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When discussing the European Union, conventional wisdom and cliché talking points describe a 

continent “in decline,” overwhelmed with well-known problems and challenges. Examples of 

“crises” abound. The very term has become banal when applied to the European Union. Critiques 

of economic and political stagnation, rising populism, and Euroscepticism are bolstered by dire 

figures and warnings about Europe’s plummeting competitiveness and future sustainability. An 

aging population will translate to decreased world influence in terms of both demography and 

economics. Financial, social and political crises cause Europe’s citizens to question their 

confidence in their leaders and in the European project itself. These worries and doubts devolve 

into a negative spiral. This is exacerbated by what I have often called the “intellectual glamour of 

pessimism.” In this view, Europe’s woes are so inflated that they seem inevitable and 

insurmountable. 

 

Yet how does this narrative of decline hold up in the broader context? Is this the true “state of the 

European Union?” Many concerns are not completely unfounded, and we must be honest about 

the real problems that Europe faces. Europe has its fair share of criticisms – this is an undeniable 

fact – and denying the challenges does not make them any less real. Critiques of EU governance 

continually return to questions of accountability and the “democratic deficit.” The financial crisis 

made this debate even more difficult because of policies with significant social costs – more 

specifically, dramatically high unemployment, especially among the young, in several European 

countries – which to some extent have further polarized the differences between richer and 

poorer in Europe.  

 

But we must also acknowledge the fact that Europe continues to confound its critics. I propose 

today that we think beyond immediate analyses of problems that dominate the headlines and 

consider the medium and long-term for the European project, the most advanced and ambitious 

example ever of transnational democracy. I base these considerations on my direct experience as 

President of the European Commission from 2004-2014. As an opening point, we see that during 

this period of “crisis” the European Union in fact grew from 15 member states to 28. While 

short-term crises may monopolize attention and perception, is it really appropriate to speak about 

the inevitable “decline” of a union that almost doubled its membership in the past decade? 
 
─ ─ ─ 

 

When faced with the most substantial series of crises since the origin of the European integration 

project in the 1950s, the European Union was able to demonstrate remarkable achievements. The 

most notable case indeed remains the financial crisis of 2008 – which did not begin in Europe – 

and the EU’s response, namely to the subsequent Euro area and sovereign debt crises. Europe 

experienced undeniably dangerous moments during these years. These crises presented 

unprecedented challenges and the first substantial tests to many central structures of the 

European system. Yet Europe responded to and recovered from what seemed at times existential 

threats. The breakdown of the Euro and a financial implosion did not occur! 

 

During the bleakest moments of the crisis, common assumptions and the “central scenario” 

predicted a dramatic, final implosion of the Euro. In the summer of 2012, I convened chief 

economists and analysts from the major European and American banks operating in Europe to 

gauge their assessments of the Eurozone’s future. There was quasi-unanimity that Greece would 
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no longer be a member of the Euro by 2013.
1
 About half were truly skeptical of the Euro’s 

continued existence. Some exhibited an “I-told-you-so” mentality, as if wishing for vindication 

of initial predictions that the Euro as a project was unsustainable. And yet, here we are in 2015, 

and the common currency is intact despite these doomsday prophecies. In fact, 19 countries now 

use the Euro – not just more than before the financial crisis, but more than were even full 

members of the European Union in 2004. 

 

Europe’s response to the financial crisis reveals some key lessons about the overall development 

of the European project and its ability to respond to new challenges. These crises required 

innovative approaches to institution building and improvement. We created the European 

Stability Mechanism (ESM), adopted necessary financial regulations, restructured EU 

governance to endow the Commission with further necessary powers, and expanded the 

competencies of the European Central Bank (ECB). Major developments – especially the 

creation of the banking union – would have been absolutely unthinkable prior to the crisis. 

