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Introduction

“Does “the West” still exist? Have we moved from a world with two Europes and one West to a world with one Europe and two Wests?” (Moïsi 2003)

“ It is time to stop pretending that Europeans and America share a common view of the world, or that they occupy the same world”. (Kagan 2002)

This paper starts from a modest observation that the West is a geographical concept: it refers to a place in the world, a location on the globe. Unlike ‘democracy’ ‘freedom’ ‘liberalism’ ‘market economy’ or other values and principles that could be invoked to foster collective identities, the West refers to an identity somehow rooted in particular places. Being a geographer I might give too much importance to this characteristic of Western identity, but I contend that it is a useful exercise because this trivial fact is often overlooked.

For four decades, during the Cold War, the West was a clearly defined region of the globe, corresponding to the member states of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation in North America and Western Europe. It has clear borders: the Iron Curtain imposed by the Soviet Union in the middle of Europe and the self chosen Tropic of Cancer as Southern border in the Atlantic (see article 6 of the Treaty), it had a clear leader: the United States and a core area the North Atlantic as Mare Nostrum.

NATO did survive the end of the Cold War and was able to enlarge itself eastward with new members and with the Partnership for Peace programme. Still, the West is said to be divided, as if North America and Europe were drifting apart. Enlarged Western Europe became Europe thanks to the 1995 and 2004 enlargements.
 The European Union is not only the Western part of Europe anymore, but the whole of Europe; it is also developing geopolitical ambitions outside the region, a common security policy and military capabilities seeking a redefinition of its position in the Atlantic West: not a subaltern part of the Atlantic West anymore. It claims leadership in its ‘neighbourhood’ and partnership with the US in a reconfigured transatlantic alliance. 

The paper offers first a short introduction to the relevance of geographical representations to the study of foreign policy and international relations. It shows that representations of otherness are often conveniently grounded in geographical representations. Geographical representations are rhetorical resources. By classifying the world around us in safe and dangerous places, they provide simple mental maps that facilitate both decision-making and communication. Geographical representations often naturalise social processes: tying people in places to that specific place they essentialise certain characteristics and contribute to static understanding of these places and their inhabitants. Geographical representations are rhetorical resources that can be used to include or exclude people, to mobilize. The paper introduces the concept of ‘geopolitical vision’ to analyse grand narratives about places in the world. 

The next section analyses the West as a geographical entity. Having established that the West is a particularly blurred geographical notion, I present several geographical West that could be mobilised in geopolitical visions. The paper then identifies several - competing - meanings of the West in American and European geopolitical visions. While a geographical notion of the West – the North Atlantic West - was pervasive and unequivocal in Cold War geopolitical reasoning in both Western and non-Western countries, the term is now rarely used. Implicitly plural meanings of the West seem to informed the geopolitical visions of the different states of the expanded North Atlantic West. 

Finally I consider whether this plurality is necessary perilous for the West, and whether warnings and injunctions to regroup and perform one single Western identity are so judicious. 

Anyhow, Wise or not they are not likely to have much effect, as long as the Western states operate different processes of othering. 
2. Geopolitical visions and geographical representations

Geopolitical discourses

I approach the West from the perspective of political geography and more particularly from geographical studies on foreign policies and international relations generally lumped together as critical geopolitics. 
 This particular perspective draws the attention to the importance of geographical discourse in the shaping of international policies. With its accent on identity issues it is closely related to constructivist
 and post-constructivist
 approaches in IR studies.

Unlike IR students, geographers seem to be more interested in the content of these representations than in the process that explain them. They want to examine how international politics are imagined geographically. It participates in a broader project to disclose geography as a discursive construct, not just describing facts and patterns ‘out there’ ‘in the real world’ that wait to be empirically observed and described. Critical geopolitics scrutinizes the geography of political descriptions of the world. 

It might be useful to make a distinction between different kinds of geopolitical discourse. 

In political geography we generally distinguish between formal, practical and popular geopolitics: the first pertaining to discourses with analytical ambitions by academics and other observers, the second to the discourses of those directly involved in foreign policy making, politicians and bureaucrats, the third to discourses in the mass media providing legitimacy for foreign policy in the wider audience. These discourses reinforce each other, as political leaders seek both informed advices and popular support. If foreign policy practise counter popular discourses, the policy makers are unlikely to be re-elected. 

Likewise it is important to acknowledge the scope of a geopolitical discourse. Some narratives are meant to justify specific foreign policy actions, others are grand narrative providing the broad orientations of a country’s long term foreign policy. Geographical narratives are used to justify foreign policy action (or non action) and to foster legitimacy for this action. But they also set limits to actions, perceptions of geographical threats and assets, and shape the opportunities and constraints on the agency of IR actors. They inform answers to pressing questions: What is happening? Who is to blame? What should be done? What can we do? Ó Thuatail showed for example how two opposing geographical scripts informed the policy of non-intervention of the US in Bosnia in the early 1990s.
 If Bosnia is represented as located in the Balkan the conflict is perceived as historical permanent and inherent to Balkan identity, there is no need to intervene, while if Bosnia is seen as located in Europe, the war is intolerable and ethnic cleansing has to be stopped. These different geographical representations justify opposite policy outcomes.

When talking of grand narratives informing the general orientations of the foreign policy of an actor in international relations, we can speak of geopolitical codes and geopolitical visions. Geopolitical codes generally refer to the map of friends and enemies: a geopolitical code is based on perceived identities, past relations and anticipated behaviour of other actors. Geopolitical vision is a somewhat broader term that also includes some ideas about the one’s own place in the world.

I lean here on the notion of geopolitical visions defined by Gertjan Dijkink in his book National identity and geopolitical visions (1996) that underlines the importance of discourse about the rest of the world (e.g. geographical imagination)
 in identification processes and the production and reproduction of national identities. He defines geopolitical visions as 

‘any idea concerning the relation between one’s own and other places, involving feelings of (in)security or (dis)advantage (and/or) invoking ideas about a collective mission or foreign policy strategy.’ (Dijkink 1996: 11).

In his analysis he identifies five elements that can be expected in a geopolitical vision. 

· Some justification of the naturalness of the territorial borders or a core area reinforcing national unity 

· A geopolitical code (a list of friendly and hostile nations)

· A model to follow or to reject (a state to emulate)

· A national mission (such as imperialism)

· And assumptions about impersonal forces (such as modernization or free enterprise). (Dijkink 1996: 12-14).

The first aspect pertains directly to the territorial character of modern states
; by definition a state needs to articulate such a discourse to justify its very existence, its raison d’être. A geopolitical code is needed to articulate a foreign policy. It is customary to distinguish between a local, regional and global geopolitical code.
 The other three aspects might be less prominent: but even if a state does not see itself as a key actor in world politics, it is a way of conceiving its own mission its own role in the world. Even if a state does not follow a model, it actually avoids following existing models (and therefore it has anti-models). And even if a state pretends not to take a stand on impersonal forces such as modernization, colonialism, globalization, it does express with this distantiation a position. 

In certain ways, the concept of ‘geopolitical vision’ is close to ‘strategic culture’ as it is developed in IR studies and strategic studies, but the second is more inward looking and limited stressing shared assumptions in the circles making foreign policy (especially military policies) while geopolitical visions refer to shared meanings between elite and public and issues of legitimacy. Security cultures also stress views and preferences regarding policy instruments in general and the use of military force in particular, while geopolitical visions underlines the perceptions of the world: threats to be handled and goals to be achieved.

Geopolitical visions are also close to the concept of ‘international identity’, used by constructivist and post-constructivist approaches in security studies and IR studies.

International identities however focus on the identity formation in the relations between IR actors (for example a specific state and other relevant states), while geopolitical visions focus on identity formation of the state as political community and the relations between the internal and the external aspects of national identity.
 

In contradistinction to the traditional geopolitics of Mackinder, Kjéllen, Haushofer etc.),
 geopolitics is here not about the effect of geography on foreign policy; but on the analysis and the deconstruction of the deployment of geographical imaginations and arguments in foreign policy discourses. These discourses are constructed by actors, taking existing geographical representations as possible starting points. New discourses build upon existing representations and cannot contradict them completely. Past geopolitical reasoning lines are resources for actors; they can be assets or liabilities, depending on whether they open or close options for identification with others and consequently for acting capabilities.

Geographical representations

An important component of geopolitical visions are geographical representations of world politics. 

