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Decentring European Union Foreign Policy: Addressing
Colonial Dynamics in EU-Algeria Relations

FRANCOIS BARBIEUX and DIMITRIS BOURIS
University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam

Abstract
The presence of eurocentrism in the European Union’s (EU) foreign policy towards the Middle
East and North Africa (MENA) reproduces colonial dynamics that undermine the pragmatic and
ethical relevance of the EU as an international actor. This article questions eurocentric assumptions
underpinning the EU’s foreign policy towards the MENA, specifically analysing the case of
Algeria. It proposes an innovative conceptual framework drawing on the decentring literature as
well as post-structuralist insights from Cebeci’s work. When analysed in politico-cultural,
socio-economic and security terms, EU-Algeria relations reflect spatial, normative, polity and dis-
ciplinary Eurocentricity, which becomes manifest in the hierarchical, asymmetrical and securitised
nature of this relationship. These findings contribute to the decentring turn in the literature by
attempting to put the ‘foreign’ back into the study and practice of foreign policy, recognising co-
lonial linearity and addressing its enduring avatars.

Keywords: decentring; eurocentrism; EU foreign policy; Middle East and North Africa; Algeria

Introduction

Eurocentrism – that is, the tendency for (European) actors to consider their (external) en-
vironment through European lenses only – is prevalent in both the study and practice of
European foreign policy (Keuleers et al., 2016). By operating with a eurocentric percep-
tion of the self, EU foreign policy contributes to the reproduction of hierarchical and
racialised logics rooted in colonial dynamics (Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2013). This
is problematic on normative grounds, but also on pragmatic ones; the EU ought not only
to do better for the inherent value of doing so but simply to remain relevant in an increas-
ingly non-European world. Yet the EU continues to operate with an amnesic perspective
of its colonial legacies (Nicolaïdis, 2015; Pace and Roccu, 2020). In an increasingly
non-European world (Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2013) and in the face of the many cri-
ses befalling the Union today (Nicolaïdis, 2015), how can the EU continue to organise its
foreign policy by ignoring the coloniality of its power, looking more inward then outward
and refusing to acknowledge the enduring influence of its imperial past?

The Mediterranean and the Middle East and North Africa (MENA) are especially
prone to eurocentric tropes, notably for their co-constitutive nature with the EU’s identity
(Fisher-Onar, 2022). The MENA is often portrayed as ‘dangerous’, ‘threatening’ and ‘im-
perfect’ in contrast to an ‘ideal’ EU (Cebeci, 2022). The discursive construction of the EU
as a normative ‘force for good’ (Sen, 2022), leading to hegemonic discursive practices of
the promotion of norms and values (Diez, 2013), builds the image of the EU in opposition
to that of the ‘other’, which by definition is devoid of the norms and values in question,
and consequently ‘inferior’ to the ‘ideal’ EU (Pace, 2002). This representation of the
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region legitimises asymmetrical and securitised approaches to policy (Cebeci, 2022),
which result in problematic and often violent political practices, evident in migration
and border policies (Bouris et al., 2022; İşleyen and Qadim, 2023; Pallister-
Wilkins, 2015). It also induces epistemological violence, discarding all other modes of
knowledge production in favour of the ‘supreme’ western scientific model
(Sabaratnam, 2013).

The failure of the European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) in the so-called ‘southern
neighbourhood’ is linked to its eurocentric character, neglecting the external context
and the agency of ‘others’ (Schumacher and Bouris, 2017). It is thus essential to formulate
attempts to overcome eurocentrism in the region. This article engages with the call for a
decentring ‘turn’ in the study and practice of the EU’s international relations (Fisher-Onar
and Nicolaïdis, 2013) and the imperative nature of such a paradigm shift within the study
of the EU’s relations with the MENA. It draws and elaborates on the three-step heuristic
(provincialising, engagement, reconstruction) introduced by Fisher-Onar and
Nicolaïdis (2013) and further elaborated by Keukeleire and Lecocq (2018). Its conceptual
innovation is that it merges the decentring agenda with Cebeci’s (2022) seminal research
on the discursive construction and securitisation of the MENA. This allows to tailor the
decentring heuristic to the study of EU-MENA relations, thereby enhancing the empirical
applicability of the agenda in order to generate additional evidence for assessing its ana-
lytical value. Its empirical innovation is that it focuses on a case that has remained
under-studied by the decentring literature, namely, Algeria. Not only does it generate
new empirical insights to assess the decentring agenda further but it also does so in a case
wherein decentring lenses have seldom been applied directly. Our main argument is that
when analysed in politico-cultural, socio-economic and security terms, EU-Algeria rela-
tions reflect spatial, normative, polity and disciplinary Eurocentricity, which becomes
manifest in the hierarchical, asymmetrical and securitised nature of this relationship.

The article asks how eurocentrism influences EU foreign policy towards Algeria, in-
vestigating the bilateral relations between both parties from a decentred lens. It starts
by reviewing the relevant literature that prompted the decentring turn before elaborating
on the conceptual innovation fuelling the analytical venture. It then outlines the method-
ological approach and dives into the empirical analysis.

I. Eurocentrism and the Decentring Turn

Several scholars have engaged with the notion (and practice) of Eurocentrism.
Bhambra (2007, p. 5) defines Eurocentrism as the ‘belief, implicit or otherwise, in the world
historical significance of events believed to have developed endogenously within the
cultural-geographical sphere of Europe’. Araújo and Rodriguez Maeso (2015) address
Eurocentrism on its claims of universality and modernity, defining the term as an uncritical
paradigm establishing reality on the bases of Eurocentric biases of historical progress and
political and ethical superiority. Capan (2017, 2018) considers Eurocentrism in its episte-
mic dimension, addressing the concept as a system of knowledge based on the idea of
Western epistemic primacy, which reinforces spatial and temporal Eurocentric biases in
international relations (IR). As such, eurocentrism has multiple incarnations, and our
own approach is closely linked to Sabaratnam’s work, which defines Eurocentrism as
‘the sensibility that Europe is historically, economically, culturally and politically
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distinctive in ways that significantly determine the overall character of world politics’
(Sabaratnam, 2013, p. 261). Sabaratnam focuses on eurocentrism in the critique of liberal
peace and details her conceptualisation with the avatars through which Eurocentrism
manifests itself, namely, cultural (or civilisational) superiority, which posits that the West
is ontologically different from so-called ‘others’, historical hyper-agency, which considers
Europe as the subject and main driver of history, and epistemic supremacy, which deems
that ‘modern’ scientific methods developed in the West are atemporal and universal
(Sabaratnam, 2013).