 

These were exceptional challenges for Europe and required substantial innovation. In a way, 

crisis response was like building a lifeboat in the midst of the storm – never the most comforting 

scenario! Yet the results nevertheless show Europe’s capacity to confront its problems, 

responding and creating new institutions in the midst of crisis. In this context, it is important to 

differentiate the crisis response of the United States from the EU. The Troubled Asset Relief 

Program (TARP) represented the implementation of a new program – certainly a very bold and 

ambitious one – but not an essentially new institutional architecture. But for the European Union, 

crisis response required indispensable changes to fundamental rules and the creation of whole 

new institutions. To apply another metaphor, as flames licked at the foundations of the European 

project, we played both firefighter and architect, working to extinguish the risks posed to the 

most vulnerable states while also creating the necessary instruments to empower Europe to do 

so. 

 

Throughout these crises, the EU demonstrated, to an unimagined extent, its fundamental 

resilience – a word that uniquely captures the European crisis experience. In physics, resilience 

means the return of a piece of matter to its original form after a period of stress. In psychological 

terms, resilience can describe an individual who has overcome a period of trauma to reconstruct 

his or herself. Europe now similarly finds itself in a post-traumatic situation – reconstructing 

itself in response to a period of stress to better withstand further challenges. 

 

Going forward, the Euro will continue to play a central role in the future of the European Union 

and will be essential for further integration. The political aspects of this project are clearly 

underestimated by many critics. The single currency will be crucial for maintaining the integrity 

                                                        
1
 The future of Greece in the Euro is certainly still a concern. Yet while Greece’s situation remains troubling, 

today’s issues stem more from internal political factors than those of the Eurozone itself. For example, Ireland, 

Portugal, and Spain all completed their adjustment programs and achieved “clean exits,” able to again finance 

themselves through the markets. Indeed, the Eurozone created the necessary firewalls to protect the most vulnerable 

countries and prevent crises from spreading. While going through painful social and economic reforms, these 

countries succeeded in restoring lost confidence and find themselves on stable financial footing today. Borrowing 

costs for these countries are in fact far below crisis levels and interest rates are comparable to the most competitive 

world economies. Cyprus is also making clear steps in regaining market confidence. Greece is thus a unique case in 

which many other factors must be taken into consideration. 
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of the single market – a core tenet of Europe. For the time being, we have succeeded in defeating 

the creation of a stratified “dualism” among EU members. It is true that the United Kingdom 

currently has an “opt-out” policy (and Denmark an “opt-in” approach to the Euro) but these will 

remain exceptions to the rule by which joining the Eurozone is an imperative and expected goal 

for EU countries. It is undoubtedly possible, both politically and legally, to allow for some 

diversification among a group of nations without creating stratification. This is clearly stated in 

the Commission’s November 2012 “Blueprint for a Deep and Genuine Economic and Monetary 

Union (EMU)” which inspired the subsequent December 2012 “Four Presidents’ Report”
2
 – 

“Towards a genuine economic and monetary union” – both of which will continue to provide a 

roadmap for the future of the Euro. 

 

I am convinced that the Euro’s ability to weather the financial crisis is proof that we will see 

more integration of the Eurozone despite skepticism and remaining challenges. It is noteworthy 

that the new President of the European Council – and therefore also President of the Euro-area 

summit – is Donald Tusk, former Prime Minister of Poland, a country that still uses its own 

currency. Symbolically, this bodes well for the continued expansion and appeal of the common 

currency, avoiding stratification and polarization while highlighting the draw of the 

incomparably successful single market for new or future EU member states. 

 

The financial crisis may have caused the biggest headlines and preoccupied analyses, but it was 

not the only important challenge of the last ten years. In other cases, too, the EU was able to 

overcome negative predictions and achieve remarkable successes amidst a narrative of weakness 

or decline. After the negative votes of France and the Netherlands on the Constitutional Treaty in 

2004, many predicted that no new institutional settlements would be possible for the EU. Yet a 

new consensus was reached, resulting in the full implementation of the Treaty of Lisbon in 2009.  

