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Reclaim the Manifesto of Ventotene!

At celebrations marking the 60th anniversary of the Treaty of Rome last year, the
praises of European integration were sung loudly.

Considering the deep cracks in the foundation of the European edifice, we saw
little reason to celebrate.

These cracks have been a result of the current EU policy direction in which compe-
tition prevails over solidarity, austerity over investment and isolation over integration
- and in which democracy is being replaced by ‘governance’.

The increasing influence of reactionary forces which openly fuel resentment,
discord and hate, and challenge an open-minded perspective for Europe, calls for
resistance.

The idea of European integration emerged from anti-fascist movements. Sev-
enty-five years ago, the authors of the Ventotene Manifesto criticised the autarkic
economy trying to escape from political regulation and democratic participation, and
pre-empted the political battle against the totalitarian side of neoliberalism.

As a starting point for a joint debate, we propose to reclaim the Ventotene Man-
ifesto, which in our opinion represents one of the most important contributions to
European integration.

EU leaders take this manifesto for granted and use it for their agenda. They con-
cealed that Spinelli and his fellow inmates envisioned a socialist integration that
would guarantee human freedom and prevent future wars between states in Europe.

Given the current development of the EU, we see a critical reappropriation of the
Manifesto of Ventotene, in a post-Fordist world, as necessary.

Much has changed since the Manifesto was published. Growing inequality between
the different world regions together with climate change and globalisation in all its
forms represent new challenges today.

New questions arise which left and progressive forces must face. Do we need
new forms of resistance, new utopias, a new culture of transnational cooperation?
How can we combine local action with a global framework? What are the relevant
political subjects needed for the necessary change on the local, regional, national
European and global level?

We admire the Manifesto of Ventotene for its clear analysis and identification
of the necessary actors for change, together with its linguistic power to promote a
peaceful and socialist future.

Seventy-seven years after the Ventotene Manifesto, people are being imprisoned
again on islands in the Mediterranean. It is our job to end this inhumane policy. It is
time for a new common, leftist vision of a solidary and socialist Europe.



Last year we called for this historic document to be used as the basis for a lively
and self-reflexive debate.

Together with Spinelli's daughter Barbara, we have asked left-wing intellectuals
from several EU member states to reassess the Manifesto of Ventotene.

Their visions, thoughts and ideas, are published in this e-book. It is as part of our
contribution to a general debate.

Our enormous gratitude goes of course to all the authors who joined us for this
project. Without them we could not have initiated this debate.

Gabi Zimmer, Barbara Spinelli, Helmut Scholz, Marisa Matias, Dimitrios Papadimoulis,
Martina Michels, Josu Juaristi, Marie-Christine Vergiat, Thomas Handel, Cornelia Ernst,
Stelios Kouloglou, Merja Kyllonen, Curzio Maltese.



Thoughts on the conditions for the discussion

on a promising future for Europe
By Michalis Spourdalakis

Although it is not a completely unexpected development, the ‘present of Europe’
seems increasingly contradictory. Indeed, recently, the contradictions and the rele-
vant accompanying reactions have seriously challenged the ‘future of Europe’. This
finding is commonplace not only for those who, against their stated internationalism,
suffered from chronic and acute euro-scepticism, but also for those starting from a
completely different logic: the progress of society can only be based on solidarity
that goes beyond national borders.

The latter was the main reason for the renewed radical left to support European
integration. The only prospect for our suffering continent, particularly after the expe-
rience of war, is the vision of a pacifist Europe which plans and pursues its prosperity
through its integration processes and institutions. Taking into account this strategic
goal, the recent negative developments (the exit of the United Kingdom from the EU,
the rise of nationalism and the extreme right, the frequency of terrorist phenomena,
the standardisation of the financial gap between North and South, the apparent rise
of anirrational and polysemic euro-scepticism, etc.) have raised absolutely valid ques-
tions for the positive prospect of the EU. For this reason, the initiative ‘Progressive
Caucus’, of all the progressive powers of the Parliament, i.e. of all those who worry
about the exceptionally negative dynamics of the current circumstances, is more
than welcome; it is necessary.

Nevertheless, the interventions of the opinion-formers (politicians, journalists,
special researchers, academics) seem to focus almost always on particular phenom-
ena, contradictions and malaise related to the above developments.' Neither the
imbalance between the competencies of the Union, its often irrational bureaucracy,
the shortcomings of the leadership, the financial competition presented as the usual
interpretation to the phenomena of racism and nationalism nor finally the calls to deal
with the ‘democratic deficit’ can deal holistically with the obvious substantial or maybe
even complete collapse of the European project. On the contrary, the seriousness,
the depth and the scope of the challenges that the EU faces cannot be dealt with
just with scattered ideas, no matter how good and inventive those are, since they

! This observation refers not only to those who make mainstream interventions but also to those
who would be expected to have a more in-depth approach. For example: Solty Ingar, ‘After ‘Brexit’:
A Social-Democratic Re-Founding of Europe? Critical remarks on the new post-‘Brexit’ strategy
paper by Sigmar Gabriel and Martin Schulz, The Bullet, No 1277, 30 June 2016
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are usually based on the established (usually technocratic) framework of the Union
and the political and social powers that seem to lead in the EU.

This is exactly why I believe that, in order to be successful, the discussion which
opens with the initiative of the ‘Progressive Caucus’ must be based on a framework
of conditions which will be able to deal with the issue of the future of ‘Europe’ with
‘realistic radicalism’, without ignoring the ‘realistic’ problem of the current circum-
stances. The framework of this discussion must comprise certain assumptions. These
assumptions, although often obvious, do not seem to be taken into account, and are
largely absent from the framework of the relative discussions. Hence, their effec-
tiveness is limited since it seems that they fail to result in a comprehensive proposal
which will make use of the proposals that are already on the agenda, thus limiting
the successful outcome of the proposals which may result from it, and from other
related processes and initiatives. | will briefly mention below the most important, in
my opinion, although introductory, assumptions of this project.

1. ‘The EU must change’.

As mentioned, this opinion is commonplace. However, it must be ensured that the
change pursued, in addition to ensuring the democratic direction of these changes
in terms of regulation, should also move, if possible, outside the established limits.
In other words, consent with the statement ‘Europe must change’ as a process and
as a content should not be limited to any (radical or limited) reforms or arrangements
of the established networks, institutions and practices. On the contrary, it must
completely challenge the ‘European perspective’, leaving open the possibility to re-
found the European idea of solidarity, peace and prosperity on a completely different
basis. Therefore, despite the rational reservations that one may raise regarding said
‘re-foundation’, the discussion must also include its regulatory values, otherwise the
project will not be successful.?

2. The EU must not be identified with ‘Europe’.

The frequent identification of the Union with Europe has multiple consequences
and limits an in-depth discussion. A distinction is not required only for the obvious
reasons, i.e. that the EU is an institutionally established supranational organisation,
while Europe, in addition to defining a geographical area, exceeds the EU limits. The
term ‘Europe’, despite the historical extremities and the contradictions recorded in
the historical course of the Enlightenment, includes, at least associatively, a frame-
work of regulatory and aesthetic values that will not delimit the relevant discussion
in this regard. On the contrary, the EU, despite the initial declarations, particularly

2 Indicatively see Golemis Charis, ‘Europe is in danger, the left must react’, (in Greek), Epochi,
21 February 2017.
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during the last thirty years approximately, has been identified with a system of market
values which undermines, if not cancels, a progressive, left and socialist version of
the Enlightenment.

3. Europe is not a Gaulish village.

In addition to avoiding the well-known Eurocentrism, an essential condition for relevant
discussion is the acknowledgement of the framework that establishes what we have
learnt to describe as ‘globalisation’, which is nothing more than all the processes
aiming at capitalistic integration on a global scale. It is not possible for the relevant
process to ignore the facts created by globalisation.?

The latter is particularly important since, in regulatory terms, these facts are in the
opposite direction from the one obviously pursued by progressive forces. Said facts
are a) the realisation that since the 1960s, and particularly after the fall of the Wall
(1989), the planet is undergoing a general homogenisation, both in terms of culture
and social organisation, where the element of politics is just one dimension; b) the
huge deregulations, with state intervention being limited to the economy, thus trans-
forming the sovereignty of the nation-state; c) the transformation of the relationship
between time and space; d) the transformation of labour and labour relations, resulting
in new phenomena of inequality (poor employees, shrinking of the middle class, etc.)
and a modification of the constitutional framework for social subjects and related
social alliances; and, finally, e) the daily realisation that the entirety of the processes
that we call ‘globalisation’ produces and increasingly ‘fuels’ multi-dimensional crises.

The realism that may be underlying the above realisations cannot lead to them being
accepted nor, in particular, to the passive processing of initiatives by the dominant
political and financial elites. Consequently, the relevant discussion for a prominent
and progressive future for the EU cannot lack a special reference to the coordination
of a pan-European battle against the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership
(TTIP) and CETA.* In this regard, the important political and organisational experience
of the global and European social fora, an innovative experience of political mobilisa-
tion, is valuable and must be utilised.

4. Democracy is not an ethical or procedural issue.

The frequent voices on the notorious ‘democratic deficit’ or for institutions’ informal
and/or arbitrary modus operandi cannot exhaust the relevant discussions on the issue
of democracy. While, of course, it should not be ignored, the demand for flawless
modus operandi of the democratic process must not delimit the necessary discussion

3 Balibar E. ‘More than ever: For a different Europe! Positions of August 2015’, in Baier W. and
others (ed.) The Europe enigma, Athens, Nisos Publications, 2016.

4 See European Parliamentary Group GUE/NGL, CETA: TTIP in Canadian disguise, Institute N.
Poulantzas, 2017 & Rossman Peter, ‘Unpacking CETA’, The Bullet, No 1311, 5 October 2016.
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on democracy. This discussion must be long-term and must include the issue of the
quality of the Union’s institutions and policies. In other terms, the discussion must
not be limited to the obvious ‘democratic deficit’ but examine whether, for example,
the Single European Act of 1986, the Maastricht Treaty of 1992 and the foundation
of EMU, which established the neoliberal doctrine, in fact contributed to a structurally
undemocratic Union. Consequently, the historical, political and organisational devel-
opment of the EU should be fully re-examined, since it seems that, during the current
crisis, it leads to the logic that ‘there is no alternative’ - the notorious TINA - which
legitimises the so-called ‘economic governance’ of the ‘existing European Integra-
tion’. Policies that favour ‘post-democratic’ practices and institutions, delimiting the
democratic acquis not only at EU level, but also at Member States level.