Decentring approaches emerged in the literature to account for the eurocentric nature
of IR (Keukeleire and Lecocq, 2021). The ‘de-centric’ principle calls to reflect on and
transcend one’s own positionalities and viewpoints to overcome the Western-centricity
of IR (Jørgensen., 2010). Individually, ‘decentring’ is about questioning one’s own as-
sumptions and biases by trying to consider the world from diverging viewpoints. As a
normative inquiry, it is about considering that one’s epistemology and ontology may carry
biases and to acknowledge that those biases may blur one’s perception of the world
(Nayak and Selbin, 2010). As an empirical approach, decentring aims to account for
the perspectives of those that typically lie outside the conventional scope of analysis
but yet may be relevant to better understand world phenomena (Keukeleire and
Lecocq, 2018). It is about giving voice to that or those that are typically silenced,
pluralising the science itself, how it is done and by whom. Lastly, as an epistemic venture,
decentring is about disturbing conventional scientific approaches, including alternative
theoretical reflections and questioning the centricity of Western theories whilst under-
standing their importance (Jørgensen., 2010).

Chakrabarty’s work (Chakrabarty, 2000) on Provincialising Europe foregrounded the
development of the decentring literature. He ventured to decentre the mythicised and
idealised perception of the term ‘Europe’ by debunking ideas of political modernity,
EUniversalism, epistemic supremacy and historicism. Doing so, he articulated a first at-
tempt to decentre Europe, amplifying the call to decentre in the literature. Bhambra (2007)
further criticised the dominant European conception of modernity rendering the perspec-
tives, experiences and claims of ‘others’ invisible. She challenged conventional eurocen-
tric accounts and invited scholars to consider the specificity of Europe’s history,
disassociating its trajectory from a concept of ‘universal (political) modernity’. More re-
cently, Nayak and Selbin (2010) attempted to re-think, re-write and confront the field of
IR, pointing out its Western-centric biases and calling for a decentred IR that does not dis-
regard nor silence the margins. Tickner and Blaney (2012) further mapped decentring av-
enues by trying to bring the ‘international’ back into IR whilst Buzan and Lawson (2015)
addressed IR’s eurocentric myths and assumptions about the international system and its
historical evolution. Bilgin (2010, 2016) also challenged the Western-centricity and euro-
centric character of security studies and IR, inviting scholars to think about global politics
from the perspectives of ‘non-core’ geo-cultural sites. Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis (2013)
have been seminal in developing decentring research conceptually. They proposed a
three-step heuristic (provincialisation, engagement and reconstruction) to guide
decentring attempts analytically. Keukeleire and Lecocq (2018) enhanced the
operationalisation of their work by grafting six sub-categories to the heuristic (spatial,
temporal, normative, polity, linguistic and disciplinary). Wolff et al. (2022) further
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elaborated on the reconstruction step of the decentring heuristic, drawing on Said’s work
and the idea of ‘contrapuntality’ to emphasise mutuality and local empowerment.

This literature built on and prompted what could be pinned as the ‘decentring turn’ in
the field of IR and European Foreign Policy. The decentring imperative has already
changed much of the status quo and has the potential to become a true paradigm shift
in both research and practice. Yet the decentring literature is relatively new and continu-
ously developing. To further advance the field, the literature needs to provide additional
conceptual and empirical inquiries into decentring (Keukeleire and Lecocq, 2018). Empir-
ically, more case studies ought to be explored, applying the decentring approach to assess
its relevance and applicability (Keukeleire and Lecocq, 2018). Conceptually, current de-
velopments ought to be refined further through additional empirical testing and concep-
tual recalibrating (Keukeleire and Lecocq, 2018).

II. Decentring in EU-MENA Relations

Scholars contributed to decentring efforts in the MENA by either directly echoing the
decentring approach or by formulating postcolonial ventures, thereby indirectly advanc-
ing the decentring imperative. The main bodies of literature focused on the normative di-
mension of EU foreign policy (Keukeleire et al., 2021), the study of migration governance
in the region (Fakhoury, 2021; İşleyen and Fakhoury, 2022; İşleyen and Qadim, 2023;
Sadiq and Tsourapas, 2021; Tsourapas, 2021; Zardo and Wolff, 2022) and the study of re-
ligious and neighbourhood governance (Wolff et al., 2022). Scholars also applied postco-
lonial approaches to engage with the complex interdependencies and interconnectedness
within EU-MENA relations (Bouris et al., 2022). Drawing on critical geography,
Bilgic (2022) articulated a complex deconstruction of the spatial discursive creation of
the ‘Middle East’ as a geopolitical ‘truth’. He re-politicised alleged apolitical spaces,
highlighting the eurocentric character of the term itself and of the creation of the Middle
East as a region. Mamadouh (2022) further criticised EU-Middle East relations and
highlighted the asymmetry in the label ‘EU-Middle East relations’, pitting a political or-
ganisation (EU) with an area (Middle East) and thus assuming unequal agency. Through
questioning eurocentric constructions of the spatial, she argues that what hinders multilat-
eral relations in the region, beyond eurocentric assumptions, is the failure of the EU to
clearly define the Middle East geographically.