 

Institutional progress also went beyond new legislation concerning financial stability and 

regulation. With the Lisbon Treaty, the EU’s Charter of Fundamental Rights entered into binding 

force, legally grounding the central rights and freedoms that lie at the heart of the European 

project. The Charter embodies these fundamental tenets of Europe’s community of values: 

human dignity, freedom, equality, and solidarity. In establishing major principles in justice and 

rule of law, the Charter also addresses modern concerns like data protection and bioethics, 

making for a truly model document of human rights in the modern society of the 21
st
 century and 

beyond. When confronted with problems of lack of respect for the rule of law in several member 

states like Hungary and Romania, the role of the Commission as an independent arbiter was seen 

as indispensable. Such examples prove that regarding this sensitive matter of rule of law in 

democracies – an issue at the core of national sovereignty – there was unprecedented recognition 

of the European Union’s supranational competencies.  

 

Governance and regulation practices in the EU also serve as a model for adapting to new 

challenges. During my tenure as Commission President, the elimination of red tape saved 

European businesses over 32 billion Euros annually. Over the past ten years, over 6000 EU laws 

were repealed – directly contradicting the notion of the EU as a lumbering bureaucracy hindered 

                                                        
2
 “Towards a Genuine Economic and Monetary Union,” 5 December 2012: Herman Van Rompuy, President of the 

European Council, José Manuel Barroso, President of the European Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker, President of 

the Eurogroup, and Mario Draghi, President of the European Central Bank. 
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by roadblocks and regulation. As I have stated several times, Europe must be “big on the big 

things and small on the small things.” This principle of subsidiarity can help address criticisms of 

EU intrusiveness and make the EU work in a streamlined way for the benefit of all its citizens. 

 

The European Union is also the leader in setting a high bar to tackle climate change. The binding 

legislation and ambitious targets of the 2020 climate and energy package set the global standard 

in terms of greenhouse gas reduction, renewable energy, and efficiency. Since 1990, Europe’s 

GDP has risen by 45% – yet in that same period, targeted legislation has succeeded in reducing 

EU emissions by 18%. Other developed as well as emerging economies have much to learn from 

the EU’s efforts to address climate change, a global problem affecting us all and for which 

cooperation is crucial.  

 

The European Research Council (ERC) and the European Institute of Innovation and Technology 

(EIT) serve as flagship programs in making further progress towards a common European space 

for science and technology. The Commission’s Horizon 2020 initiative is the EU’s biggest 

research and innovation program, allocating nearly 80 billion Euros for 2014-2020. The 

European GPS system known as Galileo and the Copernicus earth observation system are also at 

the forefront of research and development. At the same time, programs like the newly-launched 

Erasmus+ – with the biggest increase in budget of any EU program – will allow more members 

of the next generation of Europeans to study and volunteer abroad, enhancing their knowledge 

and skills for a new economy and fostering the openness, interconnectedness, and transnational 

understanding crucial for the EU’s social and economic success.  

 

These many adaptations, innovations, and successes amidst undeniable crises only serve to 

vindicate the famous dictum of Jean Monnet – one of the great founding fathers of the European 

project – that “L’Europe se fera dans les crises et elle sera la somme des solutions apportées à 

ces crises” – that Europe will be made in times of crisis, and will be the product of the solutions 

to these crises.  
 
─ ─ ─ 

 

So how should we qualify the European Union today? Is the correct picture one of decline or one 

of renewal, of remarkable success in the face of undeniable challenges?  

 

The European Union is indeed a sui generis project – there is no comparison globally in terms of 

structure, no single political model, and the EU thus remains elusive, impossible to pin down or 

compartmentalize. Commission President Jacques Delors qualified the European Community in 

1985 as a UPO: an “unidentified political object.” The European Union also appears to me at 

times like a UFO – an unidentified flying object – one that air traffic controllers and political 

scientists may find very difficult to identify and understand!  

 

It is important to grasp how the transformations and adaptations inherent within the European 

process have emerged from a history with which Europe’s nations are still grappling, a history of 

former empires that dominated the globe, where European countries were at the center of the 

world. Yet we cannot forget that this was not the power of “Europe” as a whole, but individual 

countries riven by rivalries between each other. We must always remember that this extreme 
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competition, fueled by nationalism, was responsible for the Shoah, which occurred in the center 

– the most “civilized” – part of Europe. 