“The essential moment of geopolitical discourse is the division of space into ‘our’ place and ‘their ‘place; its political function being to incorporate and regulate ‘us’ or ‘the same’ by distinguishing ‘us’ from ‘them, ‘the same’ from ‘the other’” (Dalby)

In critical geopolitics the construction of otherness is generally focused on those inside and those outside the state territory. It is such an influential geographical representation that few dispute the naturalness of this territorial trap.
 In addition, geopolitical reasoning generally depicts specific places as safe or dangerous, friends or foes. Geographical representations also reduce a place to a single, over-generalising characteristic. “The Soviet Union is communism”, “Iran is fundamentalism”, “USA is freedom and democracy”, “Finland is mobile phone technological innovation”.

Nevertheless places in geopolitical reasoning are not necessarily monolithic state territories. Discussion about the participation of Dutch troops to the NATO effort in Afghanistan have recently be differentiated according to the Afghan regions where the troops are meant to intervene.

In the process of distinguishing between Us and Them, ‘us’ needs not to be confined to the state territory either, it could be defined as a larger region, for example a collective of states sharing common values such as the West or Europe. According to Agnew
 blocs of space are ‘labeled with essential attributes of different time-periods relative to the idealized historical period experience of one of the blocks’. This bring about powerful binary geographies: developed / backward; modern/traditional; west/east.

The fact that the West is a geographical notion and not only an ideational notion is important because geographical representations of the West as place can be used as an argument to include or exclude certain actors from the values and practices the West is supposed to promote. Therefore I argue that an analysis of the different geographical dimensions of the West and the geographies they represent are important to understand the present debate on the Europe and the West. 

Othering processes need not to be grounded in geographical representations, but they seem to gain strength then they are used. Geography is not neutral, but naturalized which gives weight to certain argumentation and impedes others. ‘It is not in the West’ and it will never be, as geographic facts are seen as permanent. Therefore geographical classifications (like ‘the western world’) convene a more essentialist quality than other concepts that are used largely as synonyms, such as ‘the capitalist world’, ‘the developed world’, ‘the rich countries’. They essentialised the difference between places in that category and others. You can become capitalist, you can get richer and more developed, but you can’t move on the world map.

In world system analysis, modernity is also described as being essentially connected to certain places of societal and technological innovation. During the Dutch hegemony grounded on world trade, the future was in Amsterdam; during the British hegemony grounded on industrialisation, the future was in Manchester
; during the American hegemony grounded on mass production and mass communication, the future was in New York.

In addition, maps – the way geographic imaginations is often represented - are powerful to convene these identities. Visual material such as cartographic representations, can be persuasive tools to communicate identities and to portray them as essential and permanent. 
3. The West as geographical notion

“The contemporary idea of the West refers to far more than a geographical entity. It is a social, political and ethnic designation designed to evoke those values, practices and people that are, in other contexts, described as one of the following: democratic, capitalist, free, modern, developed, Christian, white.” (Bonnett 2003: 332)

Despite the fact that there is much truth in Alastair Bonnett’s statement that the West is far more than a geographical entity, I have chosen to take the fact that the West does refer to a geographical entity more seriously than it is usually done.

Considering the role of naming classification and territoriality in identity making practices, I expect The West to be as naturalizing label. The representation of certain places as Western or not, can be a key moment in the constitution of geopolitical visions, justifying the inclusion of exclusion of these places and the political actors that represent them in certain alliances, the intervention or withhold therefore in certain places. 

But to assess the role of the West as a geographical notion in geopolitical visions of selected states we need first to look more closely as the West as geographical entity. Where is it? How did it get institutionalised as a region?
 

Unfortunately for the clarity of my analysis, the West is a particularly elusive geographical notion. Actually the West is a particularly unhelpful geographical notion. Unlike most geographical names that are clearly linked to a certain territory, the West is used at different scales and levels. Even Europe - despite all the debate about its (lack of) borders - has a certain territorial shape, a clear core area. The precise shape of any place can be contested: especially in its borderlands people might claim being part of it or being out of that place while others might alternatively contest their right to be part of it or to remain out of it. For example the incorporation of suburbs in metropolitan government is generally disputed, marginal borderlands can be framed in different discourses in relation to different cores
, and some countries are represented as being on the edge of different continents.
 

The West is somewhat different because it has alternative meanings as the names of different (sometimes partly overlapping) places. It is also used at different scales. 

Getting proper / Loosing fixed meaning: direction, location, toponym

The West refers in the first place to a geographical, technical term, as the name of one of the four cardinal directions. Its technical meaning suggests an uncontested content.

But the West and other cardinal directions have been used extensively as a label for a location. Originally the location was generally situated in that direction from the point of view of the name giver. But once the name is institutionalised, it became used as a proper place name, disregarding the direction from which one approach the place. So one can travel Eastward to the West Coast or westward to the Middle East when flying from Japan. 

East and West as relative notions

While any language (probably) has a word for East and West referring to the direction in which the sun rises and the one in which the sun sets, East and West acquired their technical meaning during the technological changes that accompanied the navigation and the so-called age of discoveries. We need a sense of the earth as a globe to develop a sense of the West and East at the global scale and the understanding that the two ultimately meets. 

As the Turkish poet Ece Ayhan wrote:

One who goes too far East,

Because of geography arrives in the West,

The reverse is also true.

Ece Ayhan, Yort Savul

Unlike the distinction between North and South – indeed travelling North never brings you South and vice versa – East and West refer to relative locations. Only by agreement a reference meridian could be chosen to be the standard of East and West for measurement and communication purposes (mapping) . Europeans with their competing colonial ambitions and claims overseas never agreed on a common prime meridian: each naval nation promoting its own. It took an American President, Chester A Arthur, to convene in 1884 the International Meridian Conference in Washington to impose a Prime Meridian. 25 states were represented, San Domingo voted against, France and Brazil abstained but the Greenwich Meridian was adopted as Prime Meridian. It was chosen because a majority of charts and maps were already using it as such, – due to the hegemony of the British Empire. Nevetheless the French took many more years to adopt it. 

Having a common Prime Meridian means that the Eastern Hemisphere and the Western Hemisphere could be defined from there, echoing the much older and firmly institutionalised distinction between the Southern and the Northern hemispheres. 

However by that time the Western Hemisphere was already a proper name widely in use to name the Americas. Broadly speaking the two meaning largely overlap: the American continent is the only continent situated between the Prime Meridian and the anti-Meridian of Greenwich (the 180º Meridian); the others are situated West of the 180º meridian. But this gives way to strange contradictions at a more detailed level. Technically all places West of the Greenwich Meridian are in the Western Hemisphere. Nevertheless many place in Britain, Ireland, France, Spain and Portugal are located West of the Prime Meridian but are still seen as part of part of the Eastern Hemisphere because they are part of the Old World.

In other languages the term Western Hemisphere is much less used than in English or only to refer to the colonial period.
 In Dutch by contrast using het Westelijk Halfrond (the Western Hemisphere) while meaning de Westerse Wereld the Western World (that include Europe) is not uncommon. I recently read in a Dutch newspaper that waiters and waitresses in Amsterdam were ‘the worst of the Western hemisphere’
 and that article was not referring to Amsterdam, NY, USA but to Amsterdam, the Netherlands, 52º22’ North and 4º53’ East of Greenwich. 

I found the same equation between world and hemisphere in the writing of the Norwegian author Helene Sjursen about the post-Cold War security situation in Europe:

‘ However contrary to the expectations, NATO persisted and is still is considered by many to be the core security organization of the western hemisphere’ (Sjursen 2004: 687).

To her western hemisphere obviously means the transatlantic West, and not the American continent. How would Americans understand this sentence? I don’t know, but it is intriguing that the phrase was written by a well informed scholar of the European Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) and it has is survived the scrutiny of the referee and the editorial process. It is interesting to examine more thoroughly the blurred geography behind it. 

East and West as essential notions

Another problem concerns the notion that the West implies an East. When referring to a direction, the existence of the opposite direction is self evident. When talking about location compared to a place of departure, the symmetry is already less natural. The place of departure is de facto East of the new location but proper names are strong symbols that are particularly resilient.
 Even if the young place become more important than the first one: the older place is unlikely to be redefined and renamed as East of the newer, more important one, and the original names will remain in use. When a proper name involving a cardinal point is so established that it has lost any relation to a specific location, no natural other is implied. Nobody expects an Eastminster as counterpart of Westminster
. Proper names may even contradict each other. Anatolia while keeping its name meaning ‘rising of the sun’ or East in Greek (Aνατολή Αnatolē or Ανατολία Anatolìa) is also now West Asia. 
Unlike East and West as directions, East and West as proper place names suggest that these different places that are clearly separated.

