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In the Long Shadow of Europe: Greeks and Turks in the Era 
of Postnationalism

Edited by Othon Anastasakis, Kalypso Nicolaidis and Kerem Öktem
Leiden: Brill Press, 2009, 388 pp., Hardback ISBN 978 90 04 17112 1.

In the Long Shadow of Europe brings 
together 14 articles on Greece and Turkey 
with the purpose of finding answers to the 
following questions: how has Europe af-
fected Greek-Turkish relations; can the 
rapprochement that started in 1999 lead to 
the resolution of conflict in bilateral issues; 
and can the European Union further incite 
cooperative relations in areas of high poli-
tics? The authors of the book argue that, 
since the formation of their nation-states, 
both Greece and Turkey and their relations 
with one another have been affected by Eu-
rope. The new post-national European con-
text and the European Union have played 
at least the part of a catalyst in the current 
rapprochement. The contributors of the 
volume, however, “agree that the sustain-
ability of the rapprochement has yet to be 
consolidated” (p.4). Unfortunately, there is 
no guarantee that the EU’s role would be 
positive in the future and that the newly 
formed connections between Greek and 
Turkish people would be enough to provide 
a safeguard against the possibility of a pro-
spective crisis between the two neighbors. 

In order to analyze these points, the 
book is divided into three parts. The chap-
ters in the first part provide the historical 
background and deal with how Greek and 
Turkish national identities were formed 
and perpetuated over the years. The second 
part considers how and to what extent his-
torical interactions and identity formations 

are reconstituted and reshaped as a result 
of Greece’s membership in the EU and Tur-
key’s accession process. The chapters of this 
part deal specifically with current bilateral 
issues, such as the Cyprus conflict, the Ae-
gean disputes, and minority and religious 
rights. The final part of the book, on the 
other hand, reviews recent developments 
at the societal level and investigates if eco-
nomic relations, civil society cooperation, 
and local interactions can induce changes 
for the better at the level of high politics.

The book is innovative in its attempt to 
compile articles that deal with different but 
related issues in Turkish-Greek relations. 
In fact, it is surprising that such a thought 
provoking edited volume does not have a 
conclusion chapter that could have easily 
highlighted the common elements of each 
chapter, determine future areas of research, 
and even provide recommendations to the 
policy community and civil society groups. 
One element that could have been empha-
sized in such a conclusion, for instance, is 
the way in which several chapters of the 
volume demonstrate that Greece and Tur-
key have shared common political experi-
ences and are more similar to each other in 
politics than their conflictual pasts would 
warrant. 

The chapter written by Sofos and 
Özkırımlı, for instance, traces the parallel 
developments of nationalist discourse in 
Greece and Turkey and concludes that in 
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on issues is not only evident in the persis-
tent application of the reciprocity principle 
in minority rights, but also in the mistaken 
belief among the Greeks that a “European 
Solution” in Cyprus (as Ker-Lindsay ar-
gues) and settling the Aegean dispute in the 
International Court of Justice (as Tzimitras 
shows) would benefit the Greek side more. 
It is clear that in order to further their na-
tional interests and resolve their conflicts, 
Greeks and Turks must reevaluate their 
past policies and perceptions. 

Such reassessments are difficult in part 
because of the Greek-Turkish war and the 
following 1923 exchange of populations. 
According to Hirschon, forced migration 
and cleansing the nation from the “Other” 
is a “loss of shared experience… accompa-
nied by growing ignorance of the ways of 
others…What is lost is familiarity which 
carries with it the possibility for under-
standing and respect, and this is all too of-
ten replaced by suspicion, hostility and the 
inability to cooperate” (p.83). This is why it 
is critical for Greeks and Turks to remem-
ber and rediscover their common histories 
and parallel trajectories. 