 

Throughout the process of European governance, spillovers will always occur. During the Euro 

crisis, for instance, global markets actually required more integration in order to bolster 

confidence in the currency! Provisions did not exist for a banking union, yet this pragmatic 

solution was essential to fulfill the goals of the treaties. This is why the European Commission 

found it possible and necessary – even without a specific facilitating norm in the treaties – to 

introduce legislation on the creation of a banking union. It is important to understand that the 

governance of the Eurozone takes place within a system – a very complex and sophisticated one 

– in which member states and European institutions try to reach effective decisions. While 

independent, the ECB therefore did not act in a void. In order to fulfill its mandate and salvage 

the common currency, it had not only a right but also a duty to act unconventionally. These 

spillover effects resulted in the additional powers that, in the end, safeguarded the Euro’s future. 

 

Spillovers are a constant pattern of integration and have dramatic consequences, both positive 

and negative. The reality is that you cannot expect or predict automatic results – and despite the 

influence of intellectuals and experts, the truth is that the European Union continues to evade 

categorization into neatly constructed academic models. Europe defies these pre-established 

predictions or structures. Theories like realism or idealism are undeniably important paradigms 

but are never all-explanatory. All language is itself a choice, and Europe evades simple labels 

because each choice is also a limitation, setting artificial parameters and biased patterns around 

what Europe could or should be.  

 

In defying neat categorization, one principle remains at the heart of the EU’s political system: 

democracy – the primacy of each person: man, woman, or child. While democracy is at the heart 

of the EU, it would still be a mistake to conflate national and European-level democracy. The 

key is what I have called the Kooperationsverhältnis – the cooperative and self-reinforcing 

relationship between levels of competencies. Cooperation – not conflict – must be the goal 

between the different levels of democracy.  

 

Democracy is unquestionably more difficult with the absence of an integrated European public 

space complicated by 23 official languages, undeniable social differences and polarization 

among Europeans, and increased divergence in times of crisis. Yet while it is certainly desirable 

to increase mechanisms of accountability in the European Union, certain criticisms of the 

“democratic deficit” reflect fundamental misunderstandings of the democratic nature of the EU, 

with a European Council composed of the heads of states of all 28 members (all themselves 

democracies) and a Commission approved by and accountable to a directly-elected European 

Parliament. These misperceptions are in large part due to this lack of a European public space. It 

is true that citizens’ primary affiliation remains with the national state. There is not a true 

European demos.  

 

For the EU today, the rise of Eurosceptics and Europhobes most visibly challenges the 

democratic, inclusive ambition. Many of these parties are de-facto xenophobic, a trend only 

exacerbated when instances of terrorism like the attacks in Paris or Copenhagen further stoke 

ethnic, religious, and communal tensions in Europe. Indeed, it is not only in Europe that we see a 
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rise of these xenophobic movements opposed to migration, immigration, and multiculturalism. 

These parties are also fundamentally resistant to globalization – putting at stake something much 

deeper than just criticism of the European Union. In their hostility to openness and globalization, 

they fail to recognize that the nation state in Europe no longer holds the keys to success. A cozy, 

protective state cannot provide the solutions to today’s problems, which are transnational by 

nature.  

 

We must also guard against false and pessimistic nostalgia, remembering that it is always too 

easy to idealize the past. Many prefer to contrast the challenges of today with the “golden eras” 

of European integration. Yet those who prioritize a “negative nostalgia” of a smaller, cozy, 

manageable Europe conveniently forget that a Europe of only six, nine, or twelve nations 

wielded significantly less power than today! The Europe of 2015 with 28 members is truly on a 

continental scale, with global influence. Diplomatic specialization within the Common Foreign 

and Security Policy (CFSP) is a way to deal with national legacies while projecting European 

influence. The CFSP is often met with largely unfounded skepticism, which underestimates the 

role of the European Union. Yet I ask: would the sanctions on Russia or the ones that brought 

Iran to the negotiating table have been credible without the consensus and economic might of 27 

or 28 states acting in cooperation? 