“West is West and East is East and never the twain shall meet…” 

Rudyard Kipling famous verse underlines the alleged incompatibilities between East and West. He does not refer to geographical direction but to the Eastern and Western cultures, cultures emanating from irreconcilable places, worlds apart. 

The West as progress

Surely the West in certain cultures may have negative connotations especially related to the association of sunset and dying, but in Western cultures different conclusions are drawn from the fact that the sun rises in the East and sets in the West – at least under more clement latitudes, not in Tampere in Winter. From that simple fact, some are inclined to believe that the history of mankind follows the same trajectory: this way of thinking is known as heliotropism.

The German philosopher G.W.F. Hegel is still widely quoted for his statement that history travels West:
 From „Vorlesungen über die Philosophie der Geschichte“: 

„Asien ist der Weltteil des Aufgangs überhaupt. Es ist zwar ein Westen für Amerika; aber wie Europa überhaupt das Zentrum und das Ende der Alten Welt ist und absolut der Westen ist, so Asien absolut der Osten. In Asien ist das Licht des Geistes und damit die Weltgeschichte aufgegangen. [] 

Die Weltgeschichte geht von Osten nach Westen, denn Europa ist schlechthin das Ende der Weltgeschichte, Asien der Anfang. [] 

Der Orient wusste und weiß nur, dass Einer frei ist, die griechische und römische Welt, dass Einige frei seien, die germanische Welt weiß, dass Alle frei sind. Die erste Form, die wir daher in der Weltgeschichte sehen, ist der Despotismus, die zweite ist die Demokratie und Aristokratie, und die dritte ist die Monarchie.“ 

East and West are not comparable and they are not equal. West is new and dynamic; East is old and static; West is enabling; East is a handicap. As a result, referring to the East or to the West can be a way of enabling or disqualifying the ambitions and the policies of certain actors. This is true in social settings at several scales, from the individual level (racism and discrimination) to the international level.

Hegel is generally quoted by those that see Europe as the end of history, the highest stage of development in the world, justifying its colonial endeavour and dominance of the rest of the world, both by those pointing at the backwardness of Asia compared to Europe and those anticipating further progress in America. The sense of progress associated with the West is strengthened by notion of New World (the Western Hemisphere, sometimes also including Oceania) versus the Old Word (the continents known to Europeans before their ‘discovery’ of America in 1492). Again, new is more advanced, better, than old.

Mobilizing West and East in narratives

Fostering the West as identity is to use geography to represent the divide between: Us and Them. Placing the other in another place is a generally easy way to avoid wondering about what really separate us. Being from different places, you’re necessarily different. 
What is the West’s other ? the East! 

This forms a basic dichotomy to incite against each other the West Side and East Side of a stadium, a neighbourhood, a city, the West Bank and East Bank of a river in a city or a country. This allows for easy communication, visible for most. Not to sat that likewise ‘us and them’ identities can also develop easily using other proper place names. 

At the global scale, the scale of large cultural groupings (sometimes called civilizations), the othering of the Orient has been widely studied. Since Edward Said seminal book on Orientalism,
 the concept is used to analysed an enormous influence on cultural studies, literary studies, cultural geographies etc and brought about a cottage industries of Orientalist analyses.
 Orientalism referred originally to the Western studies of the Orient (for the French mainly in North Africa and the Middle East; for the British the Far East, for the German both)
 and the imitation of Oriental art forms and the representations of the Orient in Western literature and paintings in the 19th and early 20th century. Said renewed the term to refer to the othering of the Orient. Orientalism refers not only to simplistic representations of non-Western cultures by Western observers but it disclosed how constructing the Orient as fundamentally and insurmountably different was primarily functional to construct Western identity itself. Orientalism is now widely used in postcolonial studies to qualify suchlike identity politics and power relations.

Occidentalism - unlike Orientalism - is a much more ill-defined concept. It is used to qualify the process of othering the West. Buruma and Margalit recently published a global review of the enemies of the West using the word like that.
 It is however no mirror to Orientalism, as they claim that Occidentalism is rooted in the West (especially in 19th century and early 20th century Germany and Russia) and that it travelled then East, to Japan and to the Arab World especially.

By contrast, other authors use Occidentalism to convene the will to support a western identity: either in countries and setting where a western identity is contested but used to foster modernisation (for example in Turkey)
 or to foster a common, western identity in Western countries (for example to secure US participation in the defence of Western Europe and the creation of NATO in 1949)
. 

Common to all these ideas is that identities are essentialised and naturalised in the process of being connected them to particular places, whether in the Orient or in the West.

While many studies disclose othering practices, the geographical bases of these identity politics are often overlooked. Generally because they are perceived as trivial or because geographical specificities as contrary to their universalizing ambitions.

Additional complexity: Connotations through scales

These global vocabularies echoes Eurocentric vision of world history and geography. Regarding the bordering of the West, it is not unimportant to remember the vocabulary of the World Wars: the Western front and the Eastern front were both in Europe and were located in relation to Germany and its territories in Central Europe.
 The war theatre in the Far East was known as the Pacific War (or sometimes Great East Asia War). 

Supranational labels of the West are or are not reinforcing each other. Western Europe is generally understood as constitutive of the global West. This seems self-evident, and the use of Western reinforces that assumption, but this doesn’t apply in the case of other subcontinents like Western Africa or West Asia. 

In addition the West is an ‘intermestic’ concept: it pertains to international and to domestic issues. The meanings of the West at other scales, that is within states or even locally, should not be overlooked as it may interfere with a global sense of the West. The use of the same word might convene some implicit relation between the different places and naturalise that relation. The subnational meanings of the West echo or contradict its meanings at the scale of a continent or at the global scale. 

Evidently it is often not the case. For the French, l’Ouest Parisien means richer neighbourhoods and suburbs and le Grand Ouest the Atlantic façade of the country, with a relatively rural and conservative population
. In the Netherlands het Westen is a synonym for the urban conurbation of the Randstad and Amsterdam-West is a poorer working class neighbourhood stigmatised in the media for its youngsters of Moroccan descent hanging around and occasionally defying the police. In the US, the American West and the West Coast hardly recall a global understanding of East and West. 

The connection is however relevant when a country is represented as being located somehow in the borderlands between East and West. In the German case during the Cold War is the most perfect example of such a strong configuration: West Germany, Western Europe and the West nicely fit together until the fall of the Berlin Wall. While in English West-Berlin would represent the lowest rung of the ladder; as West Germany was used to label the Federal Republic; in German it wasn’t the case as West Deutschand and West Berlin were two separate parts of the Bundesrepublik
. 

More generally in countries being located by others and/or locating themselves between East and West, Western regions are generally seen as closer to the West and Eastern regions as closer the East and diverging preferences regarding geopolitical orientation might trigger separatism and disintegration. In Ukraine for example, the internal opposition between a Western region dominated by ethnic Ukrainians and an Eastern region dominated by ethnic Russians still tied to different geopolitical orientations: towards the European Union or towards Russia. In Moldavia, the establishment of a separate state in Transnistria can be seen as a reaction of ethnic Russians in eastern Moldavia against a reorientation towards the West and even a possible integration into Rumania and eventually the European Union.

Additional complexity: Lost in translation

Even more difficult to acknowledge are the variations for the meaning of the West between languages, even between western languages, not to mention how these nuances have evolved over place and time in the same communities sharing the same language. 

Some of the differences are subtle. The connotations of the terms Occident and Orient, at first sight mere synonym of West and East, is also different in different languages. Generally speaking the Occident/Orient has more cultural undertones. The Orient is used for cultural Easts such as the Orthodox Church, Islam or Confucianism, much less for Communism (during the Cold War). Occident is in French somewhat tainted by the use of the label by a far right violent political group in the mid 1960s. In German, Abendland Okzident and Westen are synonyms that convene – as all synonyms - slightly different meanings. 

To try to escape our western centric views, it might be also useful to recall that the West used to indicate the land of Buddha and the place where sacred Buddhist scriptures came from in China and that Morocco is El Maghreb, the Occident of the Arab World.

Additional complexity: Mobile people tied to places 

People are often named after the place their live in and when they move, travel or migrate they are often named after the place they ‘come from’. East and West are used to classify people too and to assign to them certain qualities. 

