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Executive summary
1. The "Well-Being Society" is a project implementing one of the three core objectives of
the Union as defined in the draft European Constitutional Treaty, hereinafter referred
to as the draft European Constitution. In the two years of "ratification" of the
Constitutional Treaty, which will be a critical phase for Europe, this project will show
that European institutions have taken the lead in a large-scale movement for the
implementation of a European project close to people’s concerns. The Well-Being
Society can mobilize people around a positive dynamic that does not negate crises but
responds to them proactively. This project provides powerful leverage for "remobilizing"
the general public as well as for businesses from the private and public sectors, social
entrepreneurship, public services and voluntary organizations; it is a factor of innovation for
new products and new services and a "creator of progress". It requires an enemy: it will be
apartheid and ghettos. It also requires a target date: 2015, the date set by the Millennium
Declaration to reduce by half the number of people living with less than one dollar a day.
2. We have entered a race against the ghettoization of the world and a host of crises are
on the horizon, from a "demographic winter" to climate change. The methods that
have been used up to now have reached their limits. Governments, international
organizations, businesses and civil society cannot manage, with today’s methods, to meet
the objectives of the Lisbon Process and are currently engaged in only one third of the
efforts necessary to achieve the objectives set at an international level in the fight against
poverty. A "systemic change" is required.
3. There is a convergence of interests today around the development of the fourth engine in
the rocket "Europe": the participatory route. The European Union has been built over the
past fifty years through the implementation of three "routes": the intergovernmental route
(e.g. the European Council), the federalist route (e.g. the European Parliament) and the
functionalist route (e.g. the internal market and the euro). Political circles (because of the gap
between the European elite and its citizens, the blocking of dossiers that have become taboo
and the rise of mega-risks), business circles (with in particular the rise of reputational risk),
trade unions (with the rising risk of social dumping) and civil society (with delays in meeting
the major demographic, ecological and social challenges) all share the same interests:
recreating social capital through a participatory approach that involves public authorities,
businesses and civil society and proposing a new horizon, the Well-Being Society, that can
get people mobilized. The participatory route provides the leverage required for generating
the best out of organizations and individuals in a networking, knowledge-based society. It is
also an invitation to try and find a new way to tackle the taboo issues in the Union and resume
work on the dossiers that have ended in failure up to now.
4. With the implementation of the "Well-Being Society" on the horizon, the Union gets
its metamorphosis under way and gives itself a new face. The draft Constitutional
Treaty includes a number of new levers that will make for a new face of Europe if they are
triggered as a result of concerted action. Among these new elements, we should mention
the well-being objective, the concept of participatory democracy, the reference to a social
market economy, the principle of free and fair trade and the objective of eradicating
poverty. Like a caterpillar which is metamorphosed into a butterfly, Europe would acquire
a body composed of policies for "human safety" and a set of two wings, necessary for
balance, called "sustainable economy" and "well-being" respectively.
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5. It is thanks to a "Europe of partnerships for a Global Well-Being Society" that
Europe can become by 2020 a region of the world that is as essential as China or the
United States. Europe is actually in a better position than any other region in the world to
succeed in turning the Well-Being Society into a project of economic and technological,
social and cultural innovation, security and peace. But let’s make no mistake! To be the first
in managing to overcome the so-called "evolutionary wall", we need to change our
perceptions and methods in great depth and find new ways of cooperating to fully bring into
play the "power of synergies" from partnerships that pool knowledge, skills and resources
within a networking society. The European Commission must undertake a strategic review
of its vision, its methods and its procedures in the field of partnerships and support to the
agents of change. All this, in particular, in order for the threefolding partnership between
public and private sectors and civil society – which will be a source of innovation and
competitiveness – to be brought fully into play, in order for a multiplier effect and a scale
effect to be produced and in order for the transition to be sufficiently accelerated to manage
to contain mega-risks.
6. Independently from the adoption process for a Constitutional Treaty, the Union can
already activate a series of levers. Right from the start of his or her term of office,
the President of the new Commission should be assisted by a special Task Force
entitled "Europe of Partnerships, New Method, New Horizon", attached to the
presidential Cabinet, and should launch the 2005-2010 Synergy Programme.
Moreover, the European Council should call a Convention III for a "European Contract
for a Well-Being Society and a Participatory Budget".

2

Table of contents
Executive summary ..........................................................................................................1
Foreword...........................................................................................................................5
Part One: The participatory route...................................................................................6
I.1. Convergence ................................................................................................................6
I.2. Network governance.....................................................................................................7
I.3. A fourth engine for the "Europe" rocket .......................................................................7
I.4. A new European Economic and Social Committee? .....................................................8
I.5. Regenerating social capital ...........................................................................................9
I.6. Culture, a driving force of history...............................................................................10
I.7. From a "capitalist society" to a "civil society" ............................................................10
I.8. The "agents of change"...............................................................................................11
I.9. The groundswell of tri-sector partnerships ..................................................................12
I.10. The place of social entrepreneurship.........................................................................13
I.11. Electing the Commission’s President by universal suffrage ......................................14
I.12. Cannibals within the Commission.............................................................................15
Part Two: The Well-Being Society.................................................................................18
II.1. Definition..................................................................................................................18
II.2. Sustainable development as an accelerator of progress ..............................................19
II.3. A major source for solutions: our champions.............................................................20
II.4. "Europe in the World" or "European power reinvented..............................................21
II.5. The Millennium Declaration as leverage for change ..................................................22
II.6. Ten-year programme on changes in production and consumption patterns.................25
II.7. The Euro-Mediterranean Partnership in the face of terrorism and the project of a
Greater Near East .............................................................................................................25
II.8. Transatlantic cooperation for sustainable development..............................................27
II.9. The new face of the Union ........................................................................................28
II.10. From "prosperity" to "well-being"? .........................................................................29
II.11. Metamorphosis of the butterfly................................................................................30
Part Three. Convention III ............................................................................................32
III.1. The "European Contract for a Well-Being Society"..................................................32
III.2. A challenge to the Euro-sceptics ..............................................................................33
III.3. Participatory democracy ..........................................................................................33
III.4. Participatory budget.................................................................................................33
III.5. European citizenship: breaking with an elitist view of power ...................................34
III.6. The results of Convention III ...................................................................................35
Part Four. The Europe of Synergies. Program 2005-2010...........................................36
IV.1 The International Sustainability Space Station ..........................................................36
IV.2. Provisional assessment in terms of threefolding .......................................................37
IV. 3. An action plan for the Commission 2004-2009 .......................................................38
IV. 4 Building a common future and Budgetary means for 2007-2013.............................40
IV.5. The new processes and the Commission 2004-2009.................................................42
Part Five: The Second Renaissance of Europe. Conclusions ........................................44
V.1. Europe, a beacon?.....................................................................................................44
V.2. The evolutionary wall ...............................................................................................44
V.3. Accelerating the transition ........................................................................................45
Acknowledgements and Bibliography ...........................................................................48
3