 

In this vein, we must still be honest about the problems facing Europe, for they are more than 

just symptoms or byproducts of the European project. Remembering that it has been only 60 

years since the first post-war steps of the European endeavor, we can characterize these crises as 

the “growing pains” of Europe, the “teething process” of the most innovative project of shared 

sovereignty and transnational governance in the history of mankind.  

 

Europe’s “teething process” plays out in the fundamental tension at the heart of the EU between 

transformative aspirations and the immediate tasks and pragmatism required in dealing with 

global realities. On the day-to-day level, “Europe” is an adaptive rather than transformative 

process. Between the two poles of realism and idealism, the result is trial, error, and incremental 

progress. We could perhaps apply to the European project Samuel Beckett’s dictum: “Try again. 

Fail again. Fail better.” But on a medium to long-term, we clearly see that the European Union 

has been a hugely successful case of transformation through adaptation. 

 

The complexities of integration make this incremental process no easy task. Despite the wishes 

of some ardent federalists, there will not be a “United States of Europe” anytime soon. This is a 

constant benchmark with the United States that must be avoided – Europe is not a state! But 

while it is important to remember these differences, there are also similarities and shared truths. 

All pluralistic, democratic government systems are especially complex, and Europe does have 

federal elements similar to the United States. In both cases, different levels of government 

influence the workings of the whole. Furthermore, we can admit that democracy is often 

frustrating – even more so on the immense and complex scale of the European Union. Decision-

making can be painstakingly slow in order to accommodate the broad range and diversity of 

voices, only then to be criticized as “too little, too late.”  

 

Yet in the end, Europe – and democracy – work. Crises have helped Europe to be more wary of 

arrogance and illusions, and it is ready to learn more than ever. In this way, the European Union 
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is like a new construction – a scaffolding – always incomplete. It may be far from orderly, 

perfect, or symmetric. It takes imagination to look past the construction process to envision the 

indeterminate final concept. But this scaffolding also suggests an inherent beauty – as in modern 

art – and an intrinsic promise and optimism of future growth, innovation, and creation. 

 

Even with its many gaps, this scaffolding is sound: Europe will continue to deepen, based on its 

essential transformational agenda. The EU remains inspirational, and the flags waved by 

courageous Ukrainians on the freezing Maidan attest to this truth. But internal progress will not 

occur through a “Philadelphia moment” – reforms are incremental, adaptive, and step-by-step. 

As the founding Schuman Declaration of 1950 states, “Europe will not be made all at once, or 

according to a single plan. It will be built through concrete achievements which first create a de 

facto solidarity.” Experience has only proved this to be the case. Europe may be a “step-by-step” 

process, but as I noted at the height of the financial crisis in advocating for a banking union, 

sometimes “bigger steps” are also necessary.  
 

─ ─ ─ 
 

Even with recognized issues and inherent complexity, Europe counts in the world. Some facts 

and figures may be helpful to dispel wrongly conceived or misunderstood aspects of the 

European Union and illustrate undeniable strengths, influence, and accomplishments. First of all, 

the European Union is a true economic giant. You may not know, for instance, that the EU’s 

GDP, measured at 17.96 trillion US dollars in 2013, is in fact larger than that of the United 

States, at 16.77 trillion dollars in 2013. The 28 members of the European Union form the world’s 

biggest trade block, accounting for the largest share of global imports and exports – ahead of the 

United States and China.  

 

Europe is also a leader in social, humanitarian, and cultural developments. It is one of the best 

performers in the world on issues of gender equality and women’s rights, literacy rates, and 

quality of life, which is far above global averages, as is life expectancy, which has risen by 5.1 

years since 1990. The European Union punches far above its weight as the single largest 

development aid donor worldwide, providing more than half of all public aid – official 

development assistance as defined by the OECD – with 56.5 billion euros in 2013 alone.  
 
