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OPINION 

something else instead - postdoctoral fellowships as it 
happens- he is entitled to them. But he is not, except by 
already moribund convention. By what right, but that of 
unbridled ego-gratification, can a national government's 
nominee discard one of its few conspicuous successes? 
The simple answer is that he needs none. The complicated 
answer is that the European Parliament, if it wants to plot 
a secure course for the years ahead, should ask itself how 
much of its present trouble stems from the foibles of the 
commissioner ostensibly in charge. 

There are fortunately solutions. To let things run until 
the end of 1992 (when the Commission will be re
appointed by Europe's governments) will not do. The im
mediate need is that the European Parliament should be 
made to understand the complexity of the task ahead of 
Europe's research enterprise, which is not simply about 
making cheaper microchips or about keeping the concen
trations of nitrate ions in drinking water ruinously below 
those barely allowed in the United States. The objective 
should not be innovation, but skill (of which even a little 
will go a long way). That should also be the Commission's 
objective, and the Commission (being intelligent but un
thinking) may be a better target. Whatever the best tac
tics, the time has come when Europe's scientific com
munity should say what Europe should be doing in re
search. Quickly and clearly. 

The chief responsibility lies with Europe's universities. 
Although many of them, in recent decades, have been 
robbed of the autonomy they would usually wish to boast 
of, they are the only institutions that regularly engage in a 
dialogue with the young, and those best equipped to tell 
where the future lies. The universities are especially 
downcast in eastern Europe, outside the EC and likely to 
be impoverished for many years to come. But is it not the 
fate of university institutions to pay for the privileges they 
enjoy by speaking the unspeakable? Europe in the larger 
sense needs more than a network of productive enter
prises, but an intellectual community. How will that be 
provided, and when? D 

Balkanization again? 
It will be a shame if Yugoslavia breaks up, but maybe 
the outcome will be free movement of academics. 

THE political conundrum of the 1970s- "What will hap
pen when Tito dies?" - seems to have been answered 
after an inordinate delay: balkanization, perhaps even 
chaos. Tito was the strongman communist who played a 
crucial part in ending the occupation of Yugoslavia dur
ing the Second World War and who then held the motley 
Balkans together by a blend of dictatorship and guile. His 
decision, early on, to follow a line independent of Mos
cow was a recognition both that the Soviet writ would not 
run easily in the Balkans and that there would be advant
ages, during the Cold War, in playing off theW est against 
the East. But the post-Tito stratagem for keeping Yugo-
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slavia together by rotating the presidency between the un
democratically elected heads of the six separate republics 
has now fallen apart, the victim of popular discontent with 
continuing backwardness, of ethnic rivalry and suspicion 
and of the corrosive influence of still more backward Al
bania, exercised through once-autonomous Kosovo. 
Yugoslavia will not readily be put together again. 

So must Europe now look forward to the arrival of five 
extra members (six republics instead of one federation) of 
the international community? The best hope - for 
Yugoslavia- is some other solution. Yugoslavia has been 
unified now for 70 years, since the end ofthe First World 
War; unscrambling the federation would be far from 
simple. Yet the fissiparous tendencies of the past few 
years have already caused needless damage, notably to 
the federation's stripling but ingenious research enter
prise. By the late 1970s, after responsibility for research 
had been concentrated at the centre on the old stalinist 
model, it was devolved to the republics in a manner al
most calculated to waste even meagre funds. And it is too 
soon to know whether the restoration of some federal 
funds will be the palliative it was meant to be. 

For a country in which respect for academic enterprise 
flourishes (the University of Belgrade has close on 60,000 
students, Zagreb in Croatia two-thirds as many, while the 
republic of Slovenia, abutting Italy, should later this year 
have trained 2,000 people to PhD level), it will be a cruel 
disappointment if all the efforts of the past three-quarters 
of a century are wasted. For much of that time, Yugosla
via has been hoping that science and technology would 
eventually enable a largely rural population to leapfrog 
into the twentieth century. (Who remembers, now, 
Yugoslavia's 1960s' plans to build nuclear power sta
tions?) On the face of things, 22 million people divided 
into six republics will find that goal even more elusive. 

So it matters that the predicament of Yugoslavia is not 
unique. Depending on the outcome of last week's ref
erendum in the Soviet Union and its aftermath, there 
could soon be a further seven near-sovereign European 
states (three Baltic republics, Georgia, Azerbaijan, Ar
menia and even, against the odds, Moldavia). Hopes that 
Slovakia will always be a part of Czechoslovakia are simi
larly fading. What could such a mixed bag of small coun
tries hope separately to accomplish in science, and in 
scholarship more generally? The German experience 
with reunification shows that even Western pockets are 
not bottomless; newly independent European states will 
not find capital thrust upon them by their neighbours to 
the West. And their small size must impede self-improve
ment. Yet there could be ways round these formidable 
difficulties. It is only a century since the universities of 
Central Europe played host to peripatetic academics 
from theW est. (Ernst Mach taught at Prague for much of 
his life, for example.) Even if governments cannot secure 
immediate economic help from the West, arranging for 
the free movement of academics from elsewhere would 
win them an even more valuable prize- a foundation for 
the future. D 
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