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Ladies and gentlemen, 
 
“It is time to stop pretending that Europeans and Americans share a common view of the world. 
Or even that they occupy the same world.”  With these words Robert Kagan opens his well-
known essay “Of Paradise and Power,” about the relationship between the United States and 
Europe.  “The United States and Europe are fundamentally different,” Kagan says. “Americans 
are from Mars and Europeans are from Venus: they agree on little and understand one another 
less and less.”  Could that be the reason President Bush is planning to send manned spaceships to 
the red planet? Is the U.S. trying to get in touch with headquarters? Now that would really be a 
“giant leap for mankind”. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen, today I’d like you to join me in thinking about the ways the United States 
and Europe do “occupy the same world”. What drives us? What do we have in common? How 
do we differ? And if there are differences, what conclusions should we draw for our relationship? 
 
Let’s stay with Kagan’s outer-space theme for a minute. Are we really in two different 
spaceships? Or are we in a single spaceship, arguing about which way to go? Or... is it all a big 
fuss about nothing? Are we in fact living in perfect harmony, like the crew of the Starship 
Enterprise? 
 
I’d like to look at three aspects of our relationship. Together, they will give us a fairly complete 
picture of our views of the world and whatever differences there may be. The first aspect is our 
values: our individual and collective motivations. Then, our economic ambitions: the ways we 
strive for prosperity. And finally, our visions of peace and security. 
 
Let’s begin with our values. Discussions about values always have their risks. Because the topic 
is so abstract, it’s easy to talk at cross-purposes, even if we think we understand each other.  So 
I’ll start with a definition, borrowed from the American philosopher John Kekes. He calls values 
“possibilities whose realization may make lives good.”  It’s a fine definition. Kekes makes it 
clear that values relate not to what we have, but to what we can get. They are not a possession, 
but a motivation. In fact, they are a mission to seize the opportunities that make our lives “good”. 
 
The Draft Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe asserts the values that we Europeans 
hold to be fundamental. I quote:  “The Union is founded on the values of respect for human 
dignity, liberty, democracy, equality, the rule of law and respect for human rights. These values 



are common to the Member States in a society of pluralism, tolerance, justice, solidarity and non-
discrimination.” 
 
That’s quite a mouthful. I know some people see it as no more than a lot of fine words. But for 
me – and for millions of other Europeans – those two sentences have tremendous significance. 
They symbolize fifty years of peace and cooperation among the peoples of Europe. Half a 
century of shared freedom and opportunity, of shared possibilities to make our lives good.  
In our continent’s long history, no such thing has ever happened before. 
 
When the European Convention first set to work on the draft Constitution, its President, Valéry 
Giscard d’Estaing, said to his fellow delegates: “This is our Philadelphia.”  Philadelphia, the city 
where the groundwork for the new republic was laid in the Declaration of Independence and, 
later, the United States Constitution.  The Declaration of Independence enshrines the 
fundamental values of American society. Values reaffirmed in the Constitution, which shape 
America’s vision of humanity and the world.  In the summer of 1776, Jefferson and his 
associates took less than a month to prepare their text. In Europe we tend to take a little more 
time. On the other hand, Jefferson was in a stuffy second-floor room across the street from a 
stable, where he was plagued by horseflies. Maybe that encouraged him to work fast. 
 
I’m sure you’re all familiar with the text. Let me just quote one memorable passage: “All men 
are created equal. They are endowed with certain unalienable Rights. Among these are Life, 
Liberty and the pursuit of Happiness.” 
 
“The pursuit of Happiness.” It’s as if John Kekes had been writing along with them.  Anyway, 
suppose that Robert Kagan is right, that Europe and the US really are “fundamentally different.” 
Surely that would imply different values.  But if we lay the two documents side by side, we must 
conclude that the United States and Europe agree about the “possibilities whose realization may 
make lives good.” We stand for the same values. There is no question of any fundamental 
differences. 
 
Let’s take a close look at my second topic: our economic ambitions. Are there fundamental 
differences there?  Let’s look at the facts.  The volume of transatlantic trade and investment 
between the United States and the European Union is the largest in the world. Roughly a billion 
dollars a day. Together, we account for some forty percent of world trade in goods and services.  
About four and a half million Americans work for European businesses. And about four million 
Europeans work for American companies.  In forty-six U.S. states, Europe is export market 
number one or two.  In forty-four of the fifty American states, the European Union is the top 
foreign investor.  Even in 2003 – hardly a boom year – direct investment in the US from the 
European Union continued to rise sharply. And vice versa. The Netherlands plays a large part in 
that increase, as the third-largest foreign investor in the U.S. 
 
Daniel Hamilton, the director of the Center for Transatlantic Relations in Washington, D.C., has 
called economic relations between the United States and Europe “by a wide margin the deepest 
and broadest between any two continents in history.”  He added that overemphasizing trade 
disputes between the two economic superpowers simply does not do justice to the economic 
facts. His message is: “Transatlantic divorce? We literally cannot afford it.” 



