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Amongst the dangers inherent in Eurocentrism, do you agree that the greatest is that Europeans are 

unaware of their Eurocentrism? Explain your position. 

Eurocentrism can be defined by having a less positive view on the other continents and cultures than 

to Europe and unconsciously seeing Europe as the best compared to the other continents and 

cultures (Wintle, 2009, p.59). For James Blaut (2000), Eurocentrism is modern, endemic and is an 

ideology based on spreading the European way across the globe. Whilst Samir Amin (2009) also sees 

Eurocentrism as a modern phenomenon but emphasises its link with capitalism and the importance 

of Eurocentrism as a cultural phenomenon. This essay will answer this question firstly by discussing 

how and why a European unawareness of a Eurocentric history is harmful. Then this essay will 

analyse the dangers of being unaware Eurocentric environmentalism, Eurocentric maps and 

perspective on culture. This essay will analyse other dangers, such as implementing Western ideals 

on non-Europeans and Eurocentric racism from a non-European perspective. Eurocentrism brings 

with it many dangers, such as imposing Western belief on other cultures and continents, creating a 

false history of the world and at times racism. But, the fact that most people are unaware of their 

eurocentrism is one of the most significant dangers because without being aware of it, it is hard to 

tackle eurocentrism as a problem. Thus, the other dangers of Eurocentrism remain and become 

engrained into society. But, there needs to be a true awareness of Eurocentrism by Europeans, that 

is not just about recognising Eurocentrism but allowing the ‘other’ to create their own narrative, for 

example a start is Afrocentrism (Hoskins, 1992).  

Europeans being unaware of Eurocentric history is a great danger because a Eurocentric viewpoint 

creates a perspective of world history that puts Europe at the centre when it should not be, creates 

a Plato to NATO narrative and reinforces the idea that modernity is European only (Plys, 2013). A 

Eurocentric history makes Europe special and formidable compared to the other continents. This 

then creates misconceptions about the importance of European culture and how the other non-

Western continents need to copy Europe to develop. History is interpreted to shape identity and 

create social and historical continuity and in this sense the Eurocentric historical narrative has 

created historical continuity for European greatness (Hobsbawm). A Eurocentric history claims that it 

is almost like Europe’s destiny to be great, the European cultural evolution is ‘continuous and 

natural’ leading to European dominance. (Blaut, 2000, p.7). This sense of inevitability leads to a 

sense of Europe is better than everyone else and modernity can only be European. This is why a 

Eurocentric point of view claims outward diffusion from Europe is how other continents can rise in 

similar fashion to the West, not because of their own abilities (Blaut, 2000). Not being aware that 

this is only an interpretation of history which has been used to portray European greatness can lead 

to belittling other cultures. Europe did rise, but it was not because of nature, culture or intellect, it 

was due to the wealth gained from colonialism and Europe’s geographical position to America from 

around 1500 (Blaut, 2009). Before this point, Europe was not more developed than China (Plys, 

2013). The sense of European greatness compared to the rest of the world is engrained into 

European society and is portrayed in the media, for example how the best philosophy is 

undoubtedly European, often from the Enlightenment era (Shohat and Stam, 1994). This leads to 

Europeans believing that the only history that matters in the world is European or Western and 

other histories are just side-stories or irrelevant. Hugh Trevor Roper said in 1965 that history before 

Europeans entered these places was simply about, ‘barbarous tribes in picturesque but irrelevant 

corners of the globe’, shows how even after decolonisation many Europeans only saw Western 

history as relevant and the only time other places are important is when the Westerners are there 

(Shohat and Stam, 1994, p.1). Not being aware of the Eurocentric historical narrative risks creating 



further divide between continents and cultures if Eurocentrism’s dangers are not openly discussed in 

European societies. A continuation of being unaware of a Eurocentric historical narrative in 

European societies will eventually escalate other Eurocentric dangers, such as racism, exaggeration 

of cultural divisions and a lack of interest in ‘the other’s’ history.   