─ ─ ─ 

 

After the chaos and carnage of World War II, Jean Monnet once again presciently foresaw the 

role of Europe in a world transformed: “Nos pays sont devenus trop petits pour le monde actuel à 

l’échelle des moyens techniques modernes, à la mesure de l’Amérique et de la Russie 

d’aujourd’hui, de la Chine et de l’Inde de demain” – our countries have become too small for 

today’s world: on the level of modern technology, in comparison to the America and Russia of 

today, or of the China and India of tomorrow. History has only further verified his argument that 

the influence of individual European states is surely declining, but the successes and global 

influence of the Union mean that a united “Europe” undoubtedly remains a major world power. 

Václav Havel’s dictum that “Europe is the homeland of our homelands” can underpin future 

visions and understanding of what is possible for Europe.  

 

Europe is therefore well placed to offer forward-looking and innovative forms of global 

governance. As Jean Monnet said in his Mémoires, “la Communauté elle-même n’est qu’une 
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étape vers les formes d’organisation du monde de demain” – the Community itself is but a step 

towards the organizations of the world of tomorrow. The role of the European Union at the 

origin of the G20 illustrates this vocation for global governance. At the height of the financial 

crisis in 2008, President Nicolas Sarkozy – with France then holding the rotating European 

Council Presidency – and I went to Camp David to propose to then-President George W. Bush 

the first cooperative summit of heads of government as a response to global crises.  

 

In crafting Europe as a model of governance for the future, we must recognize that the era of 

implicit consensus about how to do so is over. What’s more, Europe can no longer be solely an 

elite-driven project. The values that will continue to underpin this political construction – and 

that will ultimately stand the test of time – must be accountability, subsidiarity, transparency, and 

democracy. Europe is a democratic polity continually in the making – undeniably the most 

democratic of any transnational entity due to the insistence on electoral legitimacy and 

accountability, making Europe an inspiration for the rest of the world. 

 

In order to serve as a model for global governance, the EU will have to grapple with the 

problems that lie at the heart of citizens’ dissatisfaction and the resultant lure of extremist parties. 

Demographics and welfare pose major challenges, as an aging population simultaneously calls 

for increased benefits but lower taxes. As a World Bank report from 2012 showed, Europe 

accounted for 58% of total global expenditure on social protection from 2004-2009, despite 

containing only about 7% of global population – 500 million people on a planet of over 7 billion! 

 

Europeans certainly are not ready to completely change their social market economy and its 

provision of the highest quality of life ever experienced by mankind in favor of other models – 

but the necessary reforms in order to sustain these successes are difficult and take time. These 

problems also predated the financial crisis, which brought to light the structural weaknesses and 

issues of low competitiveness in many European countries. Europe shares these problems with 

other advanced economies, albeit to varying degrees. But this should be an important component 

of a common agenda for the future among countries with similar concerns about coping with the 

pressures of combining open societies with difficult-to-sustain systems. Europe must confront 

the fact that while fundamental research remains very relevant, levels of innovation are much 

lower than in the United States. How can Europe innovate and also deal with challenges from 

non-democracies that offer competitive advantages? 

 

The key question for governance thus emerges: is democracy adequately equipped to deal with 

these societal tensions and competing demands? As a first step, I argue that our problems cannot 

be solved without recognizing the legitimacy of EU democracy. Democracy is a process by 

which change is made, and reforms are implemented through compromise and accountability. 

We can never take the European project for granted.  

 

Keeping these tenets in mind, the key to the future of EU governance lies in some basic 

developments. Europeans themselves need to take ownership of this process. One cannot 

criticize Europe and simultaneously expect everything from its institutions! Leadership cannot 

and will not come exclusively from the institutions – it must appear at the national level, not just 

in Brussels and Strasbourg. National governments, opposition parties, and all of society need to 

develop the ability and will to “own” the process. Scapegoating and blaming too often disguise 
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the fundamental truth that the most important EU decisions are taken by the governments 

themselves – and the most crucial ones have been unanimous! 