In a global context, Westerners is a label used in a non-western countries to qualify people visiting or residing in their country that come from the West: Americans and Europeans, but also Australians or Canadians (more generally speaking white people with money). West and East are also used as categories to classify people that have migrated to the West. In many countries of immigration, foreigners and people with a foreign background are classified according to their origin, generally referring to formal nationalities, that is the states of origin. Nevertheless these categories are generally grouped into broader categories such as West-Asians in Canadian statistics (that often reads as an euphemism for Middle Eastern) and Westerse en Niet-Westerse allochtonen in Dutch policies and statistics.

Japanese are sometimes seen as honorary westerners, echoing the fact that Japanese were unlike other Asian groups classified as ‘honorary whites’ by the apartheid regime in South Africa. But the use of the term of ‘honorary white’ is also common in the debate about the position of the second generations Asian Americans in US society.
 This reading can also be translated to the geographical reading of the West as Japan is the only country outside Europe that started Westernization in the 19th century without being a settlement colony of Europeans.

In the US a Westerner is an inhabitant of the West of the country.
 One speaks of Easterners and Westerners, but it hardly appeals to international orientations; although East Coast and West Coast do refer to different Oceans and their interface to states at the other side of the water. Easterners are supposed to be oriented towards (Western) Europe, Westerners on the Pacific region (but not closed to China or Japan in cultural terms). They often have a different outlook on international relations of the US, especially in the economic domain. 

Probably the most used label referring to East and West to qualify people is the distinction between Ossi and Wessi in Germany. 15 years after reunification it sill remains a meaningful division. This dichotomy pertains directly to the East-West division of Germany and Europe in the Cold War period.
 

Having made these many reservations about the plural geographical dimensions of the West as proper name (and its metaphorical use as global categories), we can turn to the issue of the relation between West and Europe.

The main notions of a global West and their geographies

Common inventories of the multiple meanings of the West and the Western World acknowledge the following meanings. 

The West including Europe and the Mediterranean World

· Classical divides include the Hellenic division between the Greeks and the Persians and the Roman Empire division between the Latin speaking half of the Empire and the more urbanized, Greek speaking, eastern half of the Empire. 

Such views of the West are seldom connected to present days situations, with the exception of metaphorical use. When fostering the special relationship between the US and the UK, Harold Macmillan hoped that the Brits could become the Greeks in the American Empire
 

· Relevant up to these days is the division of Christianity between the Pope and the Byzantine Emperor (395) institutionalised through the Great Schism between the Roman Catholic Church and the Orthodox Church in 1054 (note that they are appropriately called Westkirche and Ostkirche in German). Religion practices up to our days show a division of Europe between Western Europe where Roman Catholics and Protestants dominate and Eastern Europe where national orthodox churches are established (and recovered after the Communist era). This division of Europe has been reinforced by the differential economic and political development of Western and Eastern Europe: feudalism, capitalism, serfdom, industrialisation, absolutism, nation-building vs. multinational empire, civic vs. ethnic nationalism, and more recently communist rule (although the exact borders of these phenomena do not necessarily overlap). 

This distinction between Western and Eastern Europe enacts a distinction of degree between more and less Europeans, rather than an absolute, unbridgeable difference.

Europe as the West against the East

· The West as a specific civilization in Europe defined against Asia, what ever Asia is. 

Many European philosophers have contrasted society in Europe with Asia (G.W.F. Hegel as mentioned above, Adam Smith, Karl Marx 
…) stressing the dynamism of Europe against the backwardness of Asia regarding economics and politics. Asia was a broad category containing different civilizations (the Muslim world, India, China, Japan..), lumped together but all perceived as surpassed by the European one. 

The East to which that West refers can be a near-east (Turkey, the Arab World, Persia), a middle east (India) and a far east (China and Japan). 

Europe against the West: Germany and Russia against Western Europe
· Simultaneously intra-European differences were framed as East-West by German and Slave Romantic thinkers glorifying the German or the Russian spirit against the rationality and materialistic culture of the French and the British associating with the Enlightenment and the notion of Western Civilization.

 The West and European colonial ambitions: The West outside Europe

· In early times of colonial conquest, the West and the East are destinations outside Europe: the West Indies is opposed to the East Indies
. 

Whatever definition one gives for globalisation and global politics, it is generally acknowledge that the perception of a global world began with the European discoveries of other continents generally set at 1492 and the ‘discovery’ of America by Christopher Columbus. The colonial ambition of the European powers of the day, Portugal and Spain led to disputes about claims on new lands. In 1481 the pope had granted land to be discovered south of the Canary Islands to Portugal. In 1493, just after the return of Christopher Columbus, the pope (Alexander VI who was born in Spain) separated the world in two putting the line 100 leagues West of the Azores and Cape Verde islands (1493 papal bull Inter Caetera). Territories to be discovered west of that line belonged to Spain, territories to be discovered east of that line would belong to Portugal. One year later the Treaty of Tordesillas (or Tordesilhas in Portugese) (June 1494) put the line 370 leagues (about 1,770 kilometres) west of the Cape Verde Islands (46º37’West). It was giving the American discoveries to Spain and African and Asian discoveries to Portugal (with the exception of territory already under Christian rule).

Interestingly a dispute remained between the two states about the antipode. The agreed line was supposed to run around the globe but the exact location of the anti-meridian was disputed as where Spanish claims on islands of what is now the Indonesian and the Philippines. An anti-meridian was agreed on with the treaty of Saragossa (or Zaragoza) in 1529 passing 297.5 leagues east of the Moluccas. Portugal started colonizing what the Brazilian coast (as it was east of the agreed line) but later on continued colonisation of the region land inwards crossing that line. Nevertheless the habit of splitting the world in two with the Americas and the Oceans that surround them as one half of the globe and Europe and Asia as the other half was to stay.

· The West as Western hemisphere against Europe: the New World vs. the Old World

From these travels and claims on new lands derives the distinction between the Old and the New World . The first referring to Europe and Asia and the second to new land across the Atlantic. Africa and Oceania (not yet ‘discovered’) are generally left off this global map.

The West as expansion of Europe

· The West as the dominant culture (Western civilization) in colonial conquests of the Europeans.
 Western culture is to be found virtually everywhere through globalisation but strongholds of western civilization are Europe and the former settlers colonies of the British Empire, mostly in North America
 Australia, New Zealand and sometimes South Africa although the population of European descent is there a numerical minority.

The other of the West is in this case the non-West, that is the world that is waiting to be westernized, as all the globe became the playground of the West. 

Europe in the West

As a result of the expansion of Western civilization, most recent geographical; Europe is only one part of the West in most recent geographical imaginations.

· The West of the Cold War as the capitalist and democratic world opposed to the Communist world (the East). Western Europe is then a constitutive part of the West, European countries behind the Iron Curtain are not.

· The West as the developed countries in the age of globalisation as opposed to the poor countries. This global West generally includes Europe (at least Western and Central Europe), the Americas (at least North America), Australia and New Zealand, and generally Japan. This collective is more and more frequently called the North, referring to a change of other, not the Soviet East anymore but the developing countries in the South (formerly known as the Third World during the Cold War).

As shown above, the notion of a global West is largely a European notion. This is partly the effect of my personal limitations (access to Eurocentric literature in European languages), but it is also a consequences of the predominant role of the Europeans in the globalisation process. The Europeans claiming the globe is their place and writing the world (in the sense that they had the power to impose their geographical imaginations on others).

These Eurocentric views of the West presently focus on three geographical notions of the West that bring Europe to the front: the relations of Western Europe with the rest of Europe, the relations of Western Europe with North America and the relations of Western Europe with Asia (be it the Arab World, the Muslim World, India, China or Japan or all of them indistinctively).

Contradictions between these notions are many. The division of Europe during the Cold War was a good example of clashing interpretations of East West classifications: Greece and Cyprus (the historical East of Western Europe) became Western, while Prague (a key city in Western European history) became Eastern. Earlier on, the divide between Western Civilization and Islam had already brought Morocco to the Orient. How odd can that be? 

Location on mental maps can be reconstucted over time. Central European countries like the Czech Republic and Poland recently moved from Eastern Europe to Western Europe, and Finland did too from its ambiguous position in a no man’s land between West and East (see below). This is an example of how geographical representation can be amended to support new political agendas. Nevertheless old mental maps might be mobilised as strong arguments by those opposing that new agenda. 

Although all these geographical Wests are providing a confused and undetermined map of the West, they each are possible building blocs for further identification. Actors can produce new discourses and new identities, but they will tend to re-use existing and even exhausted identities. The vagueness of the West as a geographical notion is both an asset and a liability. As a source of identity, that is resource for identification in discursive practices, this diversity can be useful to include many, but it can be a handicap to foster strong ties.
 