"One of the greatest challenges of the years we are going through may be for
civil society to help governmental institutions get out of the intellectual blind
alley where they shut themselves in, the weak consensus which makes the room
for manœuvre of political action extremely restricted. This has no grounds but
a kind of tetanization of political thinking which does not dare going back to
basics to redesign the organization of society".
Jean Fabre, PNUD (1)
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Foreword
This is not the report of a sweet dreamer promising an appeased society in a dematerialized
economy, in which competition is replaced by cloudless cooperation. This is a report whose
starting point is the observation that the EU strategy for sustainable development is a failure,
or has been shelved, to say the least. This is also a reflection on the changes to be made to the
project of the European Union and on the working methods of business, the Commission,
trade unions and civil society if Europe wants to make a success of its social cohesion,
increase its innovation potential and its competitiveness and create new markets. Finally, this
is a reflection on the best way for Europe to get ready to tackle the crises on the horizon (from
demographic winter to climate change and new forms of conflict on resources).
Preparations for the 1992 Rio Conference was for me a kind of testing ground as regards
cooperation within the world civil society organizations, which meet nowadays in Porto Allegre
and Mumbai. Being at the head of Federations of environmental NGOs at a Walloon then
European level, and chairing an advisory committee have taught me the potential and limits of
political institutions, businesses, trade unions and of course non-governmental organizations.
My role as the rapporteur of the Permanent Forum of Civil Society on topics such as the
European Citizens’ Charter, Participatory Democracy and now the European Contract for a
Well-Being Society and a European Participatory Budget have given me the opportunity to
reflect on the architecture of Europe with the will to continue to build the European dream,
though this time through citizens’ initiatives. Finally, my responsibilities within EPE (European
Partners for the Environment) – a think tank where we engineer partnerships between public
authorities, businesses, and trade unions/civil society for a Well-Being Society – have
reinforced my conviction that we should seize the opportunity offered by the new EU legislative
period 2004-2009 to give a new horizon to Europe.
2003 was for me a year fertile in opportunities to think about the role of civil society in
general and European society in particular as well as about new governance models to
accelerate the transition towards a Well-Being Society. In this paper I have tried to sum up the
main points of the meetings which I attended in the four corners of the world and of course in
Europe: "Global Compact" in Belo Horizonte, the European Social Forum in Paris, meetings
to implement partnership initiatives on investments abroad in Singapore (SIGN3-Asia) or on
sustainable trade (STIC) for the main regions of the world, which were held in New Delhi,
Cancún, Pretoria, Cotonou, Barcelona, Brussels, or Kingston, many discussions on
transatlantic relations and sustainable development in Washington, New York, Portland and
Minneapolis, meetings with those in charge of sustainable development in several
multinationals, NGOs and trade unions, results from the first meeting of Renaissance Europe
and monitoring of the Convention’s work on the European Constitution and of Commission’s
initiatives in the field of sustainable development.
Everywhere I met agents of change and noted once again the host of existing initiatives opening
the way to a "democratic, green, inclusive" type of economy together with the rise in power,
alongside the public and private sectors, of what is now called the citizen sector and social
entrepreneurship. A new development model is taking shape, particularly at a European level.
But these initiatives remain scattered, insufficiently known and enhanced and cut off from one
another. There is an important alliance work to be done, even merely at a European level.
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Part One: The participatory route
"As Jacques Delors said in his closing speech at the Conference on
Participatory Democracy organized on 8 & 9 March 2004 by the
European Economic and Social Committee (EESC), the progress
achieved on this subject since 1999 has been quite remarkable.
Five years ago, the notion of participatory democracy was
regarded with scepticism as a kind of utopia for pleasant dreamers.
In 2004 it has become an increasingly accepted concept on the
agenda". Permanent Forum of Civil Society.
I.1. Convergence
In political circles, there are those who surf on the wave of populism and those who try to
remain faithful to the vision of the Union’s founding fathers. The gap between the European
elite and ordinary people is a godsend for some and a source of questions for others. Reducing
this gap implies that Europe has to be brought closer to its citizens (the participatory route)
while dismissing the main suspicion hanging over the European political elite: making an
alliance with large investors for a social dumping policy.
This is not the sole problem which political circles are faced with. The major planetary issues at
stake, summed up in the Millennium Objectives, are leading to blind alleys. According to a
report by the World Economic Forum 2004 analyzing the progress achieved as regards the
implementation of the objectives set out in the Millennium Declaration, evidence shows that the
system is poorly coordinated and lacks critical mass. The report concludes that governments,
international organizations, the business sector and civil society are currently applying only one
third of the efforts needed to fulfil these international objectives (2). The Kyoto objectives and
many others are not being reached. Governments lack the mechanisms that can help them
develop partnerships which would themselves generate a "critical mass". As Bill Clinton said,
we need "systemic change".
We cannot solve problems without securing the participation of public authorities, civil society,
trade unions and businesses as well. As far as businesses are concerned, they must shift in
particular from isolated and/or "charity-type" initiatives to initiatives that are coordinated with
other businesses and governments. As for the WBCSD, it has issued a report entitled "Doing
business with the poor", which speaks of the "significant change in the way we do business and
the way we think about doing business (…) business cannot succeed in a society that fails –
and a planet of over four billion poor people looks very much like a failing global society.
Most companies are competing over a minority of potential customers, ignoring a significant,
dormant market. It is a missed opportunity" (3).
Any public/private partnership will, however, result in a part of civil society strongly
opposing it. Protests sometimes lead to loss of life, as happened in Latin America. Finance
programmes are blocked. Some multinationals have withdrawn their funds. In the meantime,
the gap is increasing and poverty on the rise. For CEOs, the concept of risk has fundamentally
changed (4) and the main risk – as they perceive it today – is the so-called "reputational risk".
Scandals linked to corporate management have increased the gap between companies and
civil society, which is now equivalent to that between public authorities and the general
public, for quite similar reasons. In both cases, trust has vanished.
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Public authorities and businesses are wondering how to deal with the "unidentified object" that is
civil society, especially as a number of people, the NGIs (non-governmental individuals), have
been able to force the pace of change or aggravate the confidence deficit on their own. The
extension of public/private partnerships therefore requires a new deal with civil society.
Civil society has its own problems. The civil society segments that want to promote a view of
the world marked by solidarity and fight against the part of civil society that encourages
populism should do well to seek new approaches that keep public opinion away from the
"ghettoization" of mentalities – a situation largely responsible for the lack of progress on the
main demographic, ecological and social issues at stake.
This is why the time has come for a new convergence, particularly in work areas such as
growing poverty, the rise of the global ecological risk or the demographic winter.
I.2. Network governance
Until recently, a distinction was made between two systems of international governance:
multilateralism and bilateralism. The Bush Administration has tried yet another model, the
imperial model. We have seen its limits.
There is also an emerging paradigm, that of network governance. This refers to partnerships
between different types of players around a common objective. In a knowledge-based,
networking society, these new, complementary forms of governance play an important part.
Two categories may be distinguished:
- action-oriented partnerships between the public and private sectors and civil society
aimed at solving problems, such as the Forest Stewardship Council, the Marine
Stewardship Council or the Global Compact;
- "learning organizations", which are interactive structures helping discussions on
progress and sharing intelligence. They include the IPCC on climate change.
The participatory route for Europe would consist in establishing new mechanisms that would
respond to the "systemic changes" required and facilitate partnerships via a network
governance supplementing the multilateral system that the Union already is. These
mechanisms should cover the two categories mentioned above.
I.3. A fourth engine for the "Europe" rocket
We all know that the years to come will be difficult for the European Union, which on the one
hand will have to tackle the many challenges linked to its enlargement and on the other hand
will be faced with the problems arising on the international scene.
One of the central questions is whether the Union can anticipate the disruptions expected by
2020, thereby averting the threats of decline on the horizon, particularly for demographic
reasons.
What is it all about? Nothing less than the challenge for the planet to move to planetary ethics.
By 2020, according to the "Challenge 2020" Report (5), two groups of factors that will
transform our life on this planet will reach a critical mass: first, the threats announced in terms
of population, poverty, hunger, access to water, climate change, etc., which give the
impression of being unconnected to one another, will finally appear to be closely
7