EU-MENA relations have also been criticised on more theoretical grounds. Pace (2002,
2006, 2014) deconstructed the process of ‘othering’ in the Mediterranean as an essential
practice to shaping the EU’s identity. She emphasised the discursive and geographic con-
struction of the region as such, illustrated by the fluidity of its actual delimitation and
outlined the EU’s discursive markers to continuously characterise the area under common
security markers. Rumelili (2004) analysed processes of othering in Morocco and Turkey,
exploring the EU’s identity construction by understanding how the EU relates to ‘differ-
ence’. Cebeci (2012, 2022) built on these works and posited that the European construc-
tion of the Middle East as the unstable and imperfect ‘other’ not only solidifies its own
ideal representation but also legitimises its asymmetrical and securitised policies in the re-
gion. She conceptualised the three dimensions under which the EU constructs the Middle
East, namely, security, politico-cultural and socio-economic. Fisher-Onar (2022) further
enquired into decentring EU-Middle East relations, arguing that colonial amnesia is not
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only normatively problematic but also practically untenable. She delved into postcolonial
schemes for rethinking EU-Middle East relations, demonstrating the hybrid
co-constitution of the EU and the Middle East and underlying the problematic dynamics
and asymmetries resulting from neglected colonial legacies. Sen (2022) showcased the
enduring influence of these asymmetrical colonial logics, unveiling their embeddedness
in the foundation of the EU and criticising how they continue to animate EU-Middle East
relations today. Finally, through a historical analysis Haugbølle and Mazza (2022) argued
that these colonial dynamics, set in place by the colonial frameworks of the 19th and 20th
century, were instrumental in creating the conditions for the current instability in the re-
gion. Hansen and Jonsson (2014, 2015, 2018) have also done seminal work on EU-Africa
relations especially investigating how Eurafrica and the link between European integra-
tion and colonialism has been completely neglected and also (until recently) been virtu-
ally erased from scholarship.

III. When the Decentring Agenda Meets Cebeci’s Work

Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis (2013) proposed a decentring agenda to guide the growing
body of multidisciplinary literature that aims to think outside of the eurocentric box. Their
heuristic tool builds on postcolonial literature and provides three categories that allow for
both empirical and normative inquiries: provincialisation, engagement and reconstruction
(Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2013, p. 286). Provincialising aims to question conventional
narratives that perceive Europe as culturally distinct from ‘others’, historically
hyper-agentic and epistemologically ‘supreme’. Engaging calls for learning from
non-European perspectives when (de)constructing reality and history. Upon this
‘decentred’ knowledge, reconstruction attempts to renew EU scholarship and praxis,
revitalising EU foreign policy with decentric perspectives in a non-European world.
These dimensions overlap when applied and build upon one another to constitute a
‘decentred’ praxis or study.

Decentring begins with provincialisation (Chakrabarty, 2000), that is, questioning ‘the
myth of civilizational primacy’ (Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2013, p. 286).
Provincialising aims to recognise that European experiences are not universal and to chal-
lenge the assumptions of modernity taking the Western model as the golden standard
(Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2021). But it is also about understanding that European ex-
periences are not homogenous nor disconnected from that of ‘non-Europeans’ (Fisher-
Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2021). Rather, what is considered ‘European’ today is co-constituted
by ‘non-European’ experiences, and vice versa. ‘Europe’ is not universal nor unique; it is
the product of mutually constructed human experiences. Provincialising is a first step to
pluralise our understanding of the world, not negating the European viewpoint but consid-
ering that it is but one amongst many (Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2021). And that, like
others, it is not disconnected to but co-constituted by a plurality of world experiences and
perspectives.

Keukeleire and Lecocq (2018) further operationalised the agenda to connect it more
empirically to the study of the EU’s external relations. They propose six (sub)categories
for decentring: spatial, temporal, normative, polity, linguistic and disciplinary. These cat-
egories can be applied under the dimensions of provincialisation and engagement. The
first five categories are meant to address ontological questions, decentring the material
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context (spatial) as well as immaterial factors (time, norms, polity and language). This can
help grasp ‘difference’ beyond eurocentrism. The sixth category (disciplinary) deals with
epistemological and methodological issues, decentring the study itself aside from what is
being studied.

Whilst the decentring agenda can help conduct empirical research on EU-MENA rela-
tions critically (e.g., Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2021; Keukeleire and Lecocq, 2021), it
remains quite broad as it is purposefully designed to be a generalisable analytical tool. It
is meant to be applicable across contexts and situations, which entails that it does not tai-
lor to any specific empirical site. To best benefit from using the decentring agenda, its
scope of analysis can be specified to match the empirics. To do so, this article merges
Cebeci’s (2022) findings with the decentring agenda, thereby focusing the conceptual in-
quiry of provincialisation on the specific areas through which the MENA is
eurocentrically constructed, namely, politico-cultural, socio-economic and security.

The literature constructs an ‘Ideal Power Europe’, Cebeci argues, through conceiving
the EU as a post-sovereign/postmodern normative model that is by nature exceptionally
different from all others and thus uniquely predisposed and legitimate to dictate the nor-
mative dispositions of the world through its foreign policy (Cebeci, 2012). This domina-
tive or disciplining character of European foreign policy comes into play in the Middle
East, where the conception of the EU as ‘ideal’ is reinforced by that of the Middle East
as ‘imperfect’ (Cebeci, 2022). The discursive construction of the region as ‘out there
and dangerous’, intertwined with Europe through shared history and close geography,
and inside Europe and threatening, further depicts the EU as idyllic in comparison to its
unstable ‘other’ (Cebeci, 2022). Based on the conception of the EU as exceptional, nor-
matively different and unique, combined with the universal assumption of its normative
definitions, European foreign policy is legitimised as a tool to bring European stability
to the unstable Middle East. This in turn justifies the asymmetrical and securitised ap-
proach to the region posited by the EU (Cebeci, 2022).

Cebeci (2022) identifies three dimensions through which the EU constructs the MENA
as its inferior ‘other’, namely, politico-cultural, socio-economic and security. With these
dimensions, she provides an analytical framework upon which to base further studies of
EU-MENA relations from a decentred lens. The conceptual innovation of this article is
to graft Cebeci’s framework on the decentring agenda. The aim is to tailor the decentring
heuristic to the study of EU-MENA relations by complementing it with Cebeci’s insights,
thereby enhancing the analytical value and operationalisation of the conceptual lens.
Decentring categories can be directly oriented towards politico-cultural, socio-economic
and security factors, which allows for a more accurate and effective production of
decentred insights regarding EU-MENA relations specifically.

IV. Case Selection and Methodology

This article analyses the construction of the MENA through the EU’s foreign policy from
a decentred lens. It focuses on the provincialising step of the decentring heuristic to
operationalise the decentring inquiry within a feasible conceptual and empirical frame.
To further narrow down the analytical scope, the analysis focuses on Algeria. The Alge-
rian case is peculiar and illustrative of the colonial amnesia that struck the EU upon its
formation (Algeria disappeared from the European Community as soon as it became
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independent in 1962), making it particularly relevant to analyse in the context of the
decentring imperative. As such, it is compelling to see how the discursive construction
of the country plays out when it comes to markers of stability, given the overwhelming
securitisation of the Mediterranean.