Let us turn to the way geographical notions of the West have been used in geopolitical representations. How is the West relevant to geopolitical visions and the ongoing debates about the relation between the West and (post-Western) Europe? 

To begin with, no one is speaking and acting for the West (many might claim they do). NATO could be seen as a personification of the West as actor (certainly during the Cold War period), but Jaap de Hoop Scheffer, the secretary general of NATO, does certainly not have the legitimacy to speak and act for the West. The NATO does show that the Western alliance is strongly institutionalised. The maintenance of NATO after the end of the Cold War and its ability to absorb former Warsaw Pact member states and enter formal relations with Russia however undermines its self-image as representative of the West. On the other hand, the European Union, that might have more legitimacy to speak and act as an international actor, does not claim to represent the West, but to be Europe.

Therefore there is no geopolitical vision of the West, for the West in by the West, but the West is present in geopolitical visions of many actors in world politics. The actors that define the West as an identity significant for IR are mainly states and IGOs, some seeing themselves as part of the West (US, Canada, most European states but also IGO’s as NATO EU, OSCE and possibly ngo’s defending human rights and other Western values), others portraying themselves outside the West or even representing the West as ‘the other’ to be resisted. 

In the rest of this paper I will limit myself to a survey of the West in geopolitical visions of the US and European actors, because of the prominence of these actors in the present crisis of the West (that is the so-called transatlantic rift). 

 4. The West in American geopolitical visions

Several grand narratives of the West informed American political visions.

The Western Heminsphere

The oldest one is the Western Hemisphere. Since the establishment of the independence, Americans articulate a self-image in which they distinguish themselves from Europeans based on different political institutions. In the field of international relations this was articulated somewhat later in the Monroe doctrine (1823). For President Monroe the Western Hemisphere was as different world than Europe, destined to be ruled by democracy. Americans should keep out of the bellicose relations between European nations. In addition, the Europeans should stay out of the New World, interventions to colonize new territories in the Western Hemisphere or recover former territories would be stopped. The doctrine was used to justify actions to prevent France and Spain to develop new colonial relations in Latin America. The existing British colonies in Northern America were tolerated, as the Canadians were not demanding independence from Britain. Besides the British were supporting the doctrine effectively excluding leading European powers from Americas.

A sense of American exceptionalism and the idea of the Manifest destiny led the evolution of the doctrine into the support of the US hegemony on the American continent. In this geopolitical vision, the West or Western Hemisphere is geographically speaking the natural sphere of influence of the US. Leadership is undisputed. There is a clear geographical core and there are clear borders, the oceans protecting the Americas from external threats.

The notion of a Western Hemisphere is a key geographical notion in US geopolitical narratives. It has been used and developed since 1823. During the First World War, it long prevented Americans to engage in the conflict between European nation. 

During World War II, the question raised to where the boundaries of the hemisphere exactly were. President Roosevelt sought to define a hemispheric boundary to the west of which German aggression would be considered an act of war” 
 The President asked Isaiah Bowman , President Wilson’s geographer at Versailles. He suggested the 25 Meridian West (most suggestions at the time were 30º or 20º meridian West) including the Azores and Greenland, but not the Cape Verde Islands and Iceland. Roosevelt finally chose 26° and included Iceland . There was at the time a plan for a German invasion of the island but it was not implemented, possibly because of Roosevelt discursive action. In the end, it took the attack on Pearl Harbour in the Pacific in December 1941 to declare war. 
The notion of a separate hemisphere, and its very name, refers to Eurocentric cartographic practices where the New World was portrayed on a separate map. The name remain, when cartographic practices changed and Americans started to put America in the middle of their world maps. This fostered a new sense of being at the centre of the world instead of at that western periphery (compare Mackinder’s map with Spykamn’s) but also of encirclement by the German and Japanese aggressors.

After the World War, the hemispheric representation remained present. During the Cold War the Monroe doctrine has been deployed several times to prevent the Soviet Union as European power to intervene in Latin America. Critics of the support of President Reagan to the UK in the Falklands War (in the early 1980s) also use the Monroe doctrine as an argument to support Argentine claims instead.
 The notion of a Western Hemisphere is still in use in the Americas, for example as a regional category on the website of the State Department or for the book review sections of Foreign Policy
 But the real West was elsewhere

The North Atlantic

During the Cold war, another geographical notion of the West dominated in American geopolitical visions; that of the North Atlantic. Carved by the British, especially Ernest Bevin and Winston Churchill, this West rests the notion of a special relationship between the US and the UK. It was based on cultural closeness between the Americans and the British and cooperation between the Western allies (Americans, British and the French) during the War, and it was deployed by mobilising the geographic notion of the North Atlantic as a Mare Nostrum connecting Americans and Europeans rather than separating them. This was a radically different role for the Atlantic Ocean compared to its protecting and isolating function in the Western Hemisphere narrative. 

The North Atlantic is a clear geographical notion of the West. It features North-America and Western Europe. It has clear borders: the Iron Curtain imposed by the Soviet Union in the middle of Europe and the self chosen Tropic of Cancer as Southern border in the Atlantic with the establishment of the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation signed in 1949 (see article 6 of the Washington Treaty), it had a clear leader: the United States and a core area the North Atlantic as Mare Nostrum. Territorial discontinuity is no hampering to territorial identity as show pervasive representations of national identity in archipelagos as Japan, Indonesia or the Philippines, of common identity in the British Empire or the Commonwealth. 

Technically speaking, the West then consists of the territories of the partners on both continents,
 in the Mediterranean and on the Atlantic north of the Tropic of Cancer (the parallel 23° 26' 22" north of the Equator). The use of meridians and parallels to delimitate territories is not uncommon by rulers that see those places are empty: spaces believed to be open for colonization and the open sea. The border between the US and the British colony of Canada was set (West of the Great Lakes) at 42° North. Borders between US states often follows meridians and parallels. The Mason-Dixie line, the border between slave states and free states before 1860 (39° North).

Unlike the Western Hemisphere the North Atlantic West was not conceived - by the European partners at least – as a sphere of influence of the US but as a partnership based on common values and common interests to promote freedom and democracy (at that time a non spatial synonym for the West is the Free World). In military terms, the Alliance can be conceived both as a bridge head in Western Europe for American troops and an American defence umbrella for the Western Europeans. Politically it is more a security community
 of countries promoting democratic institutions and committed to peaceful resolution of disputes

During the Cold War, the importance of East and West in geopolitical reasoning was overwhelming. Gerald Toal and John Agnew have shown how Orientalism pervaded the representation of the Soviet Union in Cold War US geopolitical visions.
 Conversely Occidentalism - in the sense of mobilising the West as common identity - was used in geopolitical reasoning to establish NATO, as Patrick Jackson showed in his account of the formation of the Alliance.

When the Iron Curtain was removed and the main military threat to the Alliance disintegrated, some expected the disintegration of the transatlantic community and NATO. Instead it has transformed itself and has opened itself through ties with former Warsaw Pact countries: with the eastward enlargements and Partnership for Peace, including with Russia. Therefore seemingly expanding the West from Vancouver to Vladivostok.

The Post Cold War West

Since the end of the Cold War, the American vision of the West is largely based on these two geographical representations of the West: the transatlantic west and the hemispheric west, overlapping in the US (and in Canada of course, but Canada is almost invisible from US mental maps) naturalising the self evident leadership of the US. Transatlantic ties have been continued with the enlargement of NATO and the Partnership for Peace and the Mew Transatlantic Agenda (NTA) between US and EU on December 1995 (Clinton, Santer & Felipe González) acknowledging the emerging actorness of the European Union in the region.
 Hemispheric ties have been strengthened too. The hemispherical common identity has been mobilized since the First Summit of the Americas in Miami in 1994 to create a continental free trade area: the Free Trade Area of the Americas. The leadership of the US is contested too, especially with the election of leftist presidents in Latin America (Chavez in Venezuela since 2002, Lula in Brazil and Kirchner in Argentina since 2003, Morales in Bolivia and Bachelet in Chili since 2006),
 and the FTAA agreement has not been signed yet. 