interdependent and will lead to a crisis in the whole system; second, factors of change such as
the global communications revolution or the new forms of partnership will offer tremendous
opportunities. With these two groups of factors combined, we shall be faced with what the
"Initiative 2020" Campaign calls an "evolutionary wall". Success or failure will depend on
how we prepare for this watershed in the history of mankind. The sure decline of Europe in
the 21st century – especially after 2020 – has been announced. Let us be voluntarist and
convinced that change is possible while being aware that a modest amount of change will not
be enough. What we have to do is transform our civilization.
Although, right from the start, the objective of European construction has been peace, the driving
force of this construction has been the interests of European businesses, which, from the internal
market to the euro, have largely shaped the political agenda. The latest episode is the Lisbon
process, which focuses on competitiveness in Europe, assessed on the basis of classic growth
indicators. As a result, environmental policies are now suspected of acting as a brake on growth,
in comparison with the situation in the United States. This is what can be called the "functionalist"
route. Meanwhile, the main businesses in the EU Member States have become "Europeanized",
then "globalized". Today their capital is largely internationalized – and less and less European –
their flag market is often the United States and their priorities are turned towards upcoming
markets such as Asia. At a European level, their big bosses have become dumb, their agenda for
Europe is almost nil and they are no longer the driving force in Europe (6).
The functionalist route has only gathered people’s support in rare circumstances, via strong
symbols such as the disappearance of internal borders, the right to work all over Europe and the
launch of the euro (for part of the Union). All this, however, has contributed little to reducing
the gap between the elite and the people. The other routes – the "federalist" route and the
"intergovernmental" route – have encountered well-known difficulties. What therefore should
the engines in the "Europe" rocket be? Would the "participatory" route not be likely to be the
"fourth engine"? Would this route make it possible to regenerate social capital and lift taboos,
such as an increase in the Union’s budget, or a different immigration policy?
Europe is in a better position than any other region in the world to succeed in turning the
Well-Being Society into a project of economic and technological, social and cultural
innovation, security and peace, for four reasons: (i) the European Union is the only entity that
has defined the goal of promoting the well-being of its peoples AND working for sustainable
development as an objective in its Constitution; (ii) Europe has become aware more quickly
than the other continents of the importance of these threats and has introduced still embryonic
policies and methods which show the way forward; (iii) Europe has "champions and leaders"
in these matters, who are already very well connected at a world level; (iv) better than the
other continents, Europe is made up of connections between public authorities, businesses,
and trade unions/civil society; and it is the partnership between public and private sectors and
civil society which will be a source of innovation and of new forms of "competitiveness".
But let’s make no mistake, we must make systemic adjustments enabling us to get more
efficient partnerships and develop an interactive process for the distribution of intelligence,
the objective of network governance.
I.4. A new European Economic and Social Committee?
The Economic and Social Committee still largely reflects the vision of an institution that
brings together delegates from employees, trade unions (in charge of "social dialogue" – a
reserved area) and "others", now called the "civil society organizations" (which are added to
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the other partners for "civil dialogue") in order to enter into a dialogue that foreshadows the
dialogue to be held by the same players with the Commission, Council and Parliament via
other channels. In actual fact, the real "social dialogue" does not take place in the Economic
and Social Committee itself but in the dialogue going on between UNICE and ETUC and
their trilateral meetings with the EU institutions. As regards the real "civil dialogue", we also
know it does not take place there. Since the Convention has adopted the concept of
participatory democracy (article 46), the Economic and Social Committee has striven to have
a new role acknowledged and would like to find a new mission in this area.
Let us remember that the establishment of network governance, as one of the main lines of
governance within the Union, should lead to the creation of a new dynamic. Network
governance should have its own institution, just as multilateral governance has with the
Council and Parliament. This institution may well be the European Economic and Social
Committee, if the Council agrees to transform its tasks and renew the method of appointing its
members.
The partnership action of the Union will very much depend on the European Parliament and
on each Directorate-General of the Commission. We would also need a "window", an
"observatory", a "discussion forum with representatives from third countries", a "place in
which to work on the European participatory budget". The new buildings of the Economic
and Social Committee on Rue Belliard would give visibility to this new dynamic.
A new Economic and Social Committee could become the "European house of partnerships"
and be endowed with three tasks:
- linking up partnership initiatives from the various EU institutions, businesses and civil
society so that they can reach the necessary critical mass; acting as an observatory and
reporting annually to the Council and Parliament;
- being a "learning organisation", the place where consensuses are developed and
discussed, for example within the framework of analyses about the impact of
European trade on sustainable development on the planet (an initiative from DG Trade
which should be provided with an institution for debate);
- being the body in charge of the development of participatory democracy and
monitoring work on the European participatory budget.
Failing this, or in the meantime, we can make progress through other routes without waiting
any longer.
I.5. Regenerating social capital
The community of those concerned about environmental protection, together with the
business world concerned about reducing risks of social disturbance and the politicians that
refuse a populist deviation, all share a common interest today: reconstituting social capital
around solidarity values which are open to the world and its interdependencies. For
Fukuyama, "the period of indefinite expansion of individualism is coming to an end"; what
needs to be done is to "rebuild the social order" (7).
The ghettoization of space and mentalities results from restructuring social capital (destroyed
by frenzied individualism and certain negative aspects of the information society) around
micro-communities, whether the community is a housing estate, a religious sect or an Internet
community. Fukuyama speaks of the "miniaturization of communities and morality". This
9