This could, in fact, be the primary ben-
efit of the current rapprochement: increas-
ing contacts between Greeks and Turks 
might weaken the negative image of the 
“Other.” Economic interactions between 
the two countries, on their own, cannot 
determine the direction of high politics, 
as Papadopoulos contends. Similarly, as 
Birden and Rumelili show, cooperation 
among civil society groups are slow in dif-
fusing into local groups. Yet, such connec-
tions might still facilitate understanding at 
least among the elites. The importance of 

both countries this discourse has identified 
the Aegean and Anatolia as indispensable 
and non-negotiable territories in Greece 
and Turkey, respectively. As Millas high-
lights in his chapter, the two neighboring 
countries have gone through comparable 
phases also in their perceptions of one an-
other in novels and academic texts. Nora 
Onar, on the other hand, identifies a key 
similarity in the way Greece and Turkey 
approached their relations with Europe in 
the formative years of their nation states. 
Both countries were attracted to European 
ideas and institutions, ironically, in order to 
preserve their independence from Europe. 
It is also possible to add to this list of paral-
lel political histories other common experi-
ences that the book does not analyze, such 
as similar encounters with authoritarian-
ism, military coups, and the contribution 
of Europe to democratization. 

Despite such similarities in national 
discourse, political developments, and 
European experiences, the book clearly 
demonstrates that Greeks and Turks still 
perceive each other as the “Other” -an im-
portant component of national identity 
against which the “Self ” can be juxtaposed 
and defined. Indeed, in both countries mis-
understandings and misperceptions of the 
“Other,” as the obscure enemy, abound. 
These perceptions are applied also to the 
Turkish and Greek minorities living in both 
countries (see the chapters of Kadıoğlu, 
Grigoriadis, and Akgönül). 

The negative images of the “Other” are 
coupled with unreasonable insistences on 
political positions that ultimately harm both 
national interests and prospects for peace. 
The failure to reconsider previous stands 
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such contacts is proven by the interviews 
conducted by Myrivili. Her chapter makes 
it clear that commercial and cultural con-
tacts between the local populations of Les-
vos and Ayvalik have led to the breakdown 
of old identity commitments, with enough 
strength to compete with the nationalist 
state discourse. 

In the Long Shadow of Europe draws at-

tention to such contacts among the peoples 
and gives the hope that, despite the limits 
of rapprochement and prospects for peace 
within the EU framework, it is still possible 
to weaken the national discourse by re-
membering and rediscovering the similar 
political experiences of the not-so-obscure 
other. 

Yaprak Gürsoy, Bilgi University

Debating Immigration

Edited by Carol M. Swain
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007, 316 pp.,
ISBN 9780521875608 (hb), ISBN 9780521698665 (pb).

Over 11 million illegal immigrants re-
side in the United States, and a projected 
1,400 new immigrants cross the border il-
legally or overstay their visas each year, 
making immigration a topic of a raging de-
bate in the US. Debating Immigration is a 
volume of 18 original essays, written by ac-
tivists, experts and scholars, and organized 
around five themes of religion and philoso-
phy, law and policy, economics and demo-
graphics, race and ethnicity, and cosmopol-
itanism. Debating Immigration contributes 
to this debate by searching for the answers 
to a range of questions: Who should be ad-
mitted as an immigrant? What rights and 
benefits should host countries grant immi-
grants? What, if anything, do immigrants 
owe their host countries? How can the divi-
sion between public attitudes about immi-
gration and the policies produced by elect-
ed officials be explained? Why has the US 
failed to develop a well-articulated public 
philosophy of immigration? What does the 

Bible say about immigration policy? What 
are the moral and social obligations among 
fellow citizens? Do these obligations trump 
responsibilities to the world’s poor? How 
can the tendency to frame the immigration 
debate in the dichotomous terms of legal 
versus illegal and citizen versus non-citizen 
be explained, when the most critical trou-
bles are the consequences of immigration 
itself and not its legality or lack thereof? 
How is the European experience different 
from the US one? 

Debating Immigration is innovative as 
there are very few studies that address the 
issue of immigration from a philosophical 
perspective. James Edwards’ essay, A bibli-
cal perspective on immigration, is especially 
noteworthy. He argues that the Bible and 
Judeo-Christian ideology emphasize the 
authority of civil government to preserve 
the rule of law and defend nations against 
invasion. Thus emerges a debate between 