 
Experience has shown us that the American-European relationship cannot be tripped up by 
bananas or cut down by steel. It is simply too precious. In every sense of the word.  So we feel a 
shared responsibility for helping to put the world trade talks back on track. Free, fair trade is the 
road to greater prosperity, in both rich and poor countries. After last September’s WTO talks in 
Cancún, which ground to an early halt, it is encouraging to see signs of progress once again. 
 
Earlier this year, U.S. Trade Representative Robert Zoellick put forward proposals to break the 
deadlock, in agriculture and other areas. The European Commission issued a positive response to 
this initiative. Let’s be honest: agriculture is a touchy subject in Europe. That’s why it is so 
important to reform the EU’s Common Agricultural Policy, as we agreed in June 2003. The main 
difference is that payments will no longer be linked to production. A real breakthrough.  
The next step is to take on the complex issue of export subsidies. We must work together at the 
WTO to make real strides. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen, it’s only natural we have our disagreements about trade policy now and 
then. But they pale into insignificance next to the many points on which the United States and 
the European Union do agree. At the WTO and the many other fronts on which we operate 
together.  There are also differences in our domestic social and economic policies. The United 
States stresses economic self-sufficiency. Making and taking opportunities to create your own 
wealth. One result is an exceptionally dynamic economy. But another result is that large groups 
of people risk being excluded from society. 
 
In Europe, it is important to us not to exclude anyone from prosperity. We have strong safety 
nets in place for people who can no longer take care of themselves, temporarily or in the long 
term.  For Europe, the biggest challenge now is to combine social cohesion with greater 
dynamism, greater flexibility, and greater innovation.   Every EU member state stands one 
hundred percent behind that goal. In this quest for flexibility and dynamism the EU and U.S. 
again see eye to eye.  Add to that our strong economic ties, which translate into good jobs and 
good incomes for millions of Americans and Europeans. I can only conclude that when it comes 
to the economy, the U.S. and EU are not fundamentally different.  It would be much more 
accurate to say we are fundamentally connected. 
 
But what about peace and security?, some might ask. Isn’t it clear that the United States and 
Europe see power and security in totally different ways? Is this the fault line that reveals two 
diverging visions? In fact, looking at Europe’s approach to Iraq, you might conclude that 
European countries don’t even see eye to eye with each other, let alone the U.S.  When it comes 
to Iraq, believe me, the EU has learned from its divided response. We are keenly aware that we 
must not let it happen again. Arguing among ourselves is the worst way for us to promote peace 
and security around the world. 
 
And our relationship with the U.S.? Again, it’s a good idea to look at the facts and consult 
primary sources.  In June 2002, President Bush presented his National Security Strategy, setting 
out the main lines of American policy.  The president’s strategy shows us a world that has 
changed dramatically since the end of the Cold War. We are no longer threatened by the 
confrontation between superpowers pitted against each other. Now, we face a lurking danger: 



“shadowy networks of individuals who can bring great chaos and suffering”. And countries, 
mostly unfree, where those individuals take shelter and hatch their destructive plans. 
 
The heart of the U.S. strategy is a pitched battle against terrorism and the proliferation of 
weapons of mass destruction, alongside efforts to promote free, open and prosperous societies on 
every continent. For the ultimate goal is not just security, but security in freedom and prosperity 
for all.  In America’s strategy, a tough-minded approach to terrorists and those who harbor them 
goes hand in hand with the fight against poverty, lawlessness and oppression.  The U.S. 
recognizes it cannot complete this mission on its own. In the words of the National Security 
Strategy, “No nation can build a safer, better world alone.” The strategy names Europe as a 
natural ally. 
 
And what about those Europeans? The popular image is that they’re so busy with infighting they 
haven’t got around to a common approach to peace and security.  Nothing could be less true. 
Last December, the European Council approved a strong European Security Strategy. Javier 
Solana, the EU High Representative for the Common Foreign Security Policy, did the 
preparatory work. It was a first-rate job. 
 
If we lay the European and American strategies side by side, two things stand out.  One: 
Americans and Europeans draw the same conclusions. The key threats of our time are terrorism 
and the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction, in combination with bad governance, 
lawlessness and social injustice in many countries.  Two: Americans and Europeans choose the 
same approach. Neither of us will shy away from military force when necessary. The European 
strategy speaks of “early, rapid and, when necessary, robust intervention” and of “preventive 
engagement” in times of greatest menace. But, just like Americans, Europeans clearly see that 
“none of the new threats is purely military; nor can any be tackled by purely military means.” 
 
More must be done to make the world truly secure. We must prevent conflict, promote the spread 
of good governance, foster democracy and economic reform, and strengthen cooperative ties 
within international organizations.  We see the same priorities return in the U.S. National 
Security Strategy. I conclude that the European and American strategies share a lot of common 
ground. Once again, there is no question of fundamental differences.  But that’s not to say there 
are no differences at all. Thank goodness. 
 
Every manager in the private and public sector knows when an organization is at its best. Not 
when everyone’s talents and approaches are exactly alike. Organizations do best when their 
people bring a variety of skills to the table in the service of a common mission.  That principle 
applies on a global scale. We don’t have to become identical twins. The point is for us to respect 
each other and combine our strengths to the pursuit of our common goal: a better, more secure 
world. A world in which any Desert Storm is followed by a cooling breeze. 
 