process is the source of at least four types of "disturbance": miniaturization and ghettoization
lead to escalating violence (cf. situation in Palestine), morals "of variable geometry" (loss of
honesty and reciprocity habits outside the micro-community), moral relativism ("most
middle-class Americans do not have strong enough beliefs in something to want to impose
their values on others and are very hostile to the idea that a form of external authority may tell
them how to live"), and the impossibility of efficiently taking on the planetary issues at stake.
As Fukuyama points out, this deterioration of values will not automatically right itself. People
have to acknowledge that their community life has gone downhill, that they have started
developing self-destructive behaviour patterns and that they have to play an active role in
order for society to adopt new standards. Sustainable development should include an ethical
and spiritual dimension in its definition in order to build "an extended order of human
cooperation".
Regarding businesses, the principle of creative destruction, so dear to capitalism, also applies
in terms of values. Post-modern capitalistic economies generate a continuous demand for
social values, too. The debate on social and environmental corporate responsibility shows
this. The "new" social capital in a company will be constituted on the basis of the training
provided on cooperative skills within the company and in the company’s relations with civil
society and public authorities.
I.6. Culture, a driving force of history
"The culture factor is a search for meaning. In this respect it is part of the driving forces of
history. The specificity of civil society, its identity and origin lie in the cultural field,"
wrote Nicanor Perlas in a visionary book entitled Shaping Globalization. Civil Society,
Cultural Power and Threefolding, published in 2000 (8). Civil society developed in the 20th
century into an inescapable player on this very basis. The conferences organized in the 1990s
by the United Nations, the 1980s revolutions in Gdansk, Berlin and Prague and their
repercussions all over the world, the rise in importance of the theme of management of a
finite world and of the planet in the 1970s, the student and social revolt of the 1960s, have
shown how powerful the search for meaning can be. Civil society thus found itself "a player
in an unexpected, stunning, massive cultural revolution", as Perlas noted.
I.7. From a "capitalist society" to a "civil society"
The globalization era has given rise to a new social phenomenon: "reflexiveness". More and
more individuals have the capacity to influence large-scale events. We can see, for example,
the action of individuals on market demand or on the financial market. Hence EPE’s choice to
focus on what we call the three "companions": investments, trade and purchases and, for each
of them, on the potentialities of a tripartite partnership.
According to Perlas, when the three spheres of society state the values of civil society in their
own specific way, society as a whole becomes a "truly civil society", an equivalent to a
"sustainable society".
The action of civil society can be summed up today with two words:
empowerment and solidarity. Two other words will be added tomorrow: apartheid and ghetto.
Action is focused today on the refusal of merchandization in social life and the definition of
the common good and "common goods". Tomorrow apartheid and ghettoization, which are
spreading all over the world, will give rise to massive rejection, since they are at the opposite
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end of ethical globalization. The Forum’s proposals for a Convention III are set within the
framework of this action.
I.8. The "agents of change"
So-called "cultural creatives" (9) are getting organized, particularly in Europe. They are
working on the second renaissance of Europe. Individuals who are agents of change trigger a
process that can create a new social order. Active in the three spheres of society, they establish
strategic alliances to progress in their threefolding approach. According to Perlas, we are now
witnessing a brief moment in a slow though exciting historical process called the development
of human consciousness. What is at stake at the beginning of the 21st century is to get cultural
creatives to start "resonating" with one another, so to speak. They already play a major role in
the fair investment and purchasing sector. Hence the national meetings organized by EPE.
EPE’s proposal to have a mid-term summit in 2007 to bring together those involved in
partnerships with Europe in support of the Millennium objectives is set within the same
perspective.
Actually, the Well-Being Society is already being established on the basis of a host of existing
successful initiatives – too little known by institutions, public authorities and the general
public – taken at the level of the EU Member States by many economic, social and associative
players. The time has come to bring together the leaders of exemplary initiatives, the
"champions" at the forefront of a society marked by stronger bonds of solidarity, and to give a
greater multiplier effect to their actions by allowing them to play a part in the establishment of
the European Contract for a Well-Being Society.
If Europe wanted to experience a new renaissance, what would the "ingredients" for it be?
The history of the first renaissance is rich in lessons in this respect. It highlights in particular
the role played by a number of "cultural creatives".
These agents of change are at the root of initiatives in many fields which started "resonating"
with each other, making for a (relative) "golden age". It is precisely because we think that
these fields of action are interdependent and that their synergy might be a source of strength that
Renaissance Europe (RenEU) wants to bring together agents of change from diverse
backgrounds: politics, business and civil society. Our main strategic line of action thus consists
in establishing a synergy between agents of change operating in several different fields
(business, culture, politics, research, etc.) and a number of themes (Enterprising Europe,
Europe in the world, Cultural Diversity, Citizen’s Europe, etc.)
The keyword is indeed "synergy". You may have personally experienced the resonance of
hundreds of drums starting to beat all together in unison. You know that a group of people
walking at the same pace can make a whole structure collapse, such as a bridge for example.
The question that brings us together is how to speed up the transition towards a new
renaissance of Europe. What are the necessary synergies? How do we get strong personalities
and action themes to "start resonating" with each other? How do we make Europeans more
daring?
In fact, let’s have a dream: in the year 2050, history books about the second generation of
Europe’s founding fathers tell the saga of the agents of change that gathered one day in 2003
to join forces within a group called "Renaissance Europe". These books go on to describe