American commentators have however articulate alternative visions of the West in the post cold war period in their public recommendations to American policy makers. Samuel Huntington in its infamous Clash of Civilizations
 presents a dark picture of upcoming conflicts between states based on civilisational affiliations where the West will have to take it up against the rest. He distinguishes different civilizations, the western one consisting of North America, Western Europe, Australia and New Zealand. He reinstates the divide between Western and Eastern Europe along the divide between Roman Catholicism and Orthodoxy but warns for a conflict between the Western Civilization and the Muslim and Confucian ones, thereby reconstructing the West as Europe against its oriental others into a similar opposition but for an expanded Europe: the West encompassing its former settlers’ colonies.

Ten years later, the present war against terror waged by the US reminds many partakers and observers to the ‘West against the Rest’ imagining developed by Huntington. President Bush unlike Huntington articulates a non-geographic view of the struggle between the West and evil.
 Spatially it is poorly developed or it seems to reduce the West to the US and homeland security. The reactions to the 9–11 attacks do however suggest a sense of a Western territory under attack: “nous sommes tous americains” as the French journalist Jean-Marie Colombani wrote the next day (Le Monde 13 September 2001), paraphrasing Kennedy’s notorious “ich bin ein Berliner” after the construction of the Berlin Wall. 

In the mid-1990s, Charles Kupchan replied to Huntington with a warning for a clash between the West and itself, a divided West between the US and Europe or ‘the end of the West’
 This disclose other othering processes at work, inside the North Atlantic West, between the US and Europe.

Similarly that same year Robert Kagan warned us:

“ It is time to stop pretending that 

Europeans and Americans 

share a common view of the world, 

or that they occupy the same world”. (Kagan 2002)

Kagan used a powerful geographical metaphor that has greatly contributed to make his point famous, stating that Americans come from Mars and European from Venus 
 to represent their different attitudes towards military force and security culture. Although no one takes the claim at face value, it effectively essentialises their differences making them inescapable and unbridgeable (indeed a travel from Mars and Venus would take much more time than a flight between Paris and New York City).
 Whether it turns the West into a solar system or not, Kagan as Kupchan and many other authors have justly pointed to the growing differences between geopolitical visions, strategic cultures and international identities between both sides of the North Atlantic, suggesting that that notion of the West was obsolete.
 By contrast, other Timothy Garton Ash, pleading for an enhanced cooperation between Europe and the US to face current global challenges (including terrorism with WMD, the democratisation of the Arab World the rise of the Far East, poverty in the global South and global warming), speaks of ‘the surprising future of the West’.

Triggered long before the Iraq crisis with the 1989 and the reunification of Europe, the sense of a transatlantic rift
 further intensified with the 2002-2003 Iraq War crisis and the Franco-German opposition to the US war plans. Time to turn to European geopolitical visions.

5. The West in European geopolitical visions: have we ever been united?

While Europeans shared a sense of common Western civilization long before formal European integration started and the European Union came into being, the idea of the West as a common identity had no consequences in geopolitical reasoning. Sharing a same western culture was no reason not to wage war against each other.
 This changed radically after World War II.

During the Cold War

In the Cold War period the geopolitical visions of Europeans and their perception of the North Atlantic West greatly differed.

For the British, the transatlantic West was an evidence. British geopolitical visions were oriented towards Empire and former colonies and the Channel was often represented as more significant, more dividing than the North Atlantic.
 The British vision of the North Atlantic is that of a security community stirred by the special relationship of the UK and the US. As such the UK sees itself as the pivot of this community, although accepting the US as senior partner – at least after the Suez crisis of 1956. When fostering the North Atlantic alliance, the aim of the manoeuvre was for the British to keep Western Europe Western: ‘Keep the Americans in, the Russians out, the Germans down’ was the motto.

The special relationship between the US and the British Commonwealth was represented in cultural terms.
 It has been framed at the same speech where Winston Churchill made the expression Iron Curtain famous in 1946: 

“Neither the sure prevention of war, nor the continuous rise of world organization will be gained without what I have called the fraternal association of the English-speaking peoples ...a special relationship between the British Commonwealth and Empire and the United States. Fraternal association requires not only the growing friendship and mutual understanding between our two vast but kindred systems of society, but the continuance of the intimate relationship between our military advisers, leading to common study of potential dangers, the similarity of weapons and manuals of instructions, and to the interchange of officers and cadets at technical colleges. It should carry with it the continuance of the present facilities for mutual security by the joint use of all Naval and Air Force bases in the possession of either country all over the world.” (Churchill, speech at Westminster College, Fulton, Missouri, March 1946)
 
For the French, the transatlantic West was an unpleasant reality. The geopolitical vision articulated by the French during the Cold War, especially by President De Gaulle, is one of resistance to the naturalisation of the North Atlantic alliance and the wish to develop autonomous capabilities (including nuclear devices) and to keep the American predominance in the Alliance down. By contrast to the naturalising order dividing Europe, the French mobilised the notion of Europe and the notion of a common destiny for people of the European continent. Europe was the significant entity, a Europe divided by external powers, both the Soviet Union and the US being unwelcome.
 While the Suez crisis eventually brought the British closer to the Americans, it definitely alienated the French from the USA. Under President De Gaulle this distrust of Atlanticism caused France to block the British candidacy to the European Economic Community and the articulation of an alternative geopolitical code, denying the Cold War logic. 

After World War II, a new West German geopolitical vision was developed by breaking with pre-war geopolitical traditions. West Germans converted to Atlanticism and the North Atlantic West. Under the leadership of Konrad Adenauer
 the Westbindung
 policy was meant to anchor Germany in the West to prevent a third World War and foster democracy in Germany (on the condition that it was accepted as a sovereign state). Nevertheless by the end of the 1960s, Minister of Foreign Affairs and former mayor of (West) Berlin Willy Brandt also developed an Ostpolitik
 that dissented from the line dictated by the Alliance, as it involved the recognition of the Democratic Republic and improved relationships with Moscow with German reunification as long-term goal. The strengthening of the relationship with France as motor of European integration was also less of the liking of the American partner. The French-German Treaty (January 1963) was identified by John F.Kennedy, the American President as an unfriendly act. 
 In the German geopolitical vision, the tight relations with the US (another ‘special relationship’) on the one hand, and tight relations with France were complementary ways to secure Germany in the West: the Atlantic West and Western Europe.

For the smaller western states like the Netherlands, geopolitical visions radically changed after World War II and Atlanticism was a conversion too, as a replacement to the neutrality policy that had failed to protect the country from German invasion in 1940. The loss of colonial empire in Asia also contributed to a reorientation toward the North Atlantic West and Western Europe. 

Other states, like Spain and Portugal, witnessed a profound transformation of their geopolitical vision with the end of totalitarian regimes. In Portugal the independence of the Portuguese colonies overseas brought about a reorientation toward the Western Europe. In Spain, the end of Franco’s autarky resulted in a reorientation toward Western Europe and the West (with the much contested accession to NATO in 1982).

During the Cold War, several European countries framed themselves as a no man’s land or as a bridge between East and West to sustain their foreign policy based on military neutrality (Austria) or on military autonomy (Sweden, Finland, and to a certain extent Yugoslavia).

Finally in Eastern European states, the West was the significant other in the official rhetoric on international relations, but the lost paradise in narratives of the dissidents. In 1983, the Czech author Milan Kundera published in France a now famous essay entitled in the original French version ‘the kidnapped Occident’ to argue that his country, Czechoslovakia, was a western country kidnapped by the Soviets and deceived, and even betrayed, by the Western allies.

After the Cold War

NATO survived the end of the Cold War, so did other European institutions such as the Council of Europe and the European Communities. Only the Western European Union finally faded away after the establishment of the European Union in 1993 and its task being resumed by the European Common Foreign and Security Policy. The successive enlargements of NATO and the European Union changed radically their geographical scope and their definition as Western entities. NATO expanded eastward, reaching Vladivostok if we count the territories covered by the Partnership for Peace.
 EU expanded first northward (with former neutral countries) and then eastward with former Eastern European countries and former Soviet Republics. While NATO can still be seen as North Atlantic, the European Union is definitively not Western Europe anymore

How did that affect the ways the West is represented in European geopolitical visions?

In the countries that were part of Western Europe, the West has become less prominent in national geopolitical visions, with the exception of the UK.

For the British geopolitical vision, the end of the Cold War changed surprisingly little. The special relation with the US remains a key element of that vision, although the unbalance between the two partners grew with the sole superpower status of the US. By the end of the 1990s UK Atlanticism shifted to Euroatlancism, reinforcing British leading role in European military cooperation (St Malo declaration) and the pivotal role of Britain with its special relationship, between the emerging ambition of the EU and the US. 