 

Europe will be governed by democracy, consensus, and a “culture of compromise” – a worthy 

goal that nevertheless faces inherent cultural challenges in terms of its development. Progress 

will be accomplished through avoiding the risk that some parts or constituencies are seen as 

losers in a continent-wide project. Although it does not always make for the best public relations, 

success will ultimately be achieved through debate, negotiation, and compromise.  

 

On a global scale, an eternal, primary lesson remains: war and peace will endure as fundamental 

aspects of human existence. But the European Union will continue to promote the vision shared 

by its members that cooperation outweighs conflict and confrontation. 

 

The European narrative began and remains as one for peace. This noble truth was never clearer 

than when the European Union was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize in 2012. It was my great 

honor to give the acceptance speech in Oslo with my colleague from the European Council. I 

quoted Spinoza, who once said, “Peace is not mere absence of war, it is a virtue…a state of 

mind, a disposition for benevolence, confidence, justice.” Woodrow Wilson also referred to 

democracy as an essential component of peace – and the EU’s success validates its founding 

ambition. 

 

Since the end of World War II, Western Europe has experienced its longest-ever period of peace. 

But for the current generation, memories of war are too distant for “peace” to be a sufficient 

leitmotif of European integration. What’s more, we must remember that history is both what we 

have done and what we have not done – the past decades have tempered many of the enthusiastic 

illusions present after 1989. The EU’s current problems exist in other developed democracies, 

and the most important driver of the EU’s social, political, and economic construction going 

forward will be globalization.  

 

One of the most decisive issues of globalization is the question of how to address the future of 

trade liberalization. I had the honor to launch the negotiations for the Trans-Atlantic Trade and 

Investment Partnership (TTIP) with President Obama on the margins of the 2013 G8 summit at 

Lough Erne. This transformative partnership offers the possibility for the EU and US to continue 

as major trendsetters in advocating for freedom and openness. The economic partnership 

between the EU and the US is already the largest in the world, and the impact of such a historic 

agreement will be felt far beyond the economic realm. 

 

Europe’s challenges are many, but pessimism is only counter-productive. In fact, I believe that 

there is much room for confidence about Europe’s future. In a globalizing world, the European 

Union represents a unique experiment in transnational governance. The EU can serve as a 

laboratory for new forms of global cooperation. It is therefore fully coherent with the EU’s 

interests and values to propose – not impose – new and innovative forms of global governance. 

With these new models in mind, and in comparison to Europe’s violent history, change will be 

achieved through political means, accomplished with determination accompanied by necessary 

realism.  
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A quote from the late historian Tony Judt speaks to what I believe is this bright European future. 

As he wrote in his book, Postwar: A History of Europe Since 1945: 

 

“The twentieth century – America’s Century – had seen Europe plunge into the abyss. The old 

continent’s recovery had been a slow and uncertain process. In some ways it would never be 

complete: America would have the biggest army and China would make more, and cheaper, 

goods. But neither America nor China had a serviceable model to propose for universal 

emulation. In spite of the horrors of their recent past – and in large measure because of them – it 

was Europeans who were now uniquely placed to offer the world some modest advice on how to 

avoid repeating their own mistakes. Few would have predicted it sixty years before, but the 

twenty-first century might yet belong to Europe.”  

 

Social, governmental, economic, and geopolitical threats are well known. But as Jean Monnet 

reminded, threats – and crises – push Europe to innovate new solutions and stay united. Most 

recently, Europe has shown an admirable ability to maintain unity in addressing the turmoil in 

Ukraine.  

 

I believe that Europe will continue to defy its skeptics and evade simple categorization. 

European integration is a process that will continue, guided by the essential values at its core: the 

dignity of the individual citizen – l’irréductible humain, democracy, and unity and solidarity 

amidst diversity. These values will stand the test of time and underpin my firm confidence in the 

resilience, promise, and future of the European Union.  

 

 

 

 

 

 