Given that, and taking into account that such developments in the last few years
seem to fuel the populism of a nationalist extreme right which somehow seems to be
taking centre stage in many Member States, the answers to the problem cannot be
limited to a mere more rational rearrangement of the Union’s representative institu-
tions.® On the contrary, the latter, which is of course part of the answer, must meet
the acquis of the multi-level, multi-dimensional and supranational movements which
have shown, in practice, their scepticism on the ‘existing European Integration’ over
the last two decades and especially during the last few years of the crisis. Indeed,
during this period, institutions and new political mobilisation technologies have ap-
peared and those must meet and enrich the existing ones. Despite its controversies,
the so-called ‘democracy from the bottom’, which has risen during the last few years
against austerity, has proved that democracy is not just a typical process but a pro-
ductive force. The conclusions resulting from this important aspect of the discussion
are the following: a) The existing institutions of the EU or those of the Member States
should not be considered as static and given. b) The democratic renewal of the EU
must clearly move away from the restricting policies of austerity, since they are ac-
companied both by the democratic acquis and by the liberal acquis. ¢) In addition to
new institutions, a system of procedures for the recruitment of political staff should
also be proposed, however, a system of authentic cosmopolitan composition, rid
of the usual ‘euro-lustful’ provincialism and subject to direct, as much as possible,
democratic controls of accountability.

5. Populism cannot he considered by definition an enemy of democracy.

Following the previous point, and given the negative connotation connected to the
extensive use of the word ‘populism’, it must be noted that such negative use aims
at limiting the social acquis and must not be continued. From an academic and re-

° Baier W. ‘The twofold Disenchantment’ in W. Baier and others (ed.), The Left, the People, Po-
pulism Past and Present, London, Merlin Press, 2017.
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search point of view, ‘populism’ cannot be an analytical concept and, according to the
reservations that the critical /left tradition may have on the relevant rhetoric on ‘left
populism’, populist expressions, proposals and claims express the significant deep
feelings and views of the working classes. These are views and claims that almost
always question the established power of the dominant elites. The latter is indeed
mentioned in the Oxford dictionary, which defines populism as ‘A political approach
that strives to appeal to ordinary people who feel that their concerns are disregarded
by established elite groups’.®

6. National feelings are not identified with nationalism.

Quite often the discussions about the EU, particularly after the dynamic rise of the
extreme-right, nationalist euro-scepticism, lead to the frivolous rejection of each
individual’s expression of national and patriotic feelings emerging at Member State
level. The discussion on a progressive and democratic prospect for the idea of Eu-
ropean integration can only initiate from the realisation that national identification
is a primary sentiment. This is a sentiment of ‘spontaneous passion’, which is more
familiar to the average citizen, has a significant historical duration and has been as-
sociated with powerful inertia. On the contrary, the frivolous and denouncing stance
overlooks, according to Stefan Zweig, one of the old heralds of the ‘European idea’
(1934), that it is a ‘the slow-ripened fruit of a more elevated way of thinking’.” We
must not overlook the fact that the institutions, networks and initiatives at European
level, despite their positive role, touch only a small number of European citizens, and
indeed those citizens who have already been convinced of the European idea and the
vision of European integration.

As a result, the proposals of the relevant discussions must exceed initiatives of
symbolic and ideological content, which usually initiate from, and result in, bureau-
cratic arrangements. On the contrary, they must aim at organising a fighting effort
to prove the ‘European vision’ on a daily basis. This should be a vision that creates
enthusiasm as it will prove, in practice, that it contributes in a continuously improving
and democratic social system, which continuously and systematically alleviates social
and regional inequalities and dissolves the threat of warfare, not only in our ‘little
peninsula of Asia’ (Nietzsche), but also in the wider area.

A relevant dimension of this point is combating the prejudice and biases between
different nations. Such biases significantly impede the understanding of a concept
of homeland which does not pass through adversity, as that is often expressed with
polarising hate. However, the biases and the hate between European populations, which

¢ Conway J. F., ‘Populism in the 21st Century: Class Struggle Returns to Haunt Capitalist De-
mocracies’, The Bullet, No 1440, 28 June 2017 & Saxer Marc, ‘Ten Theses for the Fight Against
Right-wing Populism’, Social Europe, 17 January 2017.

7 Zweig Stefan, Call to the Europeans, Athens, Melani Publications, 2017.
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have historically contributed to bloody wars and which have been brought back into
the limelight because of the recent crises, are not a natural phenomenon. They are
constructions of the dominant swarm that forms the common opinion. The dominant
media, institutional intellectuals and opinion-formers in general, always serving short-
term or strategic politicking, build and grade the reputations of nations, nationalities and
social groups. Nevertheless, while the respective actions against people and businesses
give victims the opportunity to refute them by appealing to the competent courts, the
undermining of the reputation of a whole nation, which causes discrimination and
hate, remains uncontrolled and unpunished. As a result, an important condition for the
discussion on the future of European integration, if one wants to remove a significant
impediment to the promotion of European integration, should result in some kind of
detoxification from such toxic ideas; otherwise, the whole project will be stillborn and
definitely at the mercy of the dominant speech which builds and reproduces biases
and ethnic hate. An illustrative example of the latter is the construction of an extremely
degrading image of crisis-stricken Greece in the last few years.

These are only some of the conditions required in order for the discussion, that
this important initiative opens, to succeed. Conditions aiming at related decisions
that disrupt and go beyond the current limits of this discussion, so that the relevant
proposals are not reduced to a wish-list and that they move towards what Goethe
preferred: ‘action’.
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The future of Europe?

By Etienne Balibar

60 years after its ‘founding’ treaty, the European Union is far from achieving the sta-
bility, legitimacy, and joint development that its leaders championed as recently as
a few years ago. On the eve of the Brexit negotiations, which rang out like an alarm
bell, pointing to the unpopularity of the ‘European project’, it seems that the EU has
entered an irreversible crisis in which its existence is being questioned.

Without a doubt, today’s widespread ‘catastrophism’ must be taken into consider-
ation. However, there exists an accumulation of obstacles and counter-performances,
which have been far from coincidental.

Let us write a non-exhaustive list: the persistent fragility of the Euro and the mul-
tiplication of debts; the treatment inflicted on Greece, which highlights the fact that
political and financial powers do not know how (and probably do not want) to find a
solution to this issue; the ongoing refugee tragedy, which the shameful and short-term
agreement with Turkey merely shifted from one border to another; the deepening of
austerity that has accelerated deindustrialisation, presided over race-to-the-bottom
competition between employees of different nationalities, and sold off the resources
of the welfare state; its ungovernability, and crises within parliamentary institutions
which, in country after country, discredit politics in its traditional forms. Last but
not least, we witness the rise of international challenges including tensions between
NATO and the Russian empire, the contagiousness of war in the Middle East and the
anti-European stance of the American administration...

We understand that, even on the left, there is a sort of Schadenfreude infiltrating
those who, on the one hand, never ‘believed’ in the European construction, by ideology
or logical reasoning, in which they only see an imperialist machine. On the other hand,
we understand that those people - including myself - for whom European citizenship
is both an ideal and a means of confronting the challenges of the world today, feel
as though they are summoned to justify what is preventing them from handing over
their arms and giving up.

Before sketching out the analysis of the problem, a short comment: the Europe of
today has very little to do with what (under a different name) the Treaties of Rome
solemnly founded 60 years ago. Its geography, its history, and its political horizon
were overwhelmed by the end of the Cold War and the resulting de-legitimisation of
the socialist idea - in all its forms.

The initial objective of a process of integration rooted in an ever-closer union
among the peoples of Europe was replaced with, de facto, a multi-speed integration
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system, or, in some cases, neo-colonialist practices in certain countries. For its part,
the environment with which it communicates - with its capital flows, populations,
‘dissymmetrical’ information, which weighs on all its internal evolutions - is a world
without laws, but not without masters of global finance, and displacement to the East
of hubs of richness and accumulation.

All of these transformations are linked, even if their articulation is complex. They
all gave rise to the Europe of Maastricht, which has enshrined in its gateway the
sanctity of ‘free and fair competition’, to which all projects and ways of life must
submit. It is the ‘real life’ of Europe, whose resources must be evaluated, and whose
functioning - for its citizens and for its international context - must be rethought. At
best, evoking the Rome Treaty could remind us that there was once a great political
project, and that there could be another for our century.

What must be discussed between Europeans, in the days and years to come, given
that the tensions and the pathologies will get worse in the interim?

First, nationalism, which, as we have observed, incarnates a revenge on the “fed-
eral” concept, struck at its heart by illegitimacy and unpopularity. Behind the nation-
alism, there are, of course, the national groups themselves, as symbolic entities and
systems of collective solidarity. States were supported by the unification of Europe in
the time of ‘national and social’ policies. Today, it is used to undermine labour relations
and their social security systems. Nationalism has thus become mainly reactive. Let
us not forget, however, what encouraged this trend: the way in which governments,
mostly concerned with preserving their monopoly of the representation of their people,
took advantage of the turning point in 1989 to block all evolution towards shared
sovereignty. There has never really been federalism in Europe, mainly because the
republican idea of the ‘division of powers’ has never reached the community level.
The misery of the European Parliament is the clearest example.

Secondly, the relationship between globalisation and European construction
must be ‘strategically’ discussed. For some, Europe is an instrument of capitalist
globalisation, that is to say, total commodification of goods and services with its
devastating social effects. For others, it is - at least virtually - the means to resist
the new Leviathan by the balance that it can find between local protections and global
regulations. The disagreement on the Euro and its articulation to common fiscal/
economic policies is at the heart of this debate. | believe it aptly demonstrates that
there is no middle ground between the neoliberal and the socialist orientation, and
that a redefinition of the latter is thus in order. It is most likely that this conflict will
pan out in Germany, but not in an isolated fashion, or one that is independent of our
joint intervention.

Finally, we must get to the bottom of ‘populism’. It is the reverse side of the problem
of European demos, or the symbolic title that encompasses the problem of the devel-
opment of democratic practices. Populism is not nationalism, even if it communicates
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with the concept by way of the defence of ‘sovereignty’ of the nation/people, both on
the right and the left sides of the political spectrum. It is not fascism either - even
if the xenophobic undercurrents on display in almost all European countries (and
particularly in France) appropriate the same ‘antisystem’ language - although not the
same institutional objectives. All those that the university and media establishment
consider experts or spokespersons seem to be coalesced to reinforce these very
amalgams. On the contrary, we must unravel these methodically, to then imagine
and constitute the alliance between the demand of the people’s sovereignty and the
overtaking of exclusive identities.

In one word, to conclude: | think we can concede everything to those, on the left in
particular, who ascribe a failure and an obstacle in the current European construction
to an improvement in the fate of the immense majority. Everything except one thing:
the collapse of European institutions and the abandonment of a potential federation
in Europe would not represent a positive condition for our future combats. This is
why we must persevere, but at the price of a radical political transformation, which
engenders new power relations in Europe and is the work of all its citizens.
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Take care of European society and commit to
huilding agents of change

By Luciana Castellina

If we are to build a better European Union than the one that was born 60 years ago,
the most important thing we can do is to free it from the unbearable rhetoric that has
accompanied it, preventing any constructive criticism, which is immediately branded
as ‘anti-European sentiment’ and therefore a nostalgic attachment to a world of little
nations responsible for all wars.