For France, the end of the Cold War was a major opportunity to develop its Europeanist vision. Minister of Foreign Affairs Hubert Védrine (1997-2002) was the most articulate proponent of a Europe Puissance to counterweight the US as hyperpower as he called it to emphasise the overwhelming power of the sole remaining superpower. The US is represented as the significant other for the construction of the European Union as military actor of global relevance. The very existence of the expression ‘outre-atlantique’ (as distinct from outremer which means overseas) might be an indicator of the importance of the US ‘over the Atlantic’ as the significant other for the French. 

Germany is the only Western European country (by the Cold War definition) that has been essentially affected by the end of the Cold War. Reunification however is more aptly described as the absorption of former Eastern Germany into the Federal Republic, and that is also true of German foreign policies and geopolitical visions. The deepening of European integration has however resulted in a shift in German Euro-Atlanticism, giving more weight to Europe, seemingly at the expense of its relationship with the US American. Apart from the changing geopolitical context, reunification and the coming into power of the first generation of politicians that were too young to have been involved in World War II, brought about a call for the normalisation and emancipation of German foreign policy. Joschka Fischer was the first Minister to dare using use German interests as argument to justify foreign policy action. Most tellingly Germany is so firmly anchored West that its Western orientation is not an issue, despite the remain of the internal division of the country. 

During the conflict preceding the Iraq war where Germany a temporary member of the Security Council stands with France and Russia against US plans to adopt a resolution to sanction the invasion of Iraq, the Germans articulate a different vision of Europe as an international actor than the French: aiming at complementarity with the US rather than counterweight, promoting multilateralism rather than multipolarity (the favoured vision of their French partner). 

For countries that were formerly between East and West or in Eastern Europe, the end of Cold War was followed by a westward reorientation, following East Germany that moved overnight to the West in 1990. 
 For Finland, Chris Browning has shown how ‘Westernizing’ narratives have make the major re-orientation of Finnish foreign policy and the membership of the European Union in 1995 but also implied a reframing of the Cold War period and the Finnish relations with the Soviet Union as ‘a total aberration and betrayal of the ‘Western’ Finnish self’. 
 

The rhetoric of the kidnapped west was very efficient in promoting accession negotiation to the EU and NATO as have shown several authors in their analysis of the applicant countries’ rhetoric.
 Still former Eastern Europeans discovered that it was easier to become democratic and to become capitalist than to become Western Europeans. Western Europe seemed to have vanished by the time they joined it. In the process of distancing themselves from the East, they recreated Eastern Europe, East of themselves. At the same time inside this new reunited Europe, images of Easternness still prevail (see Esterhazny in the debate about old and new Europe
) in the sense of a degree of Europeanness a degree of Westernness.

The use of the West and Western Europe as geographical notions in the justification of joining NATO and the EU in Central Europe (and to convince rather unenthusiastic citizens in the EU) have also seriously compromised the further representation of Eastern Europe as part of Europe. For that reason, Europe is in need of new concepts to represent different sensibilities. The reframing of Norden into the Northern dimension has been successful to incorporate Northern countries into European Union and to relocate them on the map, as well as to put relations with Russia as a neighbour (not as a superpower) on the political agenda of the EU foreign policy.

Further East, in former soviet Republics, the West is also a significant pole of attraction. A noticeable exception is Belarus where President Lukashenko articulates a firm hostility toward the West in general and the European Union in particular. Ukraine by contrast aims at balancing its alliance with Russia and the European Union and represents itself as a bridge between East and West. In Russian geopolitical visions, the competition between Westernizers and Easternizers, about the European vs. the Eurasian vocation of Russia is prominent since the disintegration of the Soviet Union. In Western countries however, Russia is not framed as a part of the new West - at best sometimes as potentially candidate to become Western. All Kassianova
 showed a double shift in her study of the evolution of Russian state identity in the foreign policy and security discourse of the Russian government of the 1990s. First, the West was a significant other in the 1993 Foreign policy concept but later disappeared from official texts (and is replaced by entities represented the unnamed such as G8, EU, NATO, p.833). Second the Western other has been replaced by references to two different Wests: the US on the one hand and Europe and European states on the other. There is a widespread concern that Russia will use the tactics of representing the west as the ‘other’ to foster national identity.

Finally a major change in post Cold War Europe is the emergence of the European Union as a strategic actor. With the establishment of the EU and its Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP) and later in the 1990s the nomination of the High Representative for the CFSP (since 1999 Javier Solana) and the creation of the European Defense and Security Policy (EDSP), the European Union is timidly formulating a geopolitical vision of its own about its place in the world. Key issues consist of the relation with member states, the character and scope of EU actorness
 and its capabilities.
 One of the main characteristics of the EU as international actor is the fragmented character of its role encompassing the external relations of the EU (coordinated by the Commission), the Common Foreign and Security Policy (coordinated by the High Representative) and the national foreign policies of the member states. In this context, Sten Rynning speaks of a New Atlanticism combining the EU as ‘civilian actor’ with a parallel defence directorate.
 

So, while the former Eastern European countries firmly reaffirm Western identification, Western European countries (with the possible exception of the UK) are into ‘Europe’, the West losing its relevance. Divisions about the European integration project, and more specifically its external dimension, have been brought to the fore in the divided reaction to the American plans to wage a war against Iraq in 2002-2003. When asked at the press conference in January 2003 about the European opposition (mainly France and Germany, Belgium) the US Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld answered: 

‘You're thinking of Europe as Germany and France. I don't. That's old Europe.’ 

His distinction between Old Europe and New Europe, the countries supporting the US including the UK and new members of NATO and impending members of the EU such as Poland, was an extremely successful representation. Implicitly it reproduces the assumption of heliotropism, the true West is new; the New World as the Western hemisphere, New Europe as the part of Europe supporting the transatlantic friendship.

The qualification of dissident Europe as ‘old’ to disqualify it, launched a debate in Europe, especially in Germany, against the idea of a divided Europe, and foremost the idea that Old Europe was outdated. Instead proponents would argue that the dissidents were the new Europe, the Europe that dare resist the US. Also they would reframe the French-German tandem and its supporters as Core Europe, a concept used for a decade by German politicians to envision a two-speed Europe where Germany and France and few founding members would go further with integration than newer member states. Although being a possible response to deal with the diverse capabilities and wishes of the different member states regarding further integration, it is a re-inscription of the divide between Western and Eastern Europe inside the European Union. President Chirac’s condescending remarks about the signatories of a letter of support to Bush in February 2003
, also contributed to a revival of Western and Eastern Europe as two blocs inside the EU. 

As a reaction to these events (the preparation of the war, the anti-war demonstrations, the divisions among Europeans and the divide between the Americans and Franco-Germany) the German philosopher Jürgen Habermas and his French counterpart Jacques Derrida published an open letter to support European dissidence and the emergence of the European Union. Habermas also invited other authors to publish on the issue and a lively debate followed about old and new Europe and the possibility of a vision for the European Union.
 In many contributions, distinguishing oneself from the US was seen as a way of developing a European international identity. Others were worried about the risk of Europe losing relevance
 and a divided West.

The divisions between Europeans much discussed by observers. Sometimes the accent is put on the transatlantic relations, sometimes on European integration. American observers are more concerned with the transatlantic rift, Europeans with European divisions, but American politicians generally emphasise European internal divisions and European ones American unilateral posture. Generally divisions between Europeans are framed as a European problem pertaining to European integration: what kind of Europe Europeans want? Where does it stop? How much competencies to Brussels? But beneath the surface, the issue is also what West do they have in mind? Who is in and who is out? And what West does the US want?

Aftter the Iraq War much effort has been given to restoring transatlantic relations (and European unity): the German Minister of Foreign Affairs was talking in 2004 of ‘the reconstruction of the West’ as a new transatlantic challenge
, the President of the European Commission Barroso (visiting the US) of a declaration of interdependence of the European Union and the US 
. 

The French analyst Dominique Moïsi was talking in 2003 about two Wests
:

‘Leaders on both sides of the Atlantic must accept that “the West” has now split into European and American halves. But both sides still need each other -- now more than ever.’

For Moïsi, the Europeans develop their alternative West in relation to the US vision, as part of the process of European integration and identity formation. 

‘It is as if, divided over its institutional and geographic future, Europe feels that it 

must exist as an alternative to the United States – a different and better West.’