To analyse the bilateral relationship between the EU and Algeria, we adopt a
poststructuralist research strategy which focuses on how different binaries (i.e.,
‘superior’–‘inferior’, ‘teacher’–‘student’ and ‘ideal’–‘imperfect’) are constructed through
various speeches, policies and practices and how they feed into and reproduce the EU’s
hierarchical, asymmetrical and securitised approach towards Algeria. In order to do so,
we connect both the provincialising probe (Fisher-Onar and Nicolaïdis, 2013) and the an-
alytic categories (Keukeleire and Lecocq, 2018) to the empirical compass (Cebeci, 2022).

More specifically, we zoom in on the EU-Algeria Association Agreement (AA) (2005)
and the Renewed Partnership Priorities (RPP) (2017). The EU-Algeria AA constitutes the
legal basis for their relations and the RPP is an official policy document defining the ex-
tent of the bilateral relation between the EU and Algeria. As such, they provide ideal
grounds upon which to examine whether eurocentric patterns continue to influence these
relations. Doing so allows to uncover tropes of eurocentricity in official legal and policy
documents, laying the ground for a decentred study of EU-Algeria relations and the EU’s
role in the MENA at large. One of our main limitations is that there is no ENPAction Plan
signed between the EU and Algeria, which means that no country and/or progress reports
are available for analysis. In order to tackle this limitation, we have analysed EU
documents relating to Algeria, which are only available in French (for example, the report
on the state of EU-Algeria relations 2018–2020: a privileged partnership in a challenging
environment). In order to complement and expand our analysis beyond official docu-
ments, we have also analysed speeches by different EU High Representatives including
Federica Mogherini and Josep Borrell.

V. Provincialising in the Politico-Cultural Dimension

EU discourses in the politico-cultural dimension reflect polity, normative, spatial and dis-
ciplinary eurocentricity. These biases illustrate asymmetrical and hierarchical dynamics
between the centre (the EU) and the periphery (Algeria), constructing the Mediterranean
region as such and entrenching collaboration under security concerns. The discursive
markers of political dialogue, co-operation, human exchanges, human/fundamental rights,
Mediterranean region, regional development, partnership, assistance, institution-building,
rule of law and modernity showcase these findings.

Normative Eurocentricity

The Community and its Member States undertake to pursue their policy of promoting and
safeguarding human rights and fundamental freedoms throughout the world. This is the
legitimate duty of the world community and of all States acting individually or collec-
tively. […] The European Community and its Member States seek universal respect for
human rights. (Leino, 2005, p. 330)

Throughout the years, the EU made both trade and development aid conditional on the
implementation of human rights by third states with the inclusion of ‘essential element
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clauses’, which also form part of the broader EU foreign policy. The practice of this hu-
man rights conditionality though has its roots in the EU’s colonial history and is in itself
asymmetrical and Eurocentric as Leino (2005) has demonstrated.1

Respect for the democratic principles and fundamental human rights established by the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights shall inspire the domestic and international
policies of the Parties and shall constitute an essential element of this Agreement.
(EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 2)

In this article of the EU-Algeria AA, the EU states that respect for democracy and hu-
man rights shall be instrumental in shaping both domestic and international policies of
both parties. This means tying partnership to Western norms that are deemed as universal,
and this does not pertain to a relationship between equals. Rather, it reflects a normative
bias. In other words, Algeria ought to prioritise inherent Western normative constructs
and do so both in its domestic and international policies. One of the very first articles
of the bilateral relation already showcases the asymmetry of norms; ‘partnership’ and
‘collaboration among equals’ entail following Western norms and organising your own
society as such. This asymmetry builds on and contributes to the conception of Western
values as inherently ‘superior’ to all others, which legitimises the EU’s imbalanced ap-
proach towards Algeria and reinforces the construction of an ‘ideal’ EU.2

This example illustrates the EUniversalist bias and the ‘instrumentalization’ of EUro-
pean norms through the EU’s foreign policy. EUniversalism is ‘the belief that norms and
rules developed in the context of EU polity-building and policy-making are largely appli-
cable – even if through necessary adaptation – to different contexts of regional and global
governance’ (Nicolaïdis, 2015). The universality of these norms entails that everyone rec-
ognises them as fundamental, that they are applicable, relevant and indivisible, to all hu-
man beings (Nicolaïdis, 2015). Whilst there are other ‘universal’ traditions such as Islam
or Chinese beliefs in societal values, EUniversalism is peculiar in that it managed to trans-
late its normative project materially, tying norms and rules to economic conditions and as
such projecting a vision for the world in the image of the European project. Algeria ought
to organise both its ‘domestic and international policies’ according to these norms and
rules, should it wishes to enter into a partnership with the EU. The unidimensional nature
of this normative promotion is a clear example of the instrumentalisation of norms
through conditionality along with the eurocentric conception of European norms and rules
as applicable, relevant, and indivisible to all.

Polity Eurocentricity

In their cooperation in the field of justice and home affairs, the Parties shall attach partic-
ular importance to institution-building in the areas of law enforcement and the machinery
of justice. This includes the consolidation of the rule of law. (EU-Algeria AA, 2005,
Article 82)

1For a broader analysis on the human rights project and its subtext that depicts and constructs ‘savages-victims-saviors’, see
Mutua (2001).
2Note that norms and values such as human rights or the rule of law themselves are not discussed here as to whether they
should be pursued or not. Our aim is to problematise their place in the bilateral agreement as they are instrumentalised in
such a way to form an inherently asymmetrical relationship between the parties, which is very similar to the colonial prac-
tice and reminds one of the mission civilisatrice.
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This article reflects polity eurocentric assumptions. Co-operation ought to be con-
ducted around enforcing Western polity standards, focusing on ‘institution-building’
and the ‘consolidation of the rule of law’. Co-operation means enforcing Western systems
of governing society into your own. The approach is essentially a transfer of ‘best Euro-
pean practices’, proposing to strengthen the Algerian system by institutionalising Euro-
pean governing structures. This polity prioritisation reflects asymmetrical and hierarchical
dynamics in the EU’s approach to the bilateral relation. The ‘partnership’ is one between
‘teacher and student’,3 wherein the former spreads its own ways of governing society to
teach the latter on how to reinforce its own systems.