The first real imbroglio that took place to the detriment of the European project
was believing that the project launched in 1957 was spawned by the Ventotene
Manifesto, the declaration drafted by a respected group of Italian anti-fascists on
the island where they were imprisoned by Mussolini. This text had a significant in-
fluence on the drafting of the Italian Constitution of 1948, but no influence at all on
the many European Treaties. Indeed, at the Community's official baptism ceremony,
which took place at the Teatro Adriano in Rome on 23 March 1957, Altiero Spinelli's
federalists threw leaflets from the gallery down onto the stalls where the authorities
were sitting containing the message that they did not recognise the ‘monster’ that
was emerging. And it was the Italian Constitution - which is fairly unique in the west
in having imposed strict restrictions on the right to own property and declaring war
illegal if it is not to defend against invaders - which posed an obstacle to Italy's entry
into the initial embryonic Europe. One of the witnesses to the negotiations at the
time, Professor Paolo Elia, a respected Christian Democrat leader, said that the Ger-
man minister Erhard in particular would have liked to exclude our country, precisely
because of this fundamental charter. He didn't get his way; otherwise it would have
been impossible to ensure the survival of the myth that the ‘monster’ was inspired
by the Ventotene Manifesto.

Recently, we unfortunately had to witness the umpteenth farce, when last August
- during peak holiday season and therefore blocking thousands of tourists for two
days - Hollande, Merkel and Renzi wanted to hold their solemn summit in Ventotene.
This wasn't so that the location could inspire them to engage in critical reflection,
but rather so that they could repeat a policy line at odds with the one desired by the
anti-fascists imprisoned on the island.

A bit of history would be helpful, to give impetus to a movement that aims to
change Europe. We can begin with the dissemination of the Ventotene Manifesto. It
could be useful to re-read this text in order to dilute the toxic effects of pro-European
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rhetoric and to document how different the European Union that has materialised is
from the concept it contains.

Nobody remembers that the first institutional act in favour of European unity was
not issued on our continent, but by the American parliament (11 March 1947, by the
Senate, 23 March by the Congress) put forward by John Foster Dulles, the powerful
head of US diplomacy (and brother of Allen, head of the CIA). It is true that this vote
was accompanied by the simultaneous launch of the Marshall Plan, an option which
turned out in reality to be forward-looking and managed to beat those who, in America,
opposed it and who would have wanted to see Europe weak out of fear of competition.
Instead, Washington chose to aspire to a Europe that was strong enough to make a
good trading partner and, despite the political obligations that accompanied the plan
(one of the reasons why it could not be accepted by countries in the east), that was
good for all. Yet it is also, or rather above all, true that this American vote was also
one of the first acts in the cold war as the project helped to build a western bastion
which, rather than uniting Europe, would break it in two. It also meant that the public,
still smarting from the war, would have to swallow German rearmament. This was one
of the main reasons that drove the left - not only Italian communists and socialists
but also a large part of social democracy - to oppose the project for a long time.

In short, Altiero Spinelli was not the father of the EU and throughout his life he
was committed to a different model. We need only read his critical remarks on the
preparation of the first federalist movement congress in The Hague in 1948. He
refused to participate in this congress if the only high level figure present was to be
Churchill, the inventor of the cold war, a move that would brand this initiative with
the same stamp. Spinelli's supporters reiterated an alternative of staying out of the
blocs, a ‘third way’ for Europe.

There has been no reflection on what was being was built in Europe and how it was
being done, even in recent years. Not even in 2005, when the citizens of two founding
Member States, France and the Netherlands, were asked to decide on the new Lisbon
Treaty in a referendum and did not approve it. In this case also, the peoples of the
two countries concerned were accused of resurgent nationalism. Undoubtedly this
was partly the case, but it is not at all true to say that the rejection was based only
or even fundamentally on this.

And so, a committee was set up to carry out a reflection process. Unfortunately
it didn't reflect. Instead, years later in the Portuguese capital a Treaty was launched,
which was almost a carbon copy of the awful treaty born 16 years earlier in Maastricht.

It is due to this ‘illegitimate birth’ - which was never endorsed by the authors of
the Ventotene Manifesto - that Europe has never become popular. Indeed, in 1955
when the first blueprint was conceived, almost nobody noticed: the location of this
conception was none other than Messina, not to demonstrate a sacrosanct desire to
open up to the Mediterranean, but instead for a more trivial reason. There were local
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elections looming, which were of great interest to our Gaetano Martino, Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the dreadful Scelba government. (The astonishment in the north at
the peculiar location was expressed with particular irony by a Belgian correspondent:
‘Why not move the Council of ministers to Alaska or Tierra del Fuego then?” As for
the interest generated by the event, just consider the remark from Paul Spaak - who
was tasked with preparing Europe's real ‘baptism’ - two years later in Rome: ‘public
opinion towards us was not hostile, it was indifferent").

The rest of the story is well known. From one treaty to another, right up to Lisbon,
the DNA of the embryo hasn't changed. The indifference is also just the same: the
Maastricht Treaty, which is by far the most significant- because it unleashed the legal
horror of constitutionalising a specific policy choice, liberal policy, thus exempting it
from parliamentary decision - was ratified in Italy after a parliamentary debate last-
ing half a day. The only opposing votes came from the members of the Communist
Refoundation Party (which didn't really make much effort to continue their battle to
oppose the treaty afterwards). This was despite the fact that they were faced with
adopting competitiveness as the Union's overriding principle, thus making any sort
of market regulation illegal, and introducing a substantial limit on the welfare state.

The EU project thus proceeded step-by-step to deliberately destroy any obstacle
to full liberalisation. What's worse is that it produced a silent but complete acquies-
cence among a large part of the left, both those in government in their respective
Member States and a good number of the opposition. They only made a noise to
denounce any criticism or counter-proposal as a disgraceful offence against the ‘holy
European fathers’.

Indifference was so widespread that there was no search - in almost no country
and virtually none of the political groups - for a way to drive forward proposals that, if
accepted, could have made the EU less ugly. Just think of those brought to the table by
Delors himself, e.g. including long-term and youth unemployment in the convergence
criteria of the Stability Pact as one of the indicators that ‘best revealed the difficulties
that a country may be experiencing’; or Vredeling's proposal for a directive, in which
he called for the establishment of works councils in companies with more than 1
000 employees located in two or more countries, to allow workers facing closures or
relocations to benefit from information provided by management boards who were
often far-away, and no longer direct counterparties to company claims. (This would
have been helpful to Fiat!). There was also the suggestion by the French economist
Fitoussi: calculate the public deficit minus public investments in development.

Let's not forget how the foolish enlargement of the EU to include some 28 countries
was also swallowed, a process in which any suggestion of full political union - which
was obviously impossible given such a huge diversity of structures - was buried. Rather
than seeking new forms of cooperation with the eastern states, they were incorporated
pure and simple. This project was dictated above all by the attractiveness of these
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markets and by their readiness to align unconditionally with the rules of liberalism.
By also, immediately, arranging their entry to the Union to coincide with the parallel
enlargement of NATO (as today it would like to do with Ukraine), the Union became
the cornerstone of western identity, translated into a string of missile bases.

Even here the left preferred to believe and promote the belief that only selfishness
could stop all peoples on earth from having their slice of the splendid European cake.
Thus, they aroused hopeless appetites in countries and regions ready to abandon their
original identities to be able to join the ‘exclusive club’. (The breakup of Yugoslavia
began in this way, without any negotiation as provided for by the Treaty on European
Security and only by expanding the people's right to self-determination - exactly what
is considered illegal today with regard to Crimea).

Is it still possible to salvage the spirit of Ventotene, and is the slogan ‘another
Europe is possible” that we all continue to proclaim still meaningful? | believe so;
in fact | think it's essential that we try. But rather than also engaging in discussion
over the institutional architecture in order to determine what changes should be
brought to treaties and regulations - many are already doing this - | would prefer
to talk here about us and our left, who although never (yet) in government, are not
exempt from blame.

First of all, for not being seriously committed to building a European social and
political entity, able to change - at EU level - the current balance of power, form
alliances, establish hegemony and bunkers, or to become a key player in political
battles, at least as far as possible at national level where democracy exists.

This ‘entity’ - and | call it ‘entity’ and not ‘people’ or demos in order to avoid the
risk of cultural (or worse ‘Schmidian") misunderstandings - doesn't exist: the story
of Europe is the story of its nations, our monuments were erected to celebrate vic-
tories which across borders remind us of disasters. The idea that a shared historical
culture exists is also hot air: Christianity generated endless religious wars and the
enlightenment led to further splits. With regard to the famous legacy of Greek-Judeo-
Christian civilisation (separation of religion and politics, respect for the individual),
this is now the heritage of the whole Western world, it is not a specific characteristic
of our continent. In addition, we speak 26 different languages and each people is
rightly protective of their own.

In particular, ‘intermediary bodies’ are lacking at European level - trade unions,
parties, media and associations - which in the individual nations ensure greater levels
of democracy, by acting as channels of communication between civil society and the
institutions. These bodies allow the public to make their voices heard and thereby
influence executive power. It was this sacrosanct reasoning that drove the German
Constitutional Court to declare the admission of Federal Germany to the European
Union born with the Maastricht Treaty inadmissible: this was because - as written
in Judge Grimm's judgement - the basic law of the country prevents it from joining
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a non-democratic supranational organisation. A manoeuvre was found to overcome
this substantial objection, but the Court of Karlsruhe renewed its judgement again
in relation to the Lisbon Treaty.

These are important observations: we all know that European trade unions exist
almost only on paper, operating at a beautiful building in Brussels, where they promote
interesting studies, but don't take any real joint trade union action. (Just look at basic
income - also known as inclusion income/minimum income/other names -, which
is a rallying cry in all European countries, yet | am not aware of anything that has
been done to formulate a joint proposal or to fight for this together at EU level). With
regard to the political parties, | remember when Willy Brandt said that the meeting
of the European socialists was the best place to go to read the newspaper. Since
then not much has changed: there is hardly even any information on what European
member organisations are doing in their respective countries. Not to mention the
media: there is no real European TV and only a few Member States are involved in the
tiny Euronews channel. Each country has its own broadcaster abroad and there is no
standard supplement to be included in like-minded newspapers. As a consequence,
European public opinion does not exist. There is only public opinion in individual
Member States and it's easy to play them off against one another, meaning that EU
law-makers may not meet anyone's needs.