For Moïsi, 

‘The worst-case scenario would be for America's West to turn into an oversized Prussia -- bullying, brooding, and obsessed with military might -and Europe's West into an oversized Switzerland -- selfish and parochial, wrapped in neutrality.’

According to him, the US and Europe do need to act together but they don’t need to think the same way and to ‘understand the other’s way of doing things.’ Instead of two Wests competing for global influence, he foresees separate spheres of influence for the them.
‘The result might amount to something like the acceptance of two Monroe Doctrines, with the transatlantic partners each holding sway in certain areas, and on certain issues, that reflect their de facto spheres of interest. Europeans would concentrate on Europe, with a special emphasis on the Balkans and the Mediterranean, and the United States would have priority in the Americas and in Asia. Both Wests would support moderate leaders and promote the rule of law in their respective spheres of influence. They would collaborate in the Middle East, attempting to close the emotional gap between them over the Israeli-Palestinian dispute. And the two sides would also come together over a new doctrine of enlightened interventionism in Africa.’

This is actually no two Monroe doctrines but an amended one giving a larger playground to the Americans than what they claimed in the 19th century (see above), but implying a restored sphere of influence for Europe after the tutelage of the Cold War period.

Despite the articulation of such visions of a dual West in the public debate (see also Kupchan, Kapan and Ash in the previous section), references to the West as collective identity are absent of the grand narratives performed by policy makers to strengthen the international role of the European Union. In the strategic document prepared by Javier Solana, the High Representative for the CFSP, the West is not acknowledged as a relevant grouping.
 In its final version, the European Security Strategy adopted by the European Council in December 2003, the word appears twice – in the phrasing ‘West Africa’.
 References to the West as collective identity were also hardly present in the 2002 National Security Strategy adopted by President Bush adopted the year before
: three times the Western Hemisphere, once Western Europe – and four times West Point!
 This absence is actually consistent with the prevailing sense of a divided West and the alternative geographical Wests still informing diverging national geopolitical visions activating diverging processes of othering: when (former Eastern) Europeans other Russia, Americans other the Islamic world. These processes of othering can also be based on small differences’ mainly between the French and the Americans. The West seems not to be the notion that can foster a common identity between Europeans and between them and Americans.

6. Divided we stand

Having acknowledged the plural meanings of the West in geopolitical visions, rest me to discuss possible consequences of this plurality.

There is a general tendency, in western culture at least, to get nervous when we find out that things are equivocal and ambiguous. Security narratives especially tend to rest on the idea of unity as a necessary condition for action, the “Either with us or against us” argument. Plural meanings are often very common and ‘ divided we stand’ is the expression to make the argument that ‘unity in diversity’ is not only a nice catchphrase to accept divergences, but that diversity is a good thing. 

In policy analysis, too much consensus in problem analysis and preferences for action is often seen as a danger. This is because bias is inescapable. An approach known as cultural theory
 for example would plead for the importance of the presence of plural rationalities in a collective to deal with uncertainties and surprises in a largely unknown and in unpredictable world. It can be argued that plural perspectives are a liability when they hamper or slow down action but they are necessarily assets to confront different perceptions and interpretations of ongoing event and to develop alternative policy options that can be deployed in parallel or in sequence when the most support option seems to fail to deliver the expected outcome. 

The geographical representations articulated in geopolitical visions are biased about places and people in these places. Therefore the West should not feel weakened by contrasting perceptions of the Western identity and the significant others used to define the West. The unpredictability of the world politics can be effectively dealt with, using plural geopolitical visions as check and balance. For example Finnish representations of Russia are surely biased, but Finnish politicians and Finnish scholars have an invaluable knowledge, experience and insights of Russia to offer to the rest of Europe, especially to Western Europeans who hardly perceive any Russian geopolitical entity since the disintegration of the Soviet Union. Likewise the Finns benefit from the biased but elaborate knowledge of the Maghreb, the Spanish, the French, and the Italians have to share.

In Europe itself, the othering of the US by the French could well be a sanitary counterweight against the othering of Russia triggered by the eastward enlargement of the European Union and the geopolitical discourses mobilised during the enlargement. ‘play up alterity of Russia in order to increase the integration of the European self’
 could lead to confrontation. The expressed dissent performed by the Europeans othering the US is likely to increase Russians’ tolerance of the othering process excluding them.

The West as such needs not to be weakened by these differences. It is the genius of grand narratives to be flexible. The existence of multiple - sometimes compatible, sometimes contradictory - interpretations is the very reason of they large success and longevity. Think of world religions. The notion of the West as a community of values, and as a geographic entity relevant to international relations, is such a grand narrative and it is therefore not surprising to find diversity in the meanings attached to that notion. As long as the parties can agree on some core characteristics such as the connection to western culture, democracy, liberalism, human rights and peaceful relations between democracies, this common identity can be mobilized and reproduced in geopolitical representations. 

Europeans and Americans might hold different ideas of what western culture, democracy or human rights really are, but they do share the assumption that they will not use no military force against each other. With the exception of the American Servicemembers' Protection Act (ASPA), an amendment introduced by Senator Jesse Helms to the Defense Authorization Act and passed by the Congress in August 2002, better known as the The Hague Invasion Act, this basic assumption about peaceful relations among states in the West, still hold.
 

The plurality of notions of the West is only one of the many examples of the plural representations Europeans bring together in the unlikely construction of a common foreign and security policy. This construction won’t be unique but common and therefore will depend on the capacities of the discursive actors to articulate diverging visions and tolerate nuances. As such this plurality is therefore a constitutive part of the European West but leads to more anxiety in the American leadership of the West.

Finally Western plurality is also important and positive for relations with the rest of the world. Although I haven’t touch upon this issue the notion of the West as a geographic entity is also relevant to the geopolitical visions beyond the West. Considering resistance to westernization and to American intervention, plural messages and plural visions of what the West is and can be, different agendas, different style of intervention, different policies, all may open more potential avenues for cooperative relations across the divide between the West and the non-West. ‘Showing by doing’ is a key element in the European strategy. The day-to-day of the European union, with its division is a demonstration of the values put in supranational institutions, it works even better when disputes are highly visible.

7. Conclusion

National geopolitical visions are fluid in periods of geopolitical transition and reordering. This is especially true of the geopolitical visions of the European states confronting to the end of the Cold War and its externally imposed division of the continent, European integration in an age of accelerating globalisation, global terrorism and the US war or terror. Realignments not only involve the representation of renewed and changing relations to the European project they also pertain to the relation of Europe and the US. Geographical knowledge informs these representations, often in implicit ways, sometimes in a very explicit manner to naturalise an argument. Examples of the latter was the opposition of East and West in narratives to westernize former European countries that were either neutral or at the Eastern side of the Iron Curtain during the Cold War. 

The main argument of this paper is that the West – as Europe – is what actors are making of it in discursive practices. They can choose how they shape the West and how they shape Europe, even if their discursive freedom is largely constrained by existing geographical imaginations and geopolitical reasoning. Therefore there is no essentialist analyse possible of what the West truly is or truly will become in the next few years. Unlike statements that the West is nowhere (or everywhere), the acknowledgement of alternative notions of the West as geographical entities allow us to understand them as discursive resources for actors that want to include or exclude a specific state or actor from the West. 

The liberation of Eastern Europe from the Soviet rule made the reunification of Europe possible; East and West lost clarity in the European context. The subsequent emancipation of Western Europe from US protection fuels the further weakening of the West as main macro-identity for former Western Europeans. In addition, divergences between Americans and Europeans regarding key security strategy concepts, international identities, geopolitical visions, contributes to the redundancy of the West as significant identity, as divisions among Western actors were brought to the fore. 

If certain notions of the West can be and are used to foster collective action towards other parts of the world, no one seems suitable to settle internal divides and foster Western unity in European or American geopolitical visions. In other words, due to the diversity of geographic notions of the West, the power of the West for the application of representational force
 is limited. It doesn’t imply that the West (in different shapes) isn’t used in narratives othering Russia, China or the Muslim World. 

Looking at the West as a geographically grounded notion, the North Atlantic West remains the default of the West, but the Americans seem to have not anticipated what the reunification of Europe meant for the place of Europe in that expanded North Atlantic West, and the Europeans seem to overlook that the Americans have a continent of their own and that an alternative West can be ‘geographed’ excluding Europe. Presently geographically grounded Western identities refer increasingly to Fortress North America and Fortress Europe. This points to the (growing) irrelevance of the exercise of analysing the West as a geographical entity but also to the very attractiveness of geographical representations like (sub-)continents to essentialise collective identities in international relations.
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