their respective backgrounds and explain how it came about that misunderstood, isolated
agents of change succeeded in 2004 – by joining forces – in shaping and putting forward a
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common vision of the new Renaissance of Europe, which was to become a "unifying and
rallying project" for the European Union machinery, just as happened in earlier times with the
single market, then the single currency. Historians talk about a galaxy of stars that got
together. To succeed in life, you need – as the French essayist P. H. Simon recommended – to
be "steadfast, fired up, and sharp". The respective careers of the agents of change show people
who have been "steadfast" in their efforts and "fired up" by the force of their convictions.
What now should be done is to all pull together so as to sharply thrust our way through the
membrane that separates us from a new renaissance of Europe. Every one of the initiatives or
work areas of these agents of change will be better enhanced as a result, become better known
and act as leverage or have an effect of scale.
Agents of change should be invited to cooperate in three areas:
- a common action plan at the level of the enlarged Union;
- support to bottom-up actions developed by agents of change in various circles:
business, women, young people, local communities;
- a research and methodology programme.
I.9. The groundswell of tri-sector partnerships
Civil society is the most important innovation in the 20th century (8). It is as important as the
invention of the nation-State in the 17th century, the establishment of the modern market
which dates from the 18th century, or the creation of trade unions in the 19th century. The 21st
century will be the time for new partnerships, a source of innovation and competitiveness.
What Perlas calls "threefolding" – a partnership among the public sector, the private sector
and civil society – which is first and foremost a social process, and is expected to lead to new
forms of governance and management of "corporate" or "governmental" systems. "Amazing
things happen when partnerships are established," those who have gone through the
experience acknowledge.
The end of the cold war coincided with the emergence of a new stage in globalization, symbolized
by the series of UN Conferences in the 1990s, inaugurated in 1992 by the Rio Conference on
Sustainable Development and the Great Disruption analyzed by Fukuyama. These three combined
factors have all together led to a new redistribution of powers between States, market and civil
society. Civil society has emerged as a powerful social force, precisely at a time when on the one
hand, the totalitarian, destructive steamroller of elitarian globalization seemed impossible to stop
and when, on the other hand, the negative effects of the information society destroyed "social
capital". Civil society, however – or at least the segment concerned with world issues, is finding it
extremely hard to counterbalance the effects on people’s minds of the miniaturization of
communities, to which other players in civil society essentially contribute.
Public-private partnerships are being replaced by threefold partnerships. A multi-stakeholder
process is not necessarily a threefolding process. Launching a threefolding process amounts to
establishing a process that addresses the legitimate though different interests of culture, politics
and the economy, wrote N. Perlas, underlining that each of the three spheres of society are
incomplete by themselves. Each of them requires the skills and resources of the other two.
Threefolding puts culture on an equal footing with politics and the economy. The cultural
sphere restores the rights of an often mistreated citizenship. But a clear distinction should be
made between institutions and individuals. Individuals can be active in the three spheres,
which have their own internal logic and their own laws.
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Perlas underlines that threefolding also implies "self-limitation by each institution of its scope
of power to its own sphere in order to make way for the legitimate activities of the other
institutions". Civil society plays an important part as it reintroduces values such as morals,
order and a sense of community. Civil society organizations give social legitimacy to business
and governmental activities.
"The people are now, more than ever before, society’s driving force. People collectively sense
that the world is changing and they are using their new individual and combined power to
drive those changes" (10). Threefolding constitutes an essential dimension of the systems
which companies and public authorities have to manage.
The problem is that governments and parliaments are slower than businesses to acknowledge and
respond to this peaceful revolution. Moreover, both companies and public authorities find it difficult
to find the mechanisms to regain "the trust and confidence of the new empowered citizen" (10).
The Porto Allegre/Bombay movement "regards the elitarian, economist type of globalization as a
conspiracy in the service of a rapacious, predatory economy that cannibalizes political and
cultural organs and tries to take control of life while generating the six disasters defined by Perlas:
a development without employment, without scruples, without future, without roots, without
voice and without meaning". The productivity and long-term stability of the economy depend on
moral attitudes such as a code of ethics. A lack of social capital is detrimental to economic
productivity. By dint of undermining the ethical foundations of society, Perlas foretold, we should
expect tremendous repercussions hitting the economy head-on. The 11 September attacks, which
gave a new impetus to the ghettoization of the world, are undoubtedly a striking symbol.
With threefolding, it is necessary to adopt a spaceship earth ethic, with everyone feeling
collectively responsible for the Earth. The discovery of a meaning increases creativity,
compassion and productivity.
Elitarian powers also call their response to the challenge raised by the emergence of a world civil
society: "tri-sector partnerships". The concept is harnessed, according to Perlas, when tri-sector
partnerships neither address the problems of the neoliberal economy head-on nor acknowledge the
value of social, cultural, spiritual points of view which will act as a matrix for economic activity.
So-called "cultural creatives" inaugurate an alternative type of globalization, based on new
cultural values such as social and ecological responsibility. There is a conflict between
elitarian globalization and "cultural creatives". This conflict opposes the materialistic model
of elitarian globalization and the spiritual orientation of "cultural creatives". This may well be,
according to Perlas, where the real clash of civilizations actually lies.
I.10. The place of social entrepreneurship
Europeans are several lengths ahead in terms of social entrepreneurship, a concept