The imposition of EU ‘best practices’ regarding institution-building can especially be
seen in the Union’s twinning policies as they oblige the beneficiary/partner country to
‘mobilise its staff, demonstrate enduring commitment and ownership and take on board
changes and best practices in a sustainable way’ (European Commission, 2022). The
EU itself underlines that ‘twinning projects are implemented with a view to the manda-
tory results achieved’ and that ‘twinning relies on “learning by doing” and sharing of best
practices’.4 This proves the argument here that the EU’s imposition of its standards and
‘best practices’ pertains to a teacher–student relationship that is inherently asymmetrical
and colonial. Furthermore, the EU does not take into consideration the countries’
politico-cultural and socio-economic dynamics when it imposes its own standards on
them. Algeria is one of the ‘beneficiaries’ of the EU’s twinning instrument that ‘aims at
upgrading the administrative capacities of the public administration of a partner country
through the training of its staff and the support to the reorganisation of its structure’ (Eu-
ropean Commission, 2022). This surely involves ‘the approximation of national laws, reg-
ulations and quality standards’ of the partner countries to those of EU member states, and
this is done ‘in the framework of Cooperation or Association agreements signed with the
EU’.

This polity bias contributes to the construction of the EU as ‘ideal’ in relation to an
‘imperfect’ and ‘unstable’ Algeria. Building on EUniversal assumptions, it legitimises
its own polity standards as universal and thereby depicts the self as ideal. In contrast,
the Algerian counterpart ought to enforce these standards in its own society for they will
inevitably reinforce the country and solve the issues encountered with justice and home
affairs. This eurocentric assumption further contributes to the hierarchical positioning of
the two partners, where one’s polity standards are universal whilst the others are to be re-
placed entirely by the latter for its own is inevitably inferior to the universal. The impo-
sition of these ‘best practices’ is not only Eurocentric but also colonial.5 As Khakee (2022,
p. 104) also puts it: ‘The EU, by omitting European state colonial violence and systematic
denial and breaches of human rights, rather than atoning for them (or, as a first step,
recognising them), retains ‘moral superiority’ over currently less democratic and human
rights-abiding former colonies’.

Instead of trying to understand the Algerian society deeply, taking into account the
continued impact of the colonial legacies on Algerian governing systems and culture,
the EU simply advocates for a transfer of best European practices. Scholars argue that

3On the ‘teacher-student’ analogy, see also Cassarino (2014, pp. 118–119).
4Emphasis in the original.
5On the relationship between legal colonisation and legal globalisation, see Sesay (2020).
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the current instability in Algeria is to some degree due to the colonial trauma of the
French occupation and the deep permeation of the French colonial governing structures
and culture that continue to influence the Algerian society today (Jarvis, 2021). Yet the
current European approach remains blind to history.

Polity and normative biases are also evident in the ‘Rapport sur l’etat des relations
UE-Algerie dans le cadre de la PEV renouvelee’ (2020). The document mirrors what is
prioritised in European political structures (fight against corruption, freedom of associa-
tion, participative democracy and civil participation in public affairs, freedom of the
press, public sphere and media as well as freedom to form unions) (Rapport sur l’etat
des relations UE-Algerie dans le cadre de la PEV renouvelee, 2020). There is also norma-
tive bias towards values defining what is European, that is, individual freedom and rights,
equality of sexes and non-discrimination of sexes and children’s rights. As such, the anal-
ysis of this document attests to the promotion of the ‘centre vs the periphery’ idea, the
‘transfer of European best practices as a means for modernizing’, by considering Algeria’s
development through European lenses of what is typically done in Europe in terms of po-
litical structures and normative values. The document does not consider the other half of
the picture, the Algerian side and its unique political, cultural and societal features and
sensitivities.

The same polity and normative biases can also be found in a speech by former EU
High Representative Federica Mogherini:

These principles include all fundamental freedoms … in the current moment, it is
important that all the different actors in Algeria can enjoy these rights … this is exactly
the message we have constantly and consistently conveyed to our Algerian partners
and interlocutors, at all levels, over these months. (Mogherini, 2019)

The colonial tone and connotations are again evident here: the EU has been trying
‘constantly and consistently’ to ‘teach’ Algeria, but the latter is unwilling or incapable
of learning.

Disciplinary and Spatial Eurocentricity

Cooperation shall be aimed at: (a) encouraging the establishment of permanent links be-
tween the Parties’ scientific communities, notably by means of: — the access of Algeria
to Community technological research and development programmes, in conformity with
Community provisions concerning the participation of third countries in those
programmes […] (b) strengthening research capacity in Algeria; (c) stimulating techno-
logical innovation, the transfer of new technologies and know-how, implementation of
technological research and development projects […] (d) encouraging all activities aimed
at establishing synergy at regional level. (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 51)

The hierarchical dynamic of the bilateral relation even reaches the realm of science, il-
lustrating disciplinary eurocentricity. ‘Cooperation’ on a scientific level entails ‘the access
of Algeria’ to Community (that is, the EU) resources and ‘development’ programmes, fol-
lowing Community standards (that is, European standards), all of which is meant to
‘strengthen’ research capacity in Algeria. The EU’s approach to scientific co-operation
is highly asymmetrical. Even when it comes to science, the EU does not manage to estab-
lish equal footings in its discourse but rather continuously projects itself as the leading
partner.
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The approach is once more a transfer of best European practices. The text directly
mentions the ‘transfer’ of ‘know-how’, aimed at ‘stimulating’, ‘implementation’ and
‘development’. The term ‘know-how’ itself is telling of the ‘teacher-student’ dynamic,
inducing that the EU literally knows how to do science and ought to share that expertise
with those that do not know, or at least know less. This builds on and contributes to the
EUniversal conception of Western epistemology. For it is inherently superior to all other
epistemologies, it ought to be enforced universally and tying its enforcement to
economic conditionality is perfectly legitimate. Another perspective is to see this as
neocolonial promotion of Western epistemology by means of economic conditionality.
Instead of considering Algeria as an equal partner with which to collaborate scientifi-
cally, the EU continues to position itself as the superior partner, even in the realm of
science.

This asymmetry in the scientific realm also contributes to the eurocentric creation of
space. The discourse clearly sets the ‘Community’ against ‘third countries’, thereby con-
structing space eurocentrically with Europe as the epistemic centre. This also contributes
to the construction of the Mediterranean region as such. The text refers to ‘establishing
synergy at regional level’, which illustrate the discursive regionalisation of Algeria and
the Mediterranean. Interestingly, disciplinary eurocentricity contributes to the eurocentric
construction of space.