Under these conditions it is difficult for Europeans to feel that they are part of a
common good, which forms the basis for democratic participation. Nor does it make
any sense to call for solidarity between Member States and ask that the treaties be
changed to abolish the horrible ‘no bail out’ clause, which lays down the rule that
each country must tend to its own affairs and cannot be called upon to help another
country struggling with economic problems. We will never manage to change the
terrible competition rules (the opposite of solidarity) that underpin the treaties unless
we first build a community (even if Schauble does retire).

We must also correct (this has also been done very little) the concept of democ-
racy that Brussels has tried to endorse over the years - with some theoretical help
- namely: the notion that there is no people in the European Union, just citizens.
Although, in the Nice Charter, the Union lays down many individual rights (even more
in many cases than are provided at national level) it does not, however, include the
key right in any democracy: the collective right. This means the power to take part
in the deliberations on general decisions.

The complexity to create a European political subject, in light of the deep differ-
ences characterising the nations that are part of the EU, is enhanced today by the
intense immigration coming from other continents which leads to further and much
deeper ethnic, cultural and religious heterogeneities. The origin of the racist wave,
representing the backdrop to this phenomenon, is rooted undoubtedly in the sense
of insecurity caused by the economic crisis and by the inequalities produced by the
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neoliberal policies that have been adopted after the crisis. It is not surprising that
the widest expressions of refusal against migrants are coming from the East-Euro-
pean Countries - countries that are still experiencing the trauma deriving from a
radical change of system which has exposed their populations to the harshest form
of capitalism.

Much has been said about the immediate measures that must be adopted in order
to tackle the migratory flow and many proposals have been made by those opposing
the horrific policy adopted by the EU in this field. Little consideration has been giv-
en instead to the necessary changes to be brought about when it will be definitely
established that these migrations represent, for the most part, an irreversible pro-
cess (there can be no freedom of movement of capital and goods without freedom
of movement of persons). After all, an unexpected mobility characterises also the
European populations nowadays: more and more - generally highly qualified - young
people leave their country of birth to find a job in another country (In the south of
Italy they overcome the number of immigrants).

In light of the above, it is necessary to rethink the concept of citizenship by con-
ceiving a notion of ‘multiple citizenship’ that preserves the persons’ own roots while
introducing a European dimension, which is tied to the European territory where the
person is rightfully living but decoupled from a single nation.

Much more needs to be done for enabling people to consider themselves as citizens,
hence holders of this common good called Europe - perceived as a community of
goals, based on its own specific model, and not as a mere geographic/bureaucratic
space. To this regard, it is necessary, first of all, to start calling the immigrants as
‘new Europeans’ and no longer as ‘third-country nationals’, and to consolidate the
idea that Europe is a community.

The term ‘common’ is also important, because, in this era of globalisation when
everyone trades with everyone else, the idea of a common market - which might
have seemed like a good idea in the 1950s - is almost ridiculous today. So, either
we answer a reasonable question - why Europe? - or nobody will take action. Quite
the opposite, the illusion of the ‘little homelands’ resurfaces.

| also believe that one of the reasons why interest in the EU has further declined is
the fact that Europe has lost its uniqueness and we have become just any old piece of
the global market. | am referring to our post-war national constitutions and welfare,
based on the non-sanctity of private property and not demonising the public. | also
have in mind the characteristic that Karl Marx ascribed to Europe in the Grundrisse:

the discreet distance kept by the society from the commodification of all aspects
of life, guaranteed by the persistence of pre-capitalistic entities - such as the rural
world, the Church and the aristocracy - and of their values, which were still active
during the development of the capitalism. Those historical entities kept characterising
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the new society that was evolving, still producing reactionary effects but also avoiding
that everything be reduced to a mere marketplace.

In order to prove the accuracy of this Marxian observation, it would be sufficient
to think about gastronomy. It is not without reason that we, as Committee for Culture
and Education of the European Parliament, decided to use it as a reference for the
definition of a common European identity. During the first big demonstration against
globalization, held at the WTO Summit in Seattle in 1999, the notorious symbol of
the protest was the Rochefort, which was grabbed by José Bové as a flag. It was
symbolizing the idea that Europe was proud of its thousands of varieties of cheese
even if the market forces were pushing for a homologation: an assembly line for a
single anonymous kind of dairy).

If this model and its values are dismantled, Europe also loses its meaning.

That is why the action we must take to save Europe is entirely political and cul-
tural, rather than economic. Of course motivating our own activists to fight to build
a different Europe is not easy, nor is the entity that this battle may cultivate. The
events of recent years in particular make it seem like we should give up the project
and that everyone should look for a way to save themselves. But we should all be
aware that alone, every one of our little countries would drown in the ocean unless
it convinced its inhabitants to return to a pastoral economy. Although there is still
hope of recovering some form of democracy in our era, this certainly won't be done
at global level, - global democratic institutions are difficult to imagine - but rather
only by breaking it down into macro-regions. Despite everything, Europe is perhaps
the easiest one of these to build even with all its faults, given that, as Etienne Balibar
notes, it is the richest in social and individual rights, with its embedded history of
struggles and revolutions.

Gramsci critically noted that there was a defect common to both the social-demo-
cratic tradition and the communist worker's movement: statism. That is, an obsessive
focus on the control of central power, whether through parliamentary elections or
the storming of the Winter Palace, while at the same time under-valuing society's
achievement. It's still the same. This observation applies particularly to Europe, where
the left has been more concerned about Brussels and has taken very little interest
in European society. In my view, it is essential that we take care of European society
and commit to building agents of change at this level.
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The challenge of the
Ventotene Manifesto today

A few dogmatic remarks
By Frieder Otto Wolf

The Ventotene Manifesto has passed into history - to the point that it is now quoted
by the European Commission and other agencies of an on-going passive revolution
in Europe.® And yet, by re-reading it, we could become aware that it has been a docu-
ment of a deep historical crisis, sketching out main lines for a radical, truly alternative
solution to it, which were pertinent enough, but not given any chance by the powers
that have prevailed after 1945/46.

| tend to think, that the present historical crisis is indeed to be compared to the
great crisis of the ‘capitalist world system’ unfolding to the point of breaking out into
war and revolution between 1914 to 1946 - and that the left wing forces in Europe
would be well advised to develop a comparable strategic orientation in order to cope
with this present great crisis.

A contemporary radical manifesto would, in order to have a chance of being effec-
tive, have to address this present historical crisis - simultaneously with a view of an
adequately deep understanding of this great and complex crisis, in which a crisis of
capital accumulation is at once over-determined by a crisis of realisation of financial
capital and by structural crises of gender domination, of post-colonial dependency,
and of human ecology on all of its levels. And this by addressing, as a very first step,
the symptomatic crises in which the on-going great crisis is presently finding its most
immediate expressions: the so-called financial (and debt) crisis, the climate crisis, the
refugee crisis, the crisis of wage labour (attacked by precarity, exclusion and poverty)
and the crisis of the world order as such that finds expression in multiple wars and
in situations of unfettered violence.

As the EU is a major agency in the present crisis of a world system defined by the
current overdetermination of on-going crises - and as it has not excelled as a factor
for overcoming them, so far - it is worth fighting for, because none of the nation
states it has begun to transform into member states has the weight (and the power)
to make a difference on the global scale - which the EU undoubtedly possesses. The

8 | had occasion to oppose a recent attempt at hi-jacking it for a neo-liberal policy programme
for the EU, cf. ‘Keine Verfassung fiir Europa - Neoliberale Festschreibung per Verfassungsoktroi
Zur Kritik des von der «Spinelli-Gruppe» 2013 vorgelegten Entwurfs eines Grundgesetzes fiir die EU’
<https://www.rosalux.de/publikation/id/8755 />, which is accompanied by a revised translation
of the original manifesto
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EU will have to fully meet its historical responsibilities - as a global power capable of
resisting the on-going militarisation of foreign relations and of building new relations
of co-operation and trust.

Defining and struggling for an alternative strategical perspective for the EU - within

Europe, as well as on a global scale - is an urgent need for all left wing forces today.
Such an alternative strategical perspective will have to be defined in a broad trans-

national European debate between all emancipatory, left wing forces - to be conducted

as a debate on political perspectives for Europe, on all levels and within all spaces of
politics. It will be of decisive importance for the successful development of such a debate
that it will take up the concerns and experiences of the multitudes of people (,citizens*
as well as ,denizens‘) and help them to develop common European perspectives.

In the present state of this urgently needed debate it seems, however, already
possible to define some elementary orientations:

m The struggle cannot be one for national or European privileges, it has to be con-
ducted with a view to common and equal results for an inclusively defined ,all’;

B the struggle to be constructed will have to combine on-going struggles against
existing structures of (modern and premodern) domination, in a way capable of
avoiding the creation or reproduction of all hierarchies between them;

m the political unity to be achieved between this plurality of on-going struggles will
have to be based on mutual respect and inclusion, instead of hierarchization or
instrumentalisation;

m political organisations will only be capable of playing a major role in these strug-
gles in so far they succeed in finding an defining common ground between social
movements concentrating on their specific concerns;

B any real initiative for a European politics from below will have to go beyond the
level of EU politics as such, making European political issues relevant on the ,na-
tional‘, the ,regional’, as well as on the municipal levels - and thereby mobilising
European multitudes for participating in EU politics, directly and indirectly, at least
by changing the underlying relations of forces.

In order to realise already first steps towards an alternative European policy complex

leading to a sustainable development, the EU should define and address intermediate

aims on the model of the Millennium Development Goals of the UN.
In order to open the much needed spaces for such a European debate from below,

a number of exemplary initiatives could be taken on the level of the EU:

m by defining European minimum standards of social inclusion - with regard to
income, as well as to status - immediately applicable within all member states;

m by defining European framework programmes for overcoming unemployment in
Europe, beginning with youth unemployment;

m by defining European programmes of support to accelerating measures for ad-
dressing the climate crisis;

The challenge of the Ventotene Manifesto today 25



m by defining a sufficiently high capability of intervention in the financial markets in
order to defend their stable development, while weeding out exuberant and flimsy
financial instruments;

®m by defining a common European capability of investment - as well as on a global
scale, in programmes and projects of sustainable development co-operation, as
within Europe, for example: in co-ordinated European policies to reduce and, fi-
nally, to overcome the economic and cultural polarisation that has taken place in
Europe in the last decades, between social classes, gender groups, nationalities
and member states.

In order to achieve this goal, in first steps, as well as in major strategic break-throughs,

it will be necessary to build new types of alliances and solidarities - between progres-

sive member states, political parties, trade unions, and social movement organisations,
as well as between experts and people mobilised for specific issues and broader
mobilisations for democratic participation. Political organisations and initiatives will
be able to prove their present relevancy and efficaciousness by participating in the
spreading and promoting of such processes of awareness-creation and mobilisation.

The parties of the present left will be measured in their historical impact by their

capacity of actively promoting such processes with regard to European politics, on

the European, as well as on the national, regional or municipal level.