commended in Davos, New York and London as the new "mantra" to change the world. In
these matters, Europe has "champions and leaders", which are already very well connected at
a world level. It is quite ironical that we need the Davos Economic Forum and the Schwab
Foundation, the British and the Americans to start singing the praises of the third sector to
rediscover our own infrastructures in this area. According to data supplied by the European
Commission, the organizations in the social and inclusive economy sector represent a total of
8 million full-time equivalent jobs, i.e. 7.7% of salaried employment. Their members
represent over 30% of the population. Cooperative banks have 36 million members and 91
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million customers and hold 17% of the banking market, with cooperatives and friendly
societies holding nearly 30% of the market (11).
The approaches adopted by the European Union reflect the existence of a "European social
heritage", made up of a high level of social protection, a structured dialogue between the
social partners and public utilities ensuring equal access and a universal service. They do not
yet give the full place they deserve to the civil sector in general and social entrepreneurship in
particular. The institutionalized dialogue amongst the social partners, the Council and the
Commission does not acknowledge their right to sit at the discussion table of the six-monthly
meetings chaired by the Presidency of the Council.
But the third sector must also review its identity. As Jean-Louis Laville pointed out (11), "a new
type of partnerships ought to be devised involving public authorities. (…) The challenge which
projects and their interlocutors are faced with is the development of institutional set-ups taking
into account the collective benefits generated by certain services and compliance with criteria
relating to social justice and professional equality. The issue of social use is raised here, a topic
which could be the subject of civic negotiations, enlarging social negotiations to associative
partners and local public bodies."
I.11. Electing the Commission’s President by universal suffrage
As we have seen, we have entered a world full of dangers that is undergoing profound
changes. There has been a collapse of trust throughout society and this collapse affects those
in charge of public authorities and businesses while other institutions such as religions are
also shaken. This results in a rise of violence which should be stopped at all costs. The policy
of chaos of the American administration has created a gap between the two sides of the
Atlantic. Terrorism, fed by arrogance, unkept promises and exclusion, and reinforced by US
declarations, has its threats hanging heavily over us. According to Romano Prodi himself,
summing up the results of the World Sustainable Development Summit (WSSD), the Heads
of State of so-called developing countries no longer trust the United States or Europe.
To rebuild confidence, we need a Union that asserts its values on the international scene to
protect its citizens and enhance its own pattern of development built to reinforce peace
through cooperation. These are two different tasks: one carried on the international scene by
the Council of the EU Member States, the other carried by the Commission, with both of them
under the supervision of the European Parliament and the Court of Justice.
We need a Union in which the President of the European Council – summing up the views of
the EU Member States – conveys a message that meets people’s concerns in terms of
"security and respect of diversity". Alongside the Council’s President, the Commission’s
President should express a vision of the "common good" through proposals for action for a
sustainable development model – in the economic, social, cultural, ecological and democratic
fields – subject to a vote by the EU Council and the European Parliament. The Parliament’s
President is the symbol of representative democracy in the Union, providing encouragement
and supervision. These three Presidents, expressing three different, though complementary,
missions, should be elected by separate electoral colleges: the European Union’s President by
Heads of State and government, the Parliament’s President by the Parliament, while the
Commission’s President and his or her team of Commissioners should be jointly elected by
direct universal suffrage. The European Constitution does not go along those lines. But we
must keep in mind that one day, maybe…
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How can we define the notion of "common good"? On the one hand, it is the good shared by
everyone; on the other hand, it is more than the sum of sectoral or national interests. We
would like the European Constitution to be revised in the future so that those running for the
presidency of the European Commission can be elected by universal suffrage with their
programme and their team composed of men and women who represent an authority, a vision
of the common good in their own specific sphere of competence.
Electing the Commission’s President by a secret ballot at the European Council without
anyone knowing anything about his or her vision, programme, team and alliances reflects a
system in which bargaining among States prevails over the "common good". Just as the
establishment of the Convention marked progress in reflection on the tasks of the Union,
progress should be achieved in the debate on the projects of the Union through a change in the
procedure for electing the European Commission. This is an essential measure to foster a
debate throughout the Union on the project that the Commission is meant to carry out for a
five-year period. The election would take place by universal suffrage on the same day as the
election of the European Parliament. In the first instance, people would elect representatives
close to them, in charge of supervision; in the second instance, they would elect the members
of a team responsible for proposing an action plan to implement a certain vision of the
common good.
Those running for the position of President of the Commission could either present a vision
and a team reflecting a political current, or a project going beyond a partisan approach. The
general public would form an opinion on the candidates’ individual projects for Europe. But
all this will take place in only a few years’ time, if the Council does not oppose it.
I.12. Cannibals within the Commission
If we want to go ahead and perfect our method of "network governance" in the Union,
institutional players such as the Commission, the Council or the Economic and Social
Committee, and the other players involved in a partnership approach, ought to be aware that
they have to change the way in which they view their roles. We need to tackle the evolutionary
wall.
Europe will only succeed if the functions of the Commission and the Institutions are properly
specified. The Commission, for example, should:
(i)

