept of the United States
of Europe.!33% The Soviet Union, through its leader Josef Stalin, wanted
to ascertain territorial security against future attacks, especially from Ger-
many."3% He thought that the best way to achieve the same is to have
buffer states in Eastern Europe and a disabled Germany.!3* Poland was
the most important buffer state of them all, given that it was through said
country that Germany was able to conquer the Soviet Union in 1941.1341
Through Poland and other buffer states, the Soviet Union would be able
to build a sphere of influence.!3*? Likewise, Stalin thought of disabling
Germany through various reparation payments in addition to economic
and military restrictions that would impede German recovery for at least
ten to fifteen years.!34

The United States was no different in pursuing goals in Europe as the
war ended in 1945. It wanted to consolidate peace and prosperity in a new
European-American relationship, which in turn would increase America’s
global influence, both economically and otherwise.!3# This is very com-
patible with American foreign policy, which has always been to “maintain
an external environment conducive to the survival and prosperity of the
nation's domestic institutions.”’3* The methods employed in pursuit of
the same has been notably varied and diversified. As Gaddis described,
“methods employed in this search for security have varied considerably
over the years: utopian efforts to reform the entire structure of internation-
al relations have coexisted with cold-blooded attempts to wield power
within that system; military establishments have been both massive and

1336 Scott, p. 3.

1337 Couperus/Kaal, p. 15 loannou-Naoum-Wokoun/Ruelling, p. 100.
1338 Stirk, p. 17.

1339 Messenger, p. 36.

1340 Messenger, p. 37.

1341 Messenger, p. 37.

1342 Messenger, p. 37.

1343 Messenger, p. 37.

1344 Messenger, p. 37.

1345 Messenger, p. 37.
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minute; interventionism has alternated with isolationism; multilateralism
with rigid economic nationalism.”1346

The differing views as above stated were highlighted during the tripar-
tite agreements reached in 1945 in Yalta and Potsdam, respectively.!3# In
Yalta, Stalin wanted Soviet Union-friendly governments to be established
in Poland and other Eastern European states.!3*8 In other words, he want-
ed to build spheres of influence, which for all intents and purposes is a
form of integration. The United States and Britain did not have qualms
about the Soviet Union gaining influence in Eastern Europe and they even
suggested that the communist party Lublin Poles in Poland could help in
such endeavor.’** And although US President Roosevelt was in favor of
Soviet-friendly Poland with some form of Soviet influence, its government
should not merely be a Soviet puppet but still be able to maintain a
level of independence in domestic policy.!3*® For example, there ought
to be elections to give a chance to non-communist parties in Poland to
go against Lublin Poles for government positions.!35! Basically, Roosevelt
wanted the Soviet Union to be discreet in establishing control over other
countries, inasmuch as under the fagade of democratic procedures.'3%2 Ad-
ditionally, Roosevelt wanted Stalin to abandon further attempts to spread
communism outside the Soviet Union.!353

The Yalta conference resulted in the Declaration on Liberated Europe,
which laid down how freed states from German control would go back to
normal political lives and included a statement about how free elections
were imperative.’3* It is to be understood that even if the Declaration
refers to “Europe”, it actually refers only to Poland and the eastern Euro-
pean states.!3 With respect to occupied Germany, there has been agree-
ment in the same conference that the Allied Control Commission would
be created as a form of cooperation among America, Britain, France, and
the Soviet Union in running of the country.!3%¢ Last but not the least,

1346 Gaddis, p. 386.
1347 Gaddis, p. 387.
1348 Messenger, p. 37.
1349 Messenger, p. 37.
1350 Messenger, p. 37.
1351 Messenger, p. 37.
1352 Messenger, p. 37.
1353 Gaddis, p. 388.
1354 Gaddis, p. 388.
1355 Messenger, p. 38.
1356 Messenger, p. 38.
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there was likewise agreement on key Soviet demands on its right to repara-
tions.!3%7

In spite of the abovementioned agreement, cooperation did not whol-
ly work due to the differing interpretations of the above involved coun-
tries.!3*® Differences in interpretation prompted the United States there-
after to look at Soviet Union’s actions as litmus tests on the latter’s true
intentions, on whether cooperation is compatible with American national
security goals.’3¥ It became apparent soon after that the Soviet Union
equated security with an insatiable craving for control over territory and
states, which would ultimately undermine cooperation.'3¢® And rightly so:
Stalin never gave any indication the Soviet Union would make good the
conditions agreed upon during the Yalta Conference.!3¢! And when then
US Secretary of State James Brynes was chastened for recognizing both
Bulgarian and Romanian communist governments, it became apparent
that the United States thought that the Soviet Union was failing the litmus
tests miserably.1362