The common debate on European strategies - between all kinds of interested and
relevant agencies - will be the necessary medium for such a debate, to be constructed
with great effort and insistence - quite irrespective of whether or not this will produce
a new European manifesto.
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Euro crisis or ecological reform
By Rainer Land

The Ventotene Manifesto promotes a European Federation within which, ‘each State
will [nevertheless] retain the autonomy it needs for a plastic articulation and develop-
ment of political life according to the particular characteristics of the various peoples.’
(Spinelli 1941: 8). At centre stage is an end to war and a blueprint for peace, but to
achieve that, economic conditions are also set forth: Participation of the worker and
of the majority of the population and guaranteeing the conditions necessary for this,
such as schools, housing, food and clothing, education and democracy, are central
requirements. The new federation should not be determined by economic autarky,
‘the backbone of totalitarian regimes’, but rather by economic cooperation.

From a contemporary perspective, some of the visions and proposals are very
modern, but some questions go unanswered. Did the authors have a federation with
an integrated European economy in mind, or is the economic meaning of federation a
system of cooperating but independent national economies with predominantly national
powers of regulation? This is a key question in the debate on solving the euro crisis.
Increased integration through a common budget, a dominant European fiscal policy,
an EU economic government - or reform of the EU as it stands, through a system that
gives nation states greater possibilities to shape and determine their own development,
such as by returning to national currencies with fixed but adjustable exchange rates?

Seen from a contemporary perspective, the development of the EU in the post-war
era is very successful. Difficulties became evident during the worldwide economic
crisis of 2007, but they ultimately date back to the introduction of the euro in 1999,
which was supposed to be the key project for a closer integration.

1. It is a mistake to definitively ascribe the successful development of the EU to
the principle of free trade and the single market. The basis of the successful post-
war development was the emergence of a new system of economic development
which | shall call participatory capitalism (cf. Busch Land 2013). The starting point
was the New Deal of the 1930s, which the Roosevelt administration enacted in an
attempt to overcome the economic crisis of 1929 and the subsequent dire recession
in the USA, which seemed to have no end in sight. The backbone of this new system
was the coupling of wages and mass income to productivity and, somewhat later,
the expansion of the State’s investment activity with credit financed investments. At
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first, the wartime economy, the support of Great Britain, the Soviet Union and other
members of the anti-Hitler coalition, and the USA’s subsequent entry into WWII, led
to expansive economic development in the USA. This enabled unemployment to be
overcome and for incomes, consumer spending and investment spurred by that con-
sumer spending to rise again. But this boom precipitated by the wartime economy
was only possible because the labour and social policies of the New Deal - including
in particular, an improvement in the bargaining positions of workers and trade unions,
social security, and the introduction of a minimum wage - led to growing wages and
growing mass consumption sparking a new economic momentum. The EU’s current
economic and social policy, which focuses on increased flexibility, wage restraint,
austerity and savings from cuts to social services, is diametrically opposed to the
New Deal’s recipe for success.

After the war ended, it became apparent that the boom which began in the USA in
1938 was not merely an effect of the wartime economy. The decline in war expendi-
ture initially led to a sizeable but brief drop in growth - but not to another recession.
In fact, the economic momentum resumed in 1948 and continued into the 1960s
and 1970s, because it persisted with wages that increased in line with productivity.
Notably, however, this momentum was not limited to the USA: All European industri-
alised capitalist countries and Japan, as well as (somewhat later) other far Eastern
countries, showed a similar momentum.

It can be seen that economic momentum based on growing incomes was the
premise for European unity and for the stability of the nascent European Union.

2. Two economic and historical watersheds can now be established. The first is in
the 1970s. With the oil crises, the end of the Bretton Woods monetary system and
the beginnings of a trend towards deregulation and the dismantling of the welfare
state, the system of participatory capitalism starts to erode. Increases in wages lag
behind increases in productivity, the expansion of the social system comes to an end
and then we see the onset of the dismantling of the welfare state. The ecological
problems of Fordist mass production are becoming apparent.

The second watershed was brought on by Reaganomics and Thatcherism. From
there on in, the EU’s development was focused on an overwhelmingly neoliberal
economic model, one which was reliant on financial markets and deregulated labour
markets and which led to secular economic stagnation. In Germany, Agenda 2010
was a decisive turnaround in economic policy.

‘Two extreme but complementary systems of growth’ (Hein 2016:139) evolved
from financially dominated capitalism, which only work in systemic interdependence
and which are trapped in a double-bind (Land 2017a: 4f). This ‘double-bind capital-
ism’, consisting of an alliance between debt-financed consumer boom regimes and
mercantilist export surplus regimes, arose from the rivalling opinions of the 1970s
and early 1980s. This regime particularly influenced the Treaty of Maastricht and the
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euro system. The greatest error is undoubtedly the uncoupling of wage increases
from productivity, the absence of coordinated regulation over wage increases and
the lack of a monetary and financial policy oriented towards full employment and the
participation of the majority of the population.

It is not just a matter of mistakes in the formulation of the Treaty of Maastricht,
however. At the end of the day, it is about how our current institutionalised capital
investment systems have competition for financialised returns on investment at their
core; ruling out a cooperative development of the EU. Profits which can only be made
from others’ losses. Surpluses which are conditional upon the deficits of others follow
a completely different paradigm than the successful development of the 1950s to
1960s. European integration cannot be successfully built upon export surpluses on
the one hand and debt-financed consumption on the other (fig. 2).

The consequences of this developmental trajectory became apparent during the
global economic crisis of 2007-2009, itself followed by a long depression which may
be approaching its end in 2017; the euro crisis is a part of this crisis.

3. Various proposals have been made as to how to overcome the euro crisis. It
is, however, readily apparent that ‘business as usual’ cannot be the solution. All
serious economists take it as read that a regime with growing export surpluses on
the one hand and deficits and debts on the other will not work in the long run. (For
a detailed analysis of the problems associated with export surpluses and deficits,
see Priewe 6.9.2017 and various articles in Makroskop, e.g. from Flassbeck, Ehnts,
Grunert, Vontobel, Steinhardt).” Within the EU, there are considerable disparities
and an erosion of ties, which in the worst-case, could lead to the breakup of the EU,
or to the dissolution of the monetary union. This would be bearable if it were to end
in a mutual and orderly manner and if it would lead to the introduction of a system
of fixed but adjustable exchange rates, which currently seems unlikely.'® Everyone
agrees that a disorderly breakup of the monetary union would leave a severe eco-
nomic crisis in its wake.

A range of conditions for a solution to the euro crisis can be given:

a) A monetary union with multiple independent national economies can only work if
the same inflation rates are kept in the various countries. This requires a coordination
of wage increases. This concept has been demonstrated and justified time and time
again, by Heiner Flassbeck and by others - from my perspective, it is entirely correct.
However, since differences in labour unit costs have risen to over 20 per cent in the
course of the last 20 years (Fig. 1), coordinating future wage increases would not be

? Cf. articles in English with the keywords ‘export surpluses’ and ‘euro crisis’ (etc.) or in German
with ‘Exportiiberschiisse’ or ‘Eurokrise’ on makroskop.eu/, https://makronom.de/.

1 See also Busch 2016 (etc.) and the subsequent debate in Makroskop: makroskop.
eu/2016/11/die-linke-und-der-euro-oder-wie-man-dem-nationalismus-die-haende-spielt/ as well
as the articles listed there.
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Fig. 1: Unit labour costs. Germany in comparison to the EMU and the ECB’s inflation target.
A monetary union works when all countries push labour unit costs towards the level of the
target inflation rate.
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Fig. 2: Current account halances. Germany in comparison to France, Spain and Italy.
The current account halances are inversely related to the difference in unit labour costs.

8
6
4

]

e 2

o

§° 0 France

g

g -2

.

2 .
-6
-8
-10

8

1994
99
2000
2003
2006
2009
2012
2015

1) As a percentage of GOP
Source: AMECO

Source: Taken from: Heiner Flassbeck, Friederike Spieker, Paul Steinhard: Das Schuldenproblem und die européis-
che Krise. Makroskop Dossier 2017. p. 16. Source: makroskop.eu/dossier/das-schuldenproblem-und-die-eu-
ropaeische-krise

30 Rainer Land



enough. Rather, it would be necessary for Germany to catch up with other countries’
labour unit costs with disproportionately high wage increases to allow the balances
of trade within the EU to even out.

A strategy of creating a trade surplus across the EU compared with the world
economy will not work. The USA is the only country in a position to absorb growing
deficits, owing to the special role of the US dollar. It is not inconceivable that resis-
tance to growing foreign trade deficits will rise in the USA as well. Other countries
cannot absorb similar deficits - quite aside from the fact that such a system does
not generate any meaningful economic development. Merkel’s motto is ‘everyone
should become more competitive’, i.e. ’everyone should have a trade surplus’ - but
there simply aren’t enough financially strong debtors in the world to support an EU-
wide mercantilist strategy. And Germany is not prepared to gift the money to poorer
neighbours, to say nothing of African countries in crisis, which might buy German
surpluses with that money.

b) The second, and in my opinion, indispensable condition would be an ECB
monetary policy which would, on the one hand, restrict and monitor speculative
growth of financial investments, thus preventing the associated risk of a collapse of
the financial and credit system and of the system of monetary transactions, whilst
still ensuring investments are financed through credit creation. How is it possible to
have a monetary policy which is both restrictive and expansive? The answer is credit
control. A differentiation of lending in regard to the objectives of the real economy
is the minimum requirement of a sensible system for controlling credit creation.
Unfortunately, unless there is a shift away from the ideology of the efficient financial
market, this is unlikely.

¢) A third requirement of a currency union would be coordinated fiscal policy.
Up until now, this area has mainly consisted of restrictions: the deficit ratio and the
debt ratio. There are policy areas which are funded jointly, such as the agricultural
budget, structural policy, education, culture, research and the environment. However,
except for the agricultural budget, the sum of the national budgets for each of these
areas is higher than the EU budget for the same area. This means that the leverage
of the Member States is many times greater than that of the EU. For an economic
and monetary union consisting of cooperating, independent national economies,
this is not a problem. However, this coordinated fiscal policy would have to contain
commitments, not just limitations: such as a commitment to an aligned economic
policy of all Member States; oriented towards full employment, balanced trade in
the medium term, the dismantling of regional disparities, and investment. Unless we
leave behind austerity, the debt brake and the EDP, a genuine coordinated financial
policy is impossible.
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These conditions - coordinated wage policy, uniform inflation rates, common mon-
etary policy and coordinated fiscal policy - are the requirements for a functioning
economic union as a system of cooperating yet independent national economies. In
order to arrive at a unified economy, considerably more comprehensive conditions
and coordinating measures would be required:

B alabour market with a unified law on collective bargaining, moderate regional wage
differences (in my estimation under 20 %), and the same or very similar labour
laws, protections, etc.;

®m a comprehensive and essentially unified social welfare system (pensions, health
insurance, unemployment insurance);

B 3 unified tax regime: taxation must be largely unified, allowing for limited regional
differences (e.g. as with German business tax and municipal levies);

B essentially unified environmental legislation and comparable regulations for the
economic exploitation of natural resources.