VI. Provincialising in the Socio-Economic Dimension

EU discourses in the socio-economic dimension reflect polity, spatial and normative
eurocentricity. These biases illustrate the asymmetrical distinction between the centre
(the EU) and the periphery (Algeria and the Med) and showcase the hierarchical dynamic
of the partnership, built on the assumption that European best practices will apply to and
reinforce the Algerian context. These findings are demonstrated by the discursive markers
of socio-economic dialogue, co-operation, Mediterranean region, regional development,
partnership, promotion of trade, free trade area, economic integration, liberalisation, assis-
tance and modernity.

Economic Co-Operation: Polity and Spatial Eurocentricity

Cooperation shall be aimed at: (a) encouraging or supporting measures designed to pro-
mote direct investment and industrial partnership ventures in Algeria; (b) encouraging
direct cooperation between the Parties’ economic operators, including cooperation in
the context of access for Algeria to Community business networks and decentralised co-
operation networks; (c) backing the effort to modernise and restructure Algeria’s public
and private sector industry […]; (d) fostering the development of small- and medium-sized
enterprises; (e) fostering an environment which favours private initiative, with the aim of
stimulating and diversifying output for the domestic and export markets; (f) making the
most of Algeria’s human resources and industrial potential through better use of policy
in the fields of innovation and research and technological development; (g) supporting
the restructuring of industry and the industrial upgrading programme with a view to
the creation of the free trade area so as to make products more competitive; (h) contrib-
uting to the development of exports of Algerian manufactures. (EU-Algeria AA, 2005,
Article 53)
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The polity eurocentricity of the policy regarding economic matters is evident in this
article. The EU’s approach is essentially to transfer ‘know-how’, much like in the polit-
ico-cultural dimension, as a way to bolster the Algerian side. Co-operation is oriented to-
wards liberalising the Algerian economy, applying Western polity practices of ‘promoting
direct investments and industrial partnership’, ‘fostering the development of SMEs’,
favouring ‘private initiative’, ‘diversifying output’, establishing a ‘free trade area to make
products more competitive’ or ‘developing exports’. The EU aims to help Algeria stabi-
lise ‘by the process of liberalising Algeria’s economy as a whole, and more particularly
by the liberalisation of trade between Algeria and the Community’ (EU-Algeria
AA, 2005, Article 48). This encompasses concepts of free trade and free trade area(s),
economic integration, modernisation of the economy, upgrading/restructuring economic
infrastructures/industries and privatisation (see Articles 6, 37, 57, 58, 59, 61, and 79).
In this dimension, the asymmetric dynamic of the partnership is prevalent. The EU offers
‘access for Algeria to Community business networks’, ‘modernising and restructuring
Algeria’s public and private sector industry’ or ‘supporting the restructuring of industry
and the industrial upgrading programme’. Whilst it is a partnership, the relation between
the EU and Algeria is explicitly one-sided; co-operation is meant to ‘support’ Algeria in
‘achieving sustainable economic and social development’ (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article
47). Discursive markers of ‘assistance’ are prevalent across the policy and showcase this
dynamic.

This polity eurocentricity builds on and contributes to the EUniversalist bias. European
governing structures are considered uniquely superior and thus ought to be applied uni-
versally to different socio-economic contexts as a magic recipe for economic success. In-
terestingly, even the definition of economic success is defined under European standards.
Article 80 states that the goal is to ‘create an economic environment conducive to faster
growth and enhanced social welfare’ (EU-Algeria AA, 2005), thereby defining success
following European governing standards. Not only are Western concepts of privatisation
and free trade put forward as the golden standard for economic success, even in a different
socio-economic context like Algeria, but the definition of success itself even follows
Western conceptions. The polity bias in the socio-economic dimension is also evident
in the ‘Rapport sur l’etat des relations UE-Algerie’ (2020, p. 7) where the analysis of Al-
gerian economic development is measured by gross domestic product growth, budgetary
deficit, diversification of investments, access to finance and modernisation of the financial
sector. The document also includes arguments about ‘transfer of best practices as a means
for modernizing’, which reflects the idea of Europe and, de facto, European standards as
defining modernity, further reinforcing the understanding of third country development as
a centripetal approach where the rest invariably has to conform to the ways and norms of
the centre to achieve modernity.

This polity prioritisation also ingrains itself under security pretences, illustrating spa-
tial eurocentricity and securitisation biases. ‘Cooperation shall foster economic integra-
tion within the Maghreb group of countries using any measures likely to further such re-
lations within the region’ (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 48). The EU emphasises the
importance of regional development, building on the discursive construction of the Med-
iterranean as a region within which Algeria can foster stability by means of integration
and free trade. This further illustrates the continuous security emphasis of the bilateral re-
lation. It also showcases the eurocentric conception of space, constructing the
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Mediterranean region as such and reinforcing the duality between the EU and the Medi-
terranean under stabilisation dynamics, which reinforces the ‘ideal’ representation of the
EU in contrast to its unstable ‘other’.

The securitisation tone can be found in one of the EU High Representative’s state-
ments where he declares ‘a firm intention to step up relations and make the most of the
opportunities offered by the EU-Algeria partnership. We are already doing a lot together,
but we can do even more, bilaterally and for the region. The EU’s stability and prosperity
cannot be guaranteed if our neighbours are not themselves stable and prosperous’
(Borrell, 2020). The statement continues by arguing that ‘Algeria is particularly important
not just because of its size and its role in the region throughout Africa but because of the
ties that bind us’ directly, thus also echoing the colonial links.