The events that followed illustrate the importance of trust among states
for integration to be successful and effective. At this point in time,
Germany was admittedly at the heart of changing threat perceptions of
American policy-makers.!3¢3 Even if the Potsdam conference resulted in
an agreement that the four powers have autonomy of decision in their
respective spheres of influence, the seeds of distrust could not anymore be
disregarded.!3¢* Such distrust grew further in 1946, when George Kennan
sent a “Long Telegram” from Moscow to the State Department in Wash-
ington, stating therein that the insecurity of Soviet leaders, together with
the ideologies of Communism, sets the Soviet Union on an expansionist
course.’3¢ These worries were arguably valid as there was not only an

1357 Messenger, p. 38.

1358 Messenger, p. 38. For example, Stalin got the idea that he could make Poland
a satellite state but the Americans however expected an election to be held
immediately. When the Truman administration succeeded Roosevelt’s in the
US, it accepted the foreign policy of allowing the Soviet Union to establish
influence in Eastern Europe and that elections in Poland would not likely
ensue.

1359 Messenger, p. 38.

1360 Messenger, p. 38.

1361 See Messenger, p. 38.

1362 Gaddis, p. 388.

1363 Messenger, p. 38.

1364 Messenger, p. 39.

1365 Messenger, p. 39.
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employ of a “crude combination of internal subversion and external pres-
sure” that allowed the Soviet Union to control countries such as Poland,
Bulgaria, Romania, East Germany, Turkey, Iran, and Manchuria between
1944 and 1946, but there was also, among other things, the revival of an
international communist movement, which showed clear prospects of un-
limited international expansion.!36® Truman’s suspicious and worries were
further fueled when he brought in Winston Churchill at Westminster
College in Missouri, and the latter gave his famous speech about the Soviet
Union placing an “iron curtain” all over Eastern Europe.!3¢” This meant
that the West had to act quickly to prevent the Soviets from expanding
their influence further.!368

The tone of American policy further changed when Britain found itself
in economic crisis and pleaded the United States to fill in the responsibili-
ty of supporting Turkey and Greece.'3® There came a clearer realization
for the United States: to be able to have a congenial international environ-
ment, Europe should not fall in the hands of a single, hostile state and
it was imperative to ensure a balance of powers within the region.’3”? In
agreeing to fill in Britain’s shoes, America showed that it felt obligated to
defend democracy wherever it was threatened by Soviet and Communist
expansion.!3”! This eventually became known as the Truman doctrine and
the prevailing theme of the Cold War.1372 Subsequently, the aid given
by the US to Turkey and Greece represented the containment policy in
action: this was the first situation in which special appropriations were
necessary to carry out the United States” program.!373

It has to be clarified however that despite such strong words from Tru-
man, the United States never meant to equate the totalitarianism being
seen from the Soviets as that of Nazi Germany prior to and during the
Second World War, especially as evinced by its actions and participation
in the recent Second World War.!374 Despite the ideological differences,
the United States has expected cooperation from the Soviet Union in re-

1366 Gaddis, pp. 388-389; Messenger, p. 39.

1367 Gaddis, p. 388.

1368 Messenger, p. 39.

1369 Messenger, p. 39.

1370 Gaddis, p. 389; Messenger, p. 39.

1371 Gadds, p. 386.

1372 Gaddis, p. 386; Messenger, p. 39. See also loannou-Naoum-Wokoun/Ruelling, p.
100.

1373 Messenger, p. 39.

1374 Gaddis, p. 389; Messenger, p. 39.
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constructing a peaceful postwar world.'3”> The United States however felt
that the direction Stalin was bringing the Soviet Union into was making
cooperation impossible and incompatible with the US foreign policy of
ensuring balance of power in Europe.!37¢

In the meantime, Germany remained at the epicenter of policies of
reconstruction and revitalization, especially with respect to the Western
allies, and dealing with the said country after the war was an influential
factor in the Cold War and European integration.!3”” Disagreements over
Germany’s reconstruction coincided with the Cold War and by then, the
Americans argued that Germany needed to be restored quickly even if the
same means losing Soviet cooperation.!3”8 Plans were then made to com-
bine the British and American zones to improve economic development
in Germany, to which the French were initially aloof.13”” Thereafter, the
United States launched the Marshall Plan in June 1947 to revitalize Euro-
pe, including Germany, economically.!33° European countries, including
the Soviet Union, should work together to plan economic reconstruction,
with the promise o