In essence, these conditions ensure that regional differences cannot be exploited

for additional profit, and businesses must focus their competition on innovations in

products and processes, rather than on minimising wages, taxes and environmental
commitments.

A European economy would only be imaginable if productivity levels were close
to one another, and above all, if there were a tendency towards rapid convergence. |
would therefore argue as follows. Provided that differences in productivity are more
than 20 to 30 per cent, there can be no successful integration into a unified economy.

If you consider the EU as it is today, with 28 Member States, it becomes clear
that the conditions for integration into a unified economy cannot be created in the
foreseeable future, nor should they be pursued. The price would be the destabilisation
of the EU as a system of cooperating national economies. And this destabilisation
has been in full swing since the introduction of the euro. We should instead be asking
whether the monetary union as it currently exists does not overstretch the Member
States’ ability to cooperate. We should acknowledge that a monetary union cannot
work without coordinated wage increases, and we should bear in mind the conflicts
of interest between employees, employers, nation states and regions, all of which
pose an obstacle to coordinating the development of productivity and wages, as well
as to a common tariff and wage policy (cf. the suggestions in Hopner 2017).

However, in a system of cooperating national economies, it is important that all
national economies should make progress from their current position. That is no
longer the case, which erodes the bond that citizens have with the EU. In fact, it is
the neoliberal orientation of industry lobbies and of large segments of the political
world that frustrates a functioning cooperation: it is intent on exploiting existing rules
and differences in wages, taxation, working conditions, access to natural resources
and so on, for the profit of monopolies and the rentier economy (cf. Elsenhans 2017).
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The political establishment is unwilling and/or unable to counter them. Under such
conditions, not only is further integration out of the question, but also the existing
cooperation between national economies is undermined, the EU is drifting apart, the
people are not participating and resentment towards the EU is on the rise.

In my opinion, under the prevailing conditions, increased integration towards a unified
EU economy and a United States of Europe is not what should be on the agenda, but
instead, two simpler, yet very challenging tasks:

First, we must stop the various countries from managing their economies at the
expense of others: wage dumping, such as with Germany’s wage restraint; undercutting
of tax regulations on a national level for businesses and financial markets; competition
for lower costs in terms of occupational health, environmental costs, infrastructure
costs, etc. The EU institutions have plenty to do in this respect. Business competition
within the EU must turn towards better, environmentally friendly products and pro-
cesses, towards cost savings made by reducing the use of environmental resources,
and not towards minimising wages, taxes and environmental commitments.

It is not enough just to stabilise the EU, however. A positive structural mission is
needed: something which the EU can achieve, can create for its citizens, something
which brings together the majority of citizens and social movements, something
which could rebuild the common consensus which has been lost - comparable with
the social consensus of the post-war era.

| believe that ecologically reforming industrial society will be the decisive challenge
of the coming decades and could deliver the EU the conditions for closer integration
if it consciously meets this human endeavour with whole-hearted commitment, and
without incessant backtracking or hedging.

According to our established knowledge on climate change, environmental damage
and ecology, humanity is under existential threat from its own industrial development.
If over the course of the next two or three generations we do not succeed in stop-
ping climate change and creating an industrial economy that is compatible with the
environment, the existential conditions for global society will be destroyed. However,
for that to happen, the trend has to be reversed in the next ten years, and reform
must start, or must be accelerated right away. The results of the last 20 years are
far too feeble, indeed, in crucial areas there has been a lot of noise made, but little
real improvement, no turning of the tide.

A prerequisite for ecological reform would be consistent management of all relevant
environmental resources, along with a research and investment programme to develop
new, environmentally friendly products and processes (see Land 2017b). This would
also stabilise and improve employment, income and the social position of populations
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of the EU and across the world - of course, not by expanding environmentally harmful
mass consumption, but by developing new, environmentally friendly consumer goods
and patterns of consumption which offer more scope for participation and possibilities
for individual development. The vision of a better world which guarantees the survival
of generations yet to come; this would be the central participation project around
which the people now living in the EU could unite.

To this end, there would finally have to be total, public clarity regarding the mag-
nitude of the threat we ourselves have caused. We can no longer comfort ourselves
with the idea that it won’t be so bad, or that politicians will fix it. Politics, science and
the media need to unreservedly make the facts known about the coming ecological
collapse.

If we succeed in dismantling economic disparities, the question of intensifying
economic integration into a unified European economy, and a United States of Europe
could return to the agenda later on.

A reconstruction of our energy systems, material flows, industry, agriculture,
transport systems, consumption and urban structures, is physically, technologically
and economically, possible. However, if we consider the current social structure,
the reproduction conditions of the different classes, groups and nations and their
resulting interests, and the balance of economic and political power, then such an
institutional reconstruction seems unlikely. It fails because the current socioeconomic
conditions for many social groups to exist, particularly shareholders and financial
market stakeholders, would be fundamentally called into question - although at the
same time, it could open up new, sustainable existential conditions for work and the
capital investment. At present, the EU is a dominant neoliberal project. The future will
depend on whether social movements manage to abandon a questionable present
with no future in favour of a new perspective.
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Six Theses on a New Socialism
for a New Europe

By Klaus Dirre

The proposal for a critical reappropriation of the historic Ventotene Manifesto strikes
a chord with debates around the renewal of left-wing politics. Indeed, it does so in
two distinct ways. On the one hand, it emphasises that a ‘movement for a free and
united Europe’ (Manifesto, p. 8) represented the key vested interest of a social-
ist-communist Left eager to draw the necessary lessons from the triumph of fascism
and totalitarianism. On the other hand, the reference to the Manifesto underscores
the fact that its authors, exiled to the island of Ventotene, had envisaged post-war
Europe as a socialist order. Both objectives, in turn, simultaneously illustrate how
distant such visions currently are. At present, it remains utterly unclear as to what
the severely weakened European Left demands from and seeks to do with or within
Europe. Confronted with a European Union (EU) geared towards radical free-market
policies and the embedded Economic and Monetary Union (EMU), the European
Left currently exhibits the most diverse programmatic orientations, ranging from
the total rejection of the EMU and a gradual removal of the Euro regime to pleas for
neo-Keynesianist inspired policies and even visions of a deepening of European inte-
gration. This unevenness points to another, more radical distinction. Indeed, while a
rudimentary and simultaneously deeply bureaucratic European state certainly exists,
a socialist movement in a position to exert any kind of noteworthy influence upon the
former’s internal balance of forces does not. Currently, what will become of Europe
and the Eurozone is being decided by others. Apart from visions for a better Europe,
the European Left therefore requires a basic concept for a new socialism as well.

Economic Stagnation

The notion that EU member states are in deep crisis appears self-evident. The ma-
jor worldwide turmoil of 2007-9 initiated a period of upheaval manifesting as an
economic-ecological double or ‘pincer-grip’ crisis. Despite undeniable continuities,
the phase of intensified globalisation which established itself as the second-most
successful growth project in the history of industrial capitalism up until the early 2 1
century has come to an end. The global financial crisis signalled the transition to a
period of stagnation. Even though the early industrialised countries have for the most
part returned to a growth trajectory, an actual solution to the consequences of the
crisis remains nowhere in sight. EU member states took until 2016 to merely return
to pre-crisis levels of economic output, while these average figures obscure highly
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unequal developments: Germany remains the engine of European growth despite its
comparatively flat growth curve, but its perpetual export surpluses are a major con-
tributor to the economic imbalances within the Eurozone. The crisis-ridden countries
along Europe’s southern periphery will take at least another decade to even come
close to compensating for the crisis - even under conditions of continual growth. The
picture is even more gloomy in view to income and employment. Low growth rates
have a similar effect as zero growth, causing an increase in unemployment, poverty,
precarity, as well as income and wealth inequality.

The Crisis of the ‘Garrying On as we Always Have’

Yet that is just one side of the coin. The other becomes apparent when the ecological
dimension of the crisis is taken into account. Accelerated extraction of raw materials
and pollutant emissions inherent to economic growth endanger the self-reproduction
of biophysical systems. The main polluters are the countries in the global North. One
quarter of the world’s population, mainly from the OECD countries, currently con-
sumes about three quarters of its resources and produces three quarters of waste
and emissions. The last time climate-damaging emissions declined significantly was
in 2009. The real cause of this was not growing resource efficiency or an accelerated
transition to renewable energies but the global slump in industrial production. The
2010 economic recovery brought carbon emissions back to the record levels of 2008
(31.5 million tons of CO, emissions) and even surpassed them.

This shows: given the current state of affairs, the most important means of over-
coming economic crises for almost two centuries - namely, the generation of economic
growth - increasingly morphs into ecological destruction and socially destructive
growth. If poorer countries and populations are to have any chance of developing,
this will require a profound transformation in those economies and populations of the
Global North with high resource consumption and pollutant emissions - essentially
leaving only two options: ‘one is to make growth sustainable; the other is to make
degrowth stable’.

The European Empire

Due to the Eurozone’s flawed construction and the extreme imbalances caused by
the German export model, this constellation affects European integration in a unique
way. Originally intended as a response to globalisation’s deregulating tendencies and
a safeguard against German hegemony, both the EU and EMU have become ‘dereg-
ulation machines’. The EU with its high levels of integration and (at best) embryonic
civil society represents a hybrid of empire and transnational state. It promotes a
de-democratising constitutionalism which has firmly established market orthodoxy
within European institutions, meaning that institutional heterogeneity manifests
itself as a variation of - rather than protection from - the impacts of the crisis. By
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dismantling collective security systems, collective bargaining agreements, protection
from unfair dismissal and co-determination, European policies have for a long time
weakened precisely those welfare-state institutions which have proven particularly
robust during the crisis (at least for certain groups of wage earners). At the same
time, the institutions’ austerity diktat counteracts the European Central Bank’s (ECB)
policy of low interest rates. The cheap money cannot reach productive cycles and
stimulate urgently needed infrastructure investments because demand - including
productive state consumption - is affected by the imposed austerity and redistributive
mechanisms have ceased to function. This is why the Eurozone’s economy can actu-
ally grow without simultaneously driving up wages and inflation. The proliferation of
precarious employment relations and the weakening of trade unions’ organisational
power act as a lead weight attached to wages, constantly depressing wage shares.
The European post-growth capitalisms regularly run the risk of destroying precisely
those stabilising redistributive mechanisms which are indispensable for defusing the
capital surplus absorption problem (David Harvey). From the perspective of investors
with a long-term orientation, the uncertainty this produces is utterly toxic. That is why
the Eurozone’s return to the supposedly normal state of rapid growth is highly unlikely.
The decisive reason is all too often overlooked even by critical economists. As a result
of the weakening of trade unions and the decline of Social Democratic, socialist and
Eurocommunist parties, the political economy of the labour force was pushed onto
the defensive to such an extent that it still lacks the necessary assertiveness to push
for even system-stabilising redistributive measures to this day.