It is true that the United States spends more on defense than the countries of the European Union. 
But Europe is responsible for more than half of all government aid to developing countries. My 
own country, for example, spends 0.8 percent of its gross domestic product on development 
cooperation.  A lot has been said and written about hard and soft power. Americans are said to 
emphasize hard power, and Europeans soft power. What we should all ask ourselves is, where 



would the hardware be without the software? And vice versa. We have to move forward with 
both.  Only by combining them can we build a better world. We’ve learned the lesson of Bosnia, 
Kosovo, Ethiopia, Sudan, Afghanistan and Iraq. 
 
And let’s not infect that better world with viruses of our own creation. Rivalry, mistrust and 
ignorance are the My Doom virus of the transatlantic relationship.  So on both sides of the 
Atlantic, we must keep expanding our range of instruments. And sharing the burden, each of us 
doing our part. Jointly moving forward with a common agenda. That is the right perspective on 
the European Union’s plans for more structured defense cooperation. Our goal is not to compete 
with NATO. On the contrary, we are trying to play a more robust role on the world stage, and to 
create the best possible synergy with NATO. 
 
Let’s remember one thing. Countries, organizations and individuals who hate freedom and 
international justice will move at once to fill any gap that opens up between Europe and the 
United States. Together we can be a mighty force for good in the world. Played against each 
other, we could do real damage to the cause of peace and security. 
 
Earlier this year, Mohamed ElBaradei, the head of the United Nations International Atomic 
Energy Agency, warned that the illicit market for nuclear-related material and equipment had 
become a kind of international Wal-Mart. A Wal-Mart for countries and organizations with  evil 
intentions, where they can buy the materials and information they need to blackmail the world.  
Weapons of mass destruction in the wrong hands. That’s a nightmare we must prevent by all 
necessary means. The United States and Europe have a special responsibility to make the 
multilateral system more effective. We need to put more muscle into rules on nonproliferation 
and, most of all, into enforcing those rules. 
 
We also have shared ambitions for the wider Middle East. The countries in the region seem more 
and more receptive to building more democratic societies, where human rights and civil liberties 
have a firmer footing. The idea is gaining ground that this is also the way to get their stagnant 
economies moving again. The US and EU, working together closely, can give this process a 
major lift. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen, for many centuries Europe’s history was one of conflict and battle. But 
for fifty years now, our history has been marked by cooperation and integration.  There is a 
Czech saying: “Protect yourself not with a fence, but with your friends.” In the last half century, 
Europe has put that idea into practice.  The European Union is an expanding circle of stable, 
peace-loving countries. An engine of freedom, prosperity and human development, for both the 
countries within the EU, and the countries around it. European integration is the greatest gift that 
Europe has ever given the world.  I believe our continent is radiating positive force. But that 
force alone is not strong enough to overcome the challenges we face. The only way to success is 
close cooperation with our partners here, on this side of the Atlantic. 
 
The Netherlands seeks to be a bridge between Europe and America. It is a role we can play with 
conviction. And I believe we have a certain right to that role. Not only because we are world 
famous for our bridges and dams. But also because we put our money and our muscle where our 
mouth is. 



 
 Which countries provide the most per-capita support to military operations? Numbers one and 

two won’t surprise you: the United States and the United Kingdom. But did you know that the 
Netherlands is in third place? 
 Which countries invest the most per capita in development cooperation? At the top of the list 

are the Scandinavian countries and, once again, the Netherlands. 
 The Netherlands is one of the founding fathers of both the European Union and NATO. 
 And we took and take part – active part – in missions to bring peace, security, and 

reconstruction to countries like Lebanon, Bosnia, Cyprus, Macedonia, Kosovo, Ethiopia/ 
Eritrea, Afghanistan, and Iraq. For eight months now, twelve hundred Dutch soldiers have 
been keeping the peace in Al-Muthanna, a region in the south of Iraq that is in fact larger than 
the Netherlands. 

 
And in spite of all these achievements, we have remained modest.  All things considered, there 
certainly are differences between the United States and Europe, but no fundamental differences. 
Our values, our economic ambitions, our vision of peace and security; they all run parallel.  If we 
keep those fundamental similarities firmly in mind, we can overcome any differences of opinion. 
 
Ladies and gentlemen, in 1782, before he became president, John Adams spent some time in the 
Netherlands as diplomatic representative. He was there when the Netherlands became the second 
country in the world – after France – to recognize the new nation across the Atlantic. John 
Adams wrote:  “When I go to heaven, I shall look down over the battlements with pleasure upon 
the stripes and stars wantoning in the wind at The Hague.” 
 
If John Adams is looking down at us today, he will see that flag still standing. Just as the 
European flag is firmly planted in American soil. And fortunately, those flags will never stop 
“wantoning in the wind”. For as you know, the wind is always blowing on the Atlantic Coast.  
 
Thank you. 
 