act as
- regulator
- policing body/judge/taxer
- economic player
- producer of synergies;

(ii)

have an impact
- in economic, social, and cultural terms
- within and outside Europe;

(iii) conceive its role on the basis of:
- initiatives, projects, contracts from which it has drawn or should draw lessons
- budgetary choices
- an analysis of potential impact.
The difficulty for Commission officials is that, according to the task assigned to them
(regulator, policing body, facilitator), they need a specific form of behaviour that fits their
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duties. A regulator takes decisions, a policing body prosecutes, a facilitator creates trust. Any
government is faced with the problem of combining all three approaches. Chairing one of the
many advisory committees, management committees and regulatory committees within the
EU "comitology" is not a similar exercise to attending meetings to develop "partnerships".
The Commission proposes a Europe of Solidarity and Partnership. The question is whether
Commission services are ready to ponder about the changes in perception of their role that
this would involve on their part in order to fulfil this mission more effectively and be actual
"creators of trust".
The main problem, which acts a brake on all convergences and advances and the source of all
arrogance, is the fact that everyone – institutions, organizations or individuals – thinks they are the
centre of the world and the only one that should conduct the process. The best way to illustrate this
is to look at a diagram that sums up the evolution required in terms of perception (this is a diagram
devised by Shell to explain to its representatives that they must "decentre" their perception of the
place of the company and its representatives). The number of so-called partnerships in which a
company or a Commission service wants to be the only one in the driving seat is phenomenal. This
is the source of all blocking and frustrations.
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The European Union could become the leading post-modern state on the international scene,
as the Community was under the leadership of Jean Monnet, with a co-development project,
not a competition project. The Union should be a "facilitator", whereas, at the moment, it is
sometimes a "preventer" or a downright "cannibal". The Commission perceives itself as the
"centre", bestowing its favours without any obligation to justify its decisions, sure and
domineering, without the necessity to set up a feedback system or to show how much progress
has been achieved from one contract to another. We need to introduce a new state of mind and
new practices!
For the next five years, we propose that the Commission’s President should have a task force
directly attached to his or her cabinet in order to work on the mechanisms of network
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governance, which includes participatory democracy. One of the issues at stake will be the
development of mechanisms that can turn the Commission into a key player without being the
"centre" or the "top of the pyramid".
To successfully meet this challenge, we need an approach based on the principles proposed by
Perlas: respecting the range of approaches (partnership or confrontation); respecting social
pluralism; respecting cultural diversity; establishing strategic plans based on these
differences; acknowledging the value of social, cultural, and spiritual points of view which
will act as a matrix for economic activity.
This is only possible within a framework in which the public and private sectors and civil
society are partners on an equal footing and in which no institution hogs the central position.
A solution for drawing up the action plan needed by Europe, the European Contract, is to
have a new Convention with the Well-Being Society as its whole agenda. A tripartite
structure would then ensure its implementation for the period 2007-2015, with the UN
Summit on the Millennium Objectives scheduled for 2015.
If we are successful by 2015, Europe will have made a giant step forward for its second
Renaissance. This renaissance must be built on two pillars: enlargement on the one hand and
the Well-Being Society on the other hand.
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Part Two: The Well-Being Society
The Permanent Forum of Civil Society is convinced that, after
drawing up the Charter of Fundamental Rights and recognizing the
principle of participatory democracy in the draft Constitution of the
European Union, it is now necessary – in order to continue the
construction of the Union and reinforce its European identity – to
tackle the conclusion of a EUROPEAN CONTRACT FOR A WELL-BEING
SOCIETY that clearly defines a new sustainable European model for
economic, social and cultural development. This CONTRACT will be
an important stage in the implementation of the Union’s objectives as
defined in the draft Constitution: "The Union’s aim is to promote
peace, its values and the well-being of its peoples" (Art I-3, §1).
II.1. Definition
The time has come for us to draw up a real European Social Contract, which would act as
leverage for Europe to make "further progress" at social and economic levels within the
framework of an ethical globalization process, and to provide for its means of implementation
via a participatory budget and a European Community tax system. The European Union could
thus become a peaceful superpower, a kind of "anchor" for world peace and the driving force
behind a new phase of economic development, ensuring a fair distribution of riches,
employment for all, a better educational and public health system and a better support system
for the elderly and the handicapped. In this way Europe will be able to fight all the better
against its greatest "enemy" and the heaviest threat to its security: apartheid and social
exclusion. This will in turn strengthen solidarity and hope in a better future, fulfilling dreams
of well-being for everyone until the end of their lives and for future generations.
The European 2004-2009 legislative period should provide an opportunity for further progress
towards a Well-Being Society, both at European and world levels. These forward-looking
objectives should act as leverage to boost economic recovery and innovation at an economic,
social and cultural level. Only a participatory approach based on partnership will make it
possible to have new forms of synergy. Thanks to this approach, Europeans will be able to
innovate, achieve a convergence between public and private financial means and accelerate
the move to a new mode of development that can ensure peace and security.
The first Convention drafted the Charter of Fundamental Rights, the second drew up a draft
Treaty establishing a Constitution for Europe, the first and second parts of which were tabled
at the Thessaloniki Summit of 20 & 21 June 2004. The second part includes the Charter of
Fundamental Rights in the draft Treaty. Some consider that the Charter is a necessary though
insufficient text, which should be completed by a Contract defining the programmatic rights
through which the fundamental rights and the objectives of the Union provided for in Article
1 of Part I of the draft Treaty establishing a European Constitution can be implemented.
The draft European Constitution sets out that one of the three goals of the Union is (Art I-3§1) to
promote the well-being of its peoples and states that the Union’s objective is (Art I-3§3) to work
for the sustainable development of Europe based on a highly competitive, social, market
economy. One major issue at stake would be how to define this market economy. The objective is
to build a new economic model that differs from the Anglo-American, Rhenish or Scandinavian
model, without ignoring the social advances existing in some areas in the new Member States
under the previous political regime.
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This model will be different, especially as the new Member States cannot afford the luxury of
hoping to achieve a similar social security model to that of the Western part of the continent.
This model will be strongly influenced by the need for Europe to redefine its tools and levers
within the framework of a globalized economy.
How can we therefore define the Well-Being Society in a pan-European vision? The proposal
for a "European Contract for a Well-Being Society" and the European Participatory Budget
for 2007-2013 are currently the subject of consultations with civil society. These
consultations in particular concern the definition of a Well-Being Society.
There are four sources to define work areas at a European level for the implementation of this
European Contract:
1.
2.
3.
4.