Distributional Conflicts and Democratic-Ecological Class Politics
Take, for instance, climate justice. The wealthiest 10 percent of the world’s population
are responsible for about half of all climate-damaging carbon emissions. Conversely,
the poorer half of the world’s population, who suffer the most from the effects of cli-
mate change, account for only one tenth of worldwide emissions of climate-damaging
greenhouse gases. In this sense, climate change and social justice are inextricably
linked to one another. They separate rich and poor even within nation states. A sim-
ilar picture emerges with regard to resource consumption. The ecological footprint
of someone from the wealthiest one percent of the world’s population is about 175
times greater than that of someone from the poorest 10 percent. Limiting climate
change and leaving extensive resource consumption behind will thus only be possible
if accompanied by material redistribution - not only from the richer to the poorer
countries, but also from the privileged elites to the most vulnerable class segments
(particularly within the affluent countries).

For these reasons, democratic redistribution is the order of the day. The path to eco-
logical and social sustainability inevitably includes the fight against luxury consump-
tion, wealth concentration and income inequality, also and especially in the capitalist
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centres. While the authors of the Ventotene Manifesto envisaged a movement which
would transcend the class-political horizon of the socialist labour movement in favour
of a more comprehensive hegemonic bloc, today’s challenge is to make democratic
class struggle possible again to begin with. Recent recommendations issued by the
conservative Club of Rome point precisely in this direction. In order to react to the
negative utopias of a stagnant predatory capitalism, the authors of the report argue for
slow growth linked to proposals for the redistribution not just of wealth and income,
but also of paid and unpaid work. Their proposed 13 immediate reforms include the
promotion of trade union organisation so as to reduce exploitation - alongside an
increase in unemployment benefits, a guaranteed basic income for groups in need,
a redefinition of paid work including care work, greater tax justice, restrictions on
foreign trade, and an increase in green economic stimulus packages. Given that the
authors expect resistance from powerful corporations, political elites and advocates
of a radical free-market doctrine, they argue for a greater degree of democracy, to
be realised through a transnational movement for ecological sustainability and social
justice. Such recommendations represent starting points for the European Left.

Refounding Europe

None of the major issues - inequality, ecological threats, challenges posed by digi-
talisation, forced migration movements or the risk potential inherent in deregulated
financial markets - can be solved at the national level alone. In my view, we must
thus acknowledge that democratic-ecological redistribution and class politics need
Europe. That said, a Europe which imposes austerity upon the countries at the southern
periphery and destroys the foundations of entire societies must be fiercely opposed.
A European order based on solidarity has no need for a European Court which, in
violation of its assigned task, unduly abolishes the social rights of wage earners with
the stroke of a pen. A class politics criticising institutionalised free-market radicalism
is therefore not in the least bit anti-European. The European Union will only survive as
an economically integrated zone if it becomes a social and ecological Union. In order
to do so, it requires democratic projects, from both above and below. Such projects
may include, for instance: a European minimum wage linked to wage levels in mem-
ber states; a European unemployment insurance to which all groups in society must
contribute; dual European citizenship which designates all Europeans both citizens of
the EU and of the country they reside in, respectively; and the formation of European
parties and election of a European Parliament which then selects a democratically
legitimised government.

Currently, all this is obviously still a long way off - not least because any Europe-
an regulation today would likely harmonise social and ecological standards at the
lowest conceivable level. One response to such attempts could be a non-regression
clause, which would allow European standards to be introduced in a flexible manner
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while prohibiting degradation in individual nation states. The weakened European
trade unions could already begin setting the course by organising mutual aid for one
another, indeed beginning today. A European strike fund for cross-border support
of labour conflicts in transnational companies would represent a bold step in this
direction. The strengthening of democratic institutions at a European level neces-
sarily entails the determined resistance against the curtailment of the separation of
powers and democratic basic rights as is currently the case in Hungary and Poland.
Democratic-ecological class politics will either be European and transnational - or
they will not be at all.

The Neo-Socialist Option

To sum up: the affluent societies of the Global North are currently undergoing a pro-
found social transformation which will, by definition, entail an abandonment of the
growth patterns dominant over the past decades. Should it prove impossible within
the framework of the capitalist market-economy to leave the familiar growth paths
behind, then systemic ruptures are possible or even likely. There is some indication
that democracy may no longer be the most adequate form for contemporary post-
growth capitalism to develop in. For this and other reasons, is it necessary to not only
deal with the symptoms, but to actually cure an ailment and rectify systemic faults.
| consider five core projects to be central in this regard:

Utterly vital are, firstly, sustainable modes of social regulation capable of rendering
ecological and social destruction visible and counteracting the externalisation of its
consequences. We require a different concept of growth and a global debate about
forms of production, products and ways of living, including the material rupture with
superfluous consumerism and an understanding of the ethical imperative of moder-
ation as evidence of life quality.

Another element in this context ought to be the promotion of a resource-saving
and low-pollutant production of durable goods. A new concept of growth that would
highlight the benefits of unpaid and informal activities may contribute to a collective
understanding of the right to a good life. Even today, an everyday critique of the
‘Always more but never enough!, which is familiar to people of all social layers and
from the most diverse walks of life, draws on such visions of a good life. The right
to a good life, however, will only change society if its implementation challenges the
power centres of post-growth capitalism.

A politics of substantive equality and equity between all people through democratic
sharing and redistribution represents the second core project. Substantive equality is
applicable, because ecological sustainability cannot be achieved without social sus-
tainability. Projects of radical democratic re-distribution are urgently needed - from the
North to the South, from the European centre to the European crisis countries, from
top to bottom, from the strongest to the weakest. Progressive taxation, particularly
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an inheritance tax, would turn the right to own property into a temporary right. This
logic, which proceeds from the assumption that property owners also carry a social
responsibility, would make various policies of gradually implementing redistributive
measures conceivable: a tax on fossil fuel profits, a progressive income tax, trans-
parent tax administration, capital levies on all owners of significant financial wealth,
a unified European tax policy and the use of the funds gathered this way to pay for
global investments in climate protection, fighting hunger and absolute poverty, and
opening up access to basic goods such as primary education in the poorest countries
of the global South. The task at hand in the capitalist centres is not only material
redistribution, but also the allocation of working time, leisure time as well as time to
participate in democratic procedures. This is impossible without the shortening and
fair distribution of gainful working hours, without short-term full-time employment
for all - a project which represents a formidable starting point for alliances between
trade unions, feminist care initiatives and degrowth movements.

There can be no return to classical social democratic policies of redistribution
under the conditions of an economic-ecological double crisis. As a third core pro-
Ject, we therefore require radical democratisation of the economy (and workplace):
‘Overcoming capitalism from within capitalism - that is what is already happening in
many places and which we intend to strengthen [...]. Our vision is and will continue
to be that of a social and ecological economic democracy [...]. Essentially, it is about
expanding the question of ownership. Apart from the retroactive tax-based redistri-
bution of social wealth, we require a fair distribution of economic decision-making
power. Turning those affected into co-determining participants moreover prevents
the emergence of unjustified and harmful inequalities.’ (Socialist Party of Switzerland,
December 2016).

This implies - fourthly - that we cannot avoid posing the question of ownership,
albeit in a new way. Both capitalist private ownership of the means of production as well
as socialist state ownership have proven inadequate to cope with the major challenges
facing contemporary society. That is why we require new forms of collective ownership
that turn employees into co-owners particularly in society’s key sectors (energy and
water management, transportation, financial sector, agriculture). In the longer term,
large corporations ought to be transformed into employee-owned companies subject
to a democratically legitimated collective will and institutionalised inside as well as
outside of private corporations. It ought to include consumer organisations, NGOs,
and environmentalist associations so as to avoid any corporatist bloc formation.
Apart from that, forms of collective self-ownership - such as energy co-operatives,
self-help networks and institutions, non-profit organisations and incipient stages of
a solidarity economy - also require strengthening.

Each of the projects mentioned here must take into account, fifthly, that an agenda
of democratic transformation today can only succeed on a global scale. Ecological
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threats, economic crises, forced migration movements and wars demand a new ‘global
domestic policy’ (Ulrich Beck). Achieving this will only be possible if differing interests
and conflicts between different states and world regions are mutually acknowledged
and dealt with in a cooperative manner. We must create - beginning in our respective
national societies - a mode of global cooperation, without which the old (sociologist’s)
dream of a ‘betterment of society’ cannot be realised in a global order.

Is all of this realistic? Of course not - at least not for the time being. And yet, did
the authors of the Ventotene Manifesto not draft the document precisely at a time
when most of Europe was under the grip of fascism? | believe we should adopt a
similarly bold approach. We desire a different Europe, a better Europe. We can only
achieve this goal if an actual antagonist once again emerges - one that is capable of
seriously challenging capitalist elites.
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Overhauling the project
of European integration

Three quarters of a century after the manifesto of Ventotene
By Elmar Altvater

L

The European process of economic, social and political integration is not following the
mechanics of a clockwork. It is driven - and hampered - by political powers and their
interests, by parties and individual politicians by their visions and utopias. Sometimes
they are limited in scope, linked to national traditions, outdated ideas or inspired by
fantastic expectations about the future of the continent. The most effective impulses
tointegrate national economies and nation states to a superior European entity always
were especially strong after catastrophes, revolutions and wars, such as the world
wars of the last century or after political earthquakes of historical dimensions, such
as the end of fascist dictatorships in Southern European countries in the middle of
the 1970s or the collapse of actually existing socialism and the velvet revolutions
after 1989, or as a result of structural all-encompassing economic crises such as
the financial crisis since 2008. These events triggered debates on the trajectory of
European integration, of new efforts to unite the torn continent and in general on the
future of the European Union.

At the first glance this is a peculiar and extraordinary reaction to the challenges of
economic crises or political catastrophes which in other regions of the world is un-
thinkable. Nobody expects from the Americas, Asia or Africa a comparable endeavour
of political integration of several nation states. In other parts of the world political
alliances, free trade associations or bilateral treaties are the methods of international
cooperation. In contrast to the European example political integration is flat, not
deep. Political Problems are delivered to national agencies or institutions in order to
negotiate solutions. In Europe however it is different. The reason for the European
uniqueness and its peculiarity can be found in history. The continent is favoured by
the geographical position as part of the Eurasian land mass and of being situated on
the margin of the African continent and the Middle East where the species of mankind
as well as their culture and civilisations have its origin. The Eastern Mediterranean,
the fertile triangle including Mesopotamia, are the cradle of human civilizations. The
tragedy is that the cradle is being destroyed by Western powers, including member
states of the EU. Therefore thinking about the future of the EU requires thinking about
what is happening now in the Middle East.
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Moreover, one also can argue that in the European case progress of political and
economic integration is an act of desperation over the disastrous consequences of
conflicts between peoples in the divided and belligerent European world. Ultranation-
alism, racism, feeling of superiority and simply imperialist attempts were widespread
attitudes in European societies, and they still are. They were dominant in the political
behaviour of the political class.