Social Co-Operation: Normative and Polity Eurocentricity

1. The Parties recognise the importance of social development, which must go hand in
hand with economic development. They will give priority to respect for fundamental so-
cial rights. 2. [ … ] In this context, the following shall be priority measures: (a) contrib-
uting to the improvement of living conditions, job creation and the development of train-
ing in areas from which emigrants come; [ … ] (d) promoting the role of women in the
economic and social development process through education and the media […] (f) im-
proving the social welfare and health systems; […] (j) promoting respect for human rights
in the socio-professional context. (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 74)

Social co-operation reflects normative and polity eurocentricity. To promote social de-
velopment, the EU prioritises ‘fundamental social and human rights’ and ‘the role of
women’ in the socio professional context, values characteristic of the European system.
Following this normative prioritisation, the EU advocates for polity areas that reflect what
European governments apply domestically, namely, ‘improving living conditions, job cre-
ation and the development of training’, ‘social development through education and the
media’ and ‘improving the social welfare and health systems’. This example showcases
the approach prevalent throughout the policy, that is, transferring best European practices
to the Algerian side and ensuring greater conformity of Algeria with Community stan-
dards. This further illustrates the asymmetrical dynamic of the partnership, which is also
present when it comes to social co-operation.

The imbalanced nature of the normative prioritisation, meaning that it only considers
the European side and omits the Algerian perspective, raises concerns about the reproduc-
tion of European biases through its development policies. The EU’s polity eurocentricity
of promoting social/human rights and the role of women in the socio-economic sphere by
applying what the EU preaches – that is ‘education’, ‘the media’, ‘social welfare’ and
‘health systems’ – may also transfer existing biases and issues associated with these di-
mensions in the EU itself. For instance, by transferring its expertise regarding the promo-
tion of the role of women, the EU might reproduce its own binary logics, ignoring the di-
versity of gender, sexuality and intersectionality (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 78). This
echoes the postcolonial account that points out the deep permeation of European norms
and practices within Algerian society. The colonial system enforced by France was not
only overtly coercive and racialised but also ingrained racial and hierarchical dynamics
within the Algerian society itself. As Fanon (1961) pointed out, the power of the former
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coloniser state was much deeper than its mere institutional forms; it infiltrated the very
social patterns defining Algerian society. As such, the current eurocentric development
policies of the EU towards Algeria bear the risk of permeating the country not only for
what the EU considers normatively positive but also for what it fails to account for.

VII. Provincialising in the Security Dimension

EU discourses in the security dimension illustrate polity, normative and spatial
eurocentricity. These biases reflect the consistent securitisation of Algeria and of the Med-
iterranean throughout the policy, which is constructed as the rationale behind the bilateral
co-operation, that is, stabilising the country and the region. These findings are demon-
strated by the discursive markers of security dialogue, promotion of co-operation, pros-
perity, peace, stability, solidarity, the construction of the Mediterranean region and the
promotion of regional development.

The Securitisation Bias: Polity and Normative Eurocentricity

An interesting starting point to illustrate the security emphasis as inherent to the bilateral
relation itself is to textually compare articles addressing cross-border security policies. On
the one hand, Article 83 that refers to the movement of persons is 1 paragraph, 2
sentences and 79 words long. On the other hand, Article 84 that deals with
co-operation in the prevention and control of illegal immigration/readmission is 3 para-
graphs and 229 words long. This simple example displays how even the space allocated
to text is telling of the focus on security in the EU’s foreign policy. And this point is fur-
ther amplified by the subsequent articles 86, 87, 89, 90 and 91, which, respectively, tackle
organised crime, money laundering, drug trafficking, terrorism and corruption. In com-
parison to the pale 79 words mentioned about free movement of persons between the
two territories, the negative emphasis of security issues is clearly predominant.

The human dimension of the bilateral co-operation was also reemphasised in the
RPP (2017), only this time under more positive terms. Instead of primarily targeting is-
sues with migration flows, the focus was re-allocated towards mobility, the right to asy-
lum, improving citizens’ conditions of movement, cultural and inter-religious dialogue
and rights of migrant workers (RPP, 2017, pp. 82/13–14, point V). In terms of issues with
illegal migration, the agreement posits a more productive approach, proposing a renewed
collaboration to address the roots of such migratory flows rather than the outcome,
thereby allocating more attention in the regions with high migratory pressure
(RPP, 2017). This shift of approach, resulting in greater attention given to positive human
collaboration, can be interpreted as showcasing the previous problematic biases of EU
foreign policy and the resulting failure of the policy to adequately conduct co-operation,
illustrated by this change of direction. Previously focusing most of the EU’s attention on
negative aspects of migratory flows can be seen as the result of the securitisation assump-
tion of Algeria as part of the construction of the ‘dangerous Mediterranean other’.

Polity and normative eurocentricity are reflected regarding how to address the afore-
mentioned security issues. For instance, tackling organised crime ‘may include training
and improving the effectiveness of the authorities and bodies responsible for fighting
and preventing crime’ (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 86), which showcases the
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asymmetrical transfer of know-hows and ‘teacher-student’ logic. The following article
mentions that combating money laundering shall occur through ‘training’, ‘support’ and
‘strengthening of existing institutions’, including ‘administrative and technical assistance
with the purpose of adopting and implementing suitable standards against money laun-
dering equivalent to those adopted by the Community’ (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article
87). This further reflects the asymmetrical and hierarchical discursive markers prevalent
throughout the policy, whilst also illustrating the conformity bias to European standards.

Security Concerns as the Backdrop of Co-Operation

1. A regular political and security dialogue shall be established between the Parties. It
shall help build lasting links of solidarity between the partners which will contribute to
the prosperity, stability and security of the Mediterranean region and bring about a cli-
mate of understanding and tolerance between cultures. 2. Political dialogue and cooper-
ation are intended in particular to: […] (c) contribute to consolidating security and stabil-
ity in the Euro- Mediterranean region. (EU-Algeria AA, 2005, Article 3)

Article 3, opening up the policy on the very first page, echoes what has been described
in the analysis so far as the continued spatial eurocentricity of the discursive construction
of the Mediterranean as a homogenous political and geographic region. Interestingly, the
securitisation of the Mediterranean is the red thread that keeps on recurring throughout the
bilateral agreement between the EU and Algeria. The first articles of the AA render this
clear at the outset of the document, referring to co-operation as a ‘regular political and se-
curity dialogue’ aiming to help build ‘solidarity’ between the two parties that will bolster
‘the prosperity, stability and security of the Mediterranean region’. Point (c) of Article 3
illustrates this best, stating that political dialogue and co-operation is intended to ‘contrib-
ute to consolidating security and stability in the Euro-Mediterranean region’. This further
constructs the Mediterranean as such and emphasises the importance of
trans-Mediterranean stability. Article 4 also states that ‘political dialogue shall cover all
issues of common interest to the Parties, in particular the conditions required to ensure
peace, security and regional development through support for cooperation’ (EU-Algeria
AA, 2005, Article 4). This is continuously illustrated in the policy, with the text relating
both politico-cultural and socio-economic matters to security imperatives. Article 47, for
instance, states that ‘economic cooperation is in keeping with the objectives set out in the
Barcelona Declaration’, showcasing that economic co-operation is in line with the polit-
ical and security partnership established in 1995 to ensure a common area of peace and
stability in the Mediterranean. In short, the policy aims to bolster peace and security in
the so-called ‘southern neighbourhood’, evidently for European concerns of stabilising
its own borders.