Being unaware of Eurocentrism makes it hard to tackle these issues as there is no awareness of the 

dangers of a Eurocentric narrative. Not being aware of such arguments about European progress to 

do with the European environment or culture being better than others leaves the Eurocentric 

narrative unchallenged and the idea of Europe as better generally, shown by its modernity and 

progress remains (Blaut, 2000). This is a great danger because any reason to believe that Europe is 

superior, for example due to its environment over other continents lowers the status of the other 

continents compared to Europe, making them seem less important to the world (Blaut, 1999). Even 

the idea of there being seven continents with exact divisions is Eurocentric because there is a 

historical instability as to what the continents consist of and the boundaries fit the European 

historical narrative (Lewis and Wigen, 1997). Europeans have picked what is Europe and what is not 

to fit the Eurocentric narrative and this is often not challenged. Before the Renaissance period, 

Europe was not given a higher status on maps, showing how Eurocentrism is rather modern (Wintle, 

2005). The Mercator projection is still commonly used, mainly because it is useful for navigation but 

by having Europe near the centre, North at top and distorting the size of continents making the West 

look bigger, creates a sense of Europe being at the centre of the world engrained into Western 

society. Being unaware of these Eurocentric factors can lead to discriminating the ‘other’ and a 

continued acceptance of the Eurocentric narrative.  

On the other hand, the impact of Eurocentrism should not just be analysed from a European point of 

view but from an African or Asian view for example, to understand the impact of Eurocentrism on 

their lives from their perspectives. For example, the belief that the ‘other’s’ development is from 

Western diffusion only, undermines their abilities to develop by themselves, is a greater issue than 

the unawareness of Europeans because the damage of Eurocentrism on the ‘other’ has already 

impacted significantly. Amin (2009) sees Eurocentrism as a culturalist phenomenon which has 

created more violence and hatred in the world due to capitalism and Americanisation of the world, 

thus universal morals need to be reinvented and established. This shows how the damage has 

already been done and maybe a further awareness of Eurocentrism in European societies would not 

change much. Eurocentrism’s dangers should be analysed from a non-European perspective and not 

just from a European view to give control of the narratives of past, present and future back to the 

other continents and people. Multicultural issues in the media are often seen from a European 

perspective and create further ‘otherization’, such as the ‘Third World’ and ‘Third Cinema’ (Shohat 

and Stam, 1994, p.6). By seeing multicultural issues from the ‘other’s’ perspective, they will be less 

likely to be seen as lesser than European culture. By saying the main danger of Eurocentrism is the 

unawareness of Europeans of it, implies that Eurocentric dangers can be fixed by Europeans, but this 

would just reinforce the white man’s burden and instead there needs to be a focus on how the 

‘other’ can change the Eurocentric narrative and its global dominance instead of a focus on the 

European’s realisation. Therefore, not only is it a danger if the ‘other’ does not take control of its 

own narratives, Eurocentric racism and Western ideas being imposed on other continents are great 

dangers because they have already caused significant damage to their ways of living.  

Eurocentrism has also become a mind-set for black people in Europe because that is what they are 

taught, which in turn has damaged African history (Hoskins, 1992). This has led to an acceptance of 

European ways and has led to Eurocentric racism for example, due to other cultures of other races 

being deemed lesser to Europe. Eurocentrism has created a sense that Africa needs saving as it’s the 



‘Dark Continent’ and as a result, a lack of self-confidence and knowing your history for black people 

is prominent, which has made them feel inferior (Hoskins, 1992). A true European awareness of 

Eurocentrism would not mean Europeans would try to change things themselves, instead it would 

mean giving the narrative and power to the ‘other’, so they can decide their own future. A true 

awareness would mean accepting the harm caused by Europe and its historical narrative, whilst 

accepting all global narratives. The true danger would be to not accept our differences and allow the 

Eurocentric narrative to continue to harm the ‘other’ (Appiah, 2018). 

An unawareness of Eurocentrism is the greatest danger of Eurocentrism to an extent because all the 

dangers of Eurocentrism threaten to remain engrained in European society and perhaps globally. 

But, it is not just about Europeans realising the danger of Eurocentrism but Asians and Africans and 

others because they need to take control of their narratives, past, present and future. Europe must 

accept the differences and not impose their world view, thus why Europe trying to fix Eurocentrism 

could be a problem. Problems of Eurocentric racism and ignorance of other cultures has already 

greatly damaged the ‘other’, but without a true awareness of Eurocentrism these dangers will 

continue and worsen.  
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