The feeling of desperation after the Second World War and the terror of fascism
and Nazism have been replaced by positive expectations of a better life in a new
democratic and peaceful order of a united Europe. This perspective is a guideline in
the early statements on the future of Europe in the post-war period, and even before
in the pre-World War Il era. There are many documents to confirm this statement.

I
A telling example is the manifesto of Ventotene from 1941, written by the Italian an-
tifascists Altiero Spinelli, Ernesto Rossi and Eugenio Colorni on the Thyrrenean island
of Ventotene where the fascist Italian government already in1926 had established
a prison (‘Confino’) for people in resistance against the regime. The three detainees
on Vetotene elaborated in those dire times a manifesto on the future of the Euro-
pean continent after the war, entitled ‘For a free and united Europe’. Their political
background were the experiences of the economic and political mistakes committed
in pre-war times. They also had to consider the fascist ‘solutions’ of the great crisis
between the two world wars: uncontrolled violence, measures of brutal terror against
all parts of the population, an economic disaster following the decision for a policy of
autarchy and a totalitarian dictatorship. Most shocking was the world war waged by
the fascist powers, lead by Nazi-Germany, with a death toll of more than 40 million.

In the Ventotene-manifesto the authors in the first place analysed causes of the
crime and the disaster committed. They asked what went wrong in the world after
the First World War, particularly in Europe which became a slaughterhouse in those
times. They raised the question in order to avoid mistakes in the European order to
be established after the victory over National Socialism and Fascism.

A central issue of their critique was the turn to autarchic solutions in economic
strategies as an answer to the Great Economic Crisis after 1929. It nurtured nation-
alistic and aggressive, non-cooperative solutions to the manifestations of the crisis
instead of a common and cooperative endeavour to overcome it peacefully.

They still had the policies of British imperialism in the 19th century in mind: When
commodities cannot cross the borders due to autarchic measures of isolation, then
the army must do the job. In the European case the consequence was quite clear, and
minutely analyzed by Friedrich Pollock of the Frankfurt School: Germany, also Italy,
and as another example from another continent also Japan, were industrialized coun-
tries without a colonial ,,hinterland“ where they could tap the needed raw materials,
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agrarian foodstuff and energy sources. Their policy of autarchy therefore morphed
into extremely aggressive and militaristic political measures. A political project of
autarchy can be good for existing economic monopolies, i.e. for big firms. They can
exploit the politically created situation and make profit out of it. Following the logics
of autarchy the military as an integral part of the political project must conquer the
concerned territories. Economic autarchy inevitably transforms peoples into armies,
write the authors of the ‘manifesto of Ventotene’. Military leaders seize the power
from politically legitimised persons. All these changes in society and politics lead
into a war. Political and economic autarchy and a peaceful international order in an
industrialised capitalist world are simply not compatible.

This was a strong reason to plea in the manifesto for the establishment of a union
of ‘United States of Europe’ as the cornerstone of the European order after the war.
It should be democratic. The economy also should be open, ruled by free markets,
which end up in the future as a common European market.

This is what also the neoliberals after the war proposed. Furthermore the authors of
the Ventotene manifesto stress the necessity of the ‘European Revolution” which must
exhibit socialist characteristics. This is the positive dimension of European integration:
Big and basic industries should be nationalised whereas small and medium-sized firms
should remain private ones. Otherwise, they fear, a ‘caste of bureaucrats’ can seize pow-
er. Not only freedom but also equality remains a crucial political goal. Solidarity among
people was a central value in face of the experience with the wild capitalist system of
unregulated competition together with corporatist structures, very often imposed and
enforced by the Catholic Church and - in Italy - by the Vatican. European integration
should aim at a democratised, more equal system together with some socialist elements.

All privileges or inherited fortunes, the manifesto claimed, should be limited and
regulated, if not abolished. Redistribution of wealth and income, the manifesto de-
manded, was an important political task as well as the creation of free trade unions,
of an equal system of education or the accomplishment of the separation between
the state and the church. The political system should be open, pluralistic and auton-
omous vis-a-vis the church. The latter was an issue especially important in a country
like Italy, where the authors of the Ventotene manifesto came from.

lil.
Using a distinction introduced by the Dutch economist and Nobel laureate Jan Tin-
bergen in the 1950s, the manifesto showed a path of positive European integration
instead of a path pointing at negative integration. The notion ‘positive’ and ‘negative’
does not indicate an evaluation, instead it is a descriptive qualification of the chosen
pattern of integration: establishing - positively - new structures and institutions of
a common system, or - negatively - dismantling rules and borders which separate
existing spaces from each other so that a new, a greater space can come up after the
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removal (negative integration) of barriers. The ruling elites in Western Europe in the
decades after the war have chosen the path of negative integration. Of course, the
distinction is an ideal-typical one. However, it allows to clearly indicate the chosen
pattern of integration.

The buzzwords since then are: liberalisation of markets, privatisation of public
goods and services, deregulation of politics. By the same token these are the central
concepts of the neoliberal agenda which ideologically conflated with the political
project of negative integration. So the European integration project and neoliberal
preponderance in the views of the world mutually reinforced each other. It became
the dominant ideology for years not only in Europe, and not only in the EU.

Without any doubt, the project of negative integration was successful although it
was enforced by tricky measures which FA von Hayek at the end of the war proposed
in his famous book on ‘the road to serfdom’: lock the agenda of negative integration
in a system of international treaties so that no government can deviate from the neo-
liberal path and leave the pattern of negative integration. That is the way to effectively
block any attempt to realise a socialist alternative.

V.

However, the price of successful negative integration is high. The triangle of liber-
alisation, deregulation and privatisation resulted first in a metastases-like growth
of financial markets. That was beyond the horizon of the authors of the Ventotene
manifesto when they asked for free markets. The expansion of financial transactions
surpasses by far the growth of the real economy in the EU. Financial instabilities arise
which aggravate to disastrous financial crises. This happened 2008 as a consequence
of wild financial speculation on real estate markets in the USA, which spilled over
the Atlantic Ocean into the European financial system. In the course of this crisis
many small debtors went bankrupt, many banks failed. This happened in masses and
caused misery even in the middle classes. It was a tragedy for many peoples who
only after years could recover.

Sovereign debtors, however, have been ‘rescued’ in order to avoid the feared chain
reaction of a possible collapse of the globalised banking system. Single financial in-
stitutions are ‘too big’ and too intertwined globally as to be allowed to get bankrupt.
Therefore public debtors have been endowed with new credit, called ‘rescue package’,
in order to enable them to secure the liquidity of the private banking system. The public
debt increases when private wealth and the institutions administering it are rescued.
This constellation guarantees a long term debt service from the public debtor to the
private wealth owners. The price of the solution of the crisis is the redistribution of
income and wealth from the lower classes to the rich. Economic and social inequality
soar and consequently also political inequality. The foundation of democracy and of
social peace is jeopardized.
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One has to admit that European negative integration resulted in an internationally
competitive market place. That can be assessed as a success story, and this story is
a main part of the European narrative three quarters of a century after the manifesto
of Ventotene and 60 years after the treaty of Rome, especially in face of the many
crises of the integration project, in face of the Brexit-crisis, the refugee-crisis or the
debt and currency crisis which particularly severely hits Greece. The requirements
of negative integration, i. e. obedience to the rules of liberalised financial markets,
are weighted higher than the elements of positive integration, i.e .most prominently
European solidarity, including solidarity with debtor nations, with Greece. Solidarity
as a crucial value of positive integration has been sacrificed for the rescue of the
financial system. The possible achievements of positive integration as intended in
the manifesto of Ventotene have been sacrificed on the altar of financial stability for
the lentil dish of winning a little more time in the game of speculation.

The potentialities of negative integration seem to be exhausted. Further market
liberalisation and political deregulation bring no additional gain for the population
concerned. Instead, deregulation and liberalisation or privatisation are understood
as attacks on living conditions and achievements which in many cases have been
the outcome of hard social and political struggles. Many of these struggles are en-
shrined in the historical memory of peoples and are reactivated in situations of acute
conflict. This is the reason why the negative integration project has to be superseded
by initiatives of positive integration, of structural reforms of societal relations in the
European Union and on international markets.

V.
The manifesto of Ventotene was an early attempt of modelling a project of positive
integration in Europe. The integration path selected since the 1950s was that of
negative integration. The Euro-crisis is a memento of negative market integration; it
led the EU into a cul-de-sac. The European currency system deserves a fundamental
overhaul, firstly comprising a combination of monetary policy and national as well as
European fiscal policies, secondly a cancellation of intolerable debt combined with
rules of a reduction of deficits as well as of surpluses in the current account. These
are immediate and urgent requirements. However, there are some others of similar
importance because not only the crisis of money, finance and of the European cur-
rency must be resolved. Also, the crisis of labour has to be resolved and the crisis
of the nature of planet Earth. Not only unemployment bothers European citizen, but
new forms of informal and precarious work including work in the IT-universe. These
requirements go far beyond the scope of negative integration, they cannot be left to
the market. Positive political regulations are required, especially when we take the
situation of the international labour markets and their performance into account.
Migration in the European Union is a crucial issue, particularly since the end of the
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‘iron curtain’. People come, not as refugees and ‘freedom fighters’ from the Eastern
dictatorship to the Western ‘free world’ but as job seekers and compete with European
workers on the labour market.

Moreover more and more people from the neighbouring crisis ridden, war-torn and
ecologically devastated regions in Africa and Asia are looking for asylum in EU-Europe.

To find solutions to these problems obviously is a task which goes much beyond
the perspective of neoliberal, negative, market-controlled integration. The manifesto of
Ventotene nearly 80 years ago plead for positive integration of the continent. Today it
should, it must be modernised. It comprises many proposals for a democratic, social
Europe with a broad public sector. It also pleads for European solidarity. It also could
be used as a testimony for a common European army. The idea of the authors of
the manifesto is understandable in times when European nations waged war against
each other. Today a European army could be used as an instrument of imperialist and
aggressive policies against other countries in the world. Therefore the meeting of
Italian prime minister Renzi, French president Hollande and German chancellor Merkel
on an aircraft carrier anchored on the shores of the Ventotene island to prepare the
2016-EU-summit of Bratislava and to set a sign against Brexit also sent a message of
the EU commanding a well equipped armed force. The future of Europe, however, is
not the military, but an efficient, well regulated diversified economy, a sound natural
environment on planet Earth, decent work for all 