What is also interesting to note is the continuity of the securitisation of the region. As
argued by Pace (2014), whilst the EU advertised a change of approach regarding its rela-
tions with the so-called ‘Southern neighbourhood’, it failed to enact meaningful change
and account for its limitations. The RPP established in 2017 between the EU and
Algeria echo Pace’s argument. The document in question was developed to evaluate
the evolution of the bilateral relation initiated in 2005. Both parties drafted and agreed
upon a new set of priorities for their partnership. In the introduction of this document,
the text states that ‘the EU and Algeria have agreed to consolidate their partnership by

Francois Barbieux and Dimitris Bouris1152

© 2024 The Author(s). JCMS: Journal of Common Market Studies published by University Association for Contemporary European Studies and John Wiley & Sons
Ltd.

 14685965, 2025, 4, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/jcm

s.13688 by U
va U

niversiteitsbibliotheek, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [30/07/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



agreeing on a set of priorities for the period 2017-2020, with the aim of supporting and
strengthening Algeria’s resilience and stability’ (RPP, 2017, p. 82/9). The text later af-
firms that ‘Algeria and the EU’s ambition is to develop an enhanced global and multifac-
eted partnership in the face of common development and security challenges’ (RPP, 2017,
p. 82/10). Evidently, from 2005 to 2017, the prevalence of security concerns has not
changed. Whether or not this accurately describes the geo-political environment of
Algeria and the Mediterranean countries, the concerns are still predominant. Given that
ensuring increasing stability and security was already the underlying focus of the AA
in 2005, it does raise questions about why the status quo has failed to change. Whether
that is due to the failure of the policy to achieve its purpose, or to the securitisation bias
of the policy in the first place, the evolution of the bilateral co-operation clearly remains
heavily securitised. Another more recent example includes the Joint Communication ‘A
New Agenda for the Mediterranean’ (European Commission, 2021), which argues that bi-
lateral AAs between the EU and southern Mediterranean countries established for the
overarching purpose of ‘turning the Med basin into an area of dialogue, exchange and co-
operation, guaranteeing peace, stability and prosperity’ (European Commission, 2021).
This again showcases both the security bias underscoring the EU-Algerian partnership
but also the spatial bias considering a partnership with Algeria as a vessel to achieving
greater peace and stability in the ‘southern mediterranean region’ as a whole.

The ‘Rapport sur l’état des relations UE-Algerie’ (2020) provides additional evidence
of spatial and security bias. ‘The stabilizing role of Algeria in maintaining the security in a
troubled geopolitical neighbouring landscape, notable in the Sahel, is recognized and ap-
preciated by the EU’ (Rapport sur l’état des relations UE-Algerie, 2020, p. 13, original
text in French, authors’ translation). This point is further reinforced on page 14 where it
is stated that ‘the EU follows with great interest Algeria’s involvement in regional coop-
eration, including the Union for the Mediterranean, the 5&5 dialogue, which, along with
the Arab Maghreb Union, constitute privileged regional fora to deepen regional integra-
tion and advance towards a zone of prosperity, democracy, and security for all’ (Rapport
sur l’état des relations UE-Algerie, 2020). This statement reflecting the security role of
Algeria in the region includes the crises in Mali and Libya, the fight against terrorism
and the non-proliferation of nuclear capabilities.

Conclusion

When analysed in politico-cultural, socio-economic and security terms, EU-Algeria rela-
tions reflect spatial, normative, polity and disciplinary Eurocentricity, which becomes
manifest in the hierarchical, asymmetrical and securitised nature of this relationship.
EU discourses display asymmetrical and hierarchical logics between the centre (the
EU) and the periphery (Algeria). Bilateral co-operation is articulated following a
‘teacher-student’ standpoint, with the EU positioned as ‘superior’ than Algeria by virtue
of ‘greater’ economic, social, political and cultural substance. A dynamic of centripetal
primacy is identified where the ‘rest’ almost invariably has to conform to the ‘centre’ as
the ‘centre’ holds greater expertise over the ‘rest’ in most arenas, be it political, cultural,
social or economic. Subsequent biases can be identified regarding the policies put forward
to reform Algerian sectors. Western concepts and ideas echoing a neoliberal foreign pol-
icy approach – such as liberalisation, integration, free trade and the rule of law – are
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applied asymmetrically to Algeria, with the greater purpose of conforming the
politico-cultural and the socio-economic to European standards in order to ensure greater
peace, stability, prosperity and security. This illustrates the recurring and dominant
securitisation of the country and of the region, security concerns being the backdrop of
bilateral co-operation.

This article contributes to the literature by developing a new analytical framework to
study EU-Algeria relations from a decentred perspective. Doing so, it attempts to advance
the decentring debate by providing a framework that tailors decentring lenses to a specific
analytical site, namely, the MENA. This allows the decentring agenda to gain specificity
in analysis and therefore analytical value rather than remaining a generally applicable
tool. More broadly, this article showcases the deep rooted eurocentricity of foreign policy
and the inherent biases through which EU policy-makers look at the world and articulate
their relations with it. Colonial dynamics, notably EUniversalism, remain present within
the EU’s external relations and continue to reproduce asymmetrical logics. Time has
come to acknowledge the past and recognise its enduring avatars, not only for the ethical
imperative of doing so but also for the sake of European relevance and legitimacy in an
increasingly non-European world. EU foreign policy continues to reflect colonial dynam-
ics, evident in the MENA. EU foreign policy is built from European lenses only and omits
the perspective of those which the policy address, the ‘foreign’. It is time to listen to the
‘margins’ and recognise the problematic prevalence of eurocentrism. Only so can we fos-
ter more ethical and pragmatic footings upon which to ground international relations
further.
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