the Charter of Fundamental Rights,
the objectives of the Union as defined by the Constitution,
the Millennium Declaration,
the commitments of the European Union.

A first attempt at coining a definition of the Well-Being Society would result in the following:
A Well-Being Society is a society in which, seizing the opportunity offered by our
interdependence and the richness of exchanges, every person’s fundamental needs are met,
their personal dignity is recognized and safeguarded, their personal development is
supported, their work is a source of personal enrichment, their active participation is
encouraged, their desire for a quality of life and health and their right to a healthy
environment are met, in harmony with nature, while respecting cultural diversity and the
rights of future generations.
A Well-Being Society is a society characterized by prosperity and quality of life, solidarity
and equity, justice and universal fraternity.
For Europe, it is the instrument of unity within diversity, development through education,
culture, communication, exchanges of views and innovation.
II.2. Sustainable development as an accelerator of progress
The expression comes from Philippe Houze, the Chairman of the Board of Monoprix-France
(a major distribution chain in France). It was used during a meeting organized by the financial
newspaper Les Echos for a debate between businesses and investors about the corporate
strategy for sustainable development.
Sustainable development is at the core of strategies on innovation and growth. This
"accelerator of progress" acts as leverage in many fields, such as, in the case of businesses:
- innovation, creation of new markets, new products, new services;
- staff management: opening up to a sustainable development approach changes
relations within a company, as it leads to a participatory approach and boosts
innovation.
We support the view recently expressed by the Copenhagen Centre and the AccountAbility
Institute according to which "macroeconomists and analysts of national competitiveness have
largely ignored businesses’ social and environmental performance as potential drivers of a
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nation’s economic competitive advantage”. According to the new Responsible
Competitiveness Index 2003, some 16 European and developing countries could make
competitiveness gains on the size of their corporate responsibility performance (12).
II.3. A major source for solutions: our champions
We have entered a new, post-modern era marked by a change in paradigm. According to
some, this type of change only occurs once every half-millennium. Such a transformation is
linked to the emergence of a new level of complexity within human societies. Values,
methods and models are disrupted. The "knowledge" heritage and creativity take on a more
central place than the "capital" heritage or the labour force. For example, in this new world,
the – free – sharing of knowledge, information, etc. is a source of "wealth" (13). An economy
marked by sharing and free-of-charge exchanges still seems rather strange and yet businesses
are aware that this is a new "mine to be explored".
A new approach towards a global Well-Being Society which would mean progress for all and
be a factor for security and peace is being outlined, particularly through the many "success
stories" that are little known outside experts’ circles. These initiatives, carried out by agents of
change, constitute the bricks and mortar of a new development model.
From companies to hospitals, banks to research centres, the cultural sector to social bodies,
local authorities to European networks, a Europe closer to the dreams of its citizens is already
being built.
During the 2004-2009 period, the European Union will have to cope with a dual challenge:
1. making a success of its enlargement with issues at stake as regards a common vision,
the budget, etc.
2. making a success of its shift to "transmodernity" with issues at stake as regards
relations with the other regions of the world, governance, etc.
The objective of the Renaissance Europe programme is to facilitate an alliance of agents of
change in order to take on the reins in practice for making progress towards greater solidarity
with a view to establishing a "global Well-Being Society" – a project which provides the
opportunity to make a success of this dual challenge by meeting needs in terms of:
•

economic growth within a knowledge-based, networking economy (Lisbon
process);

•

social challenge in Europe as a result to the ageing process in particular and
social challenge in Europe and in the world in connection with the poverty
issue;

•

new diplomacy involving businesses and civil society.
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II.4. "Europe in the World" or "European power reinvented" (14)
This UNEP map is the symbol of a choice between war and peace. Any European general
should have it pinned next to his Ordnance Survey maps. This map would convince him that
working for a Well-Being Society has its strategic importance. How can we imagine that such
a situation can last when we know about demographic trends, the expansion of China, etc.?
Likewise, big companies – that have become established at world level – have a mine of
significant opportunities at their disposal to build a Well-Being Society. Those who can find
the products and services that will meet the expectations of every man and woman with zero
pollution and zero waste will have struck gold. This is also one of the objectives of the
European project proposed here. The project of a Well-Being Society is the most ambitious,
the most buoyant for the economy and employment and at political level, ranking even before
the conquest of space. If the project were to be a success, this work area would turn Europe
into a region of the world as essential as China and the United States.
The IFRI report on world trade (14) presents a scenario – Chronicle of a Decline Foretold –
which is the product of forward analyses about the state of our demography, marked by
ageing and the so-called "demographic winter". Reasons for this decline include too low an
immigration rate, our difficulty to reawaken our capacity for innovation, the level of our
growth, the state of our trade balance and our failing productivity. The "tectonics of
international trade and world economy works in favour of the Asia-Americas zone to the
detriment of a Europe that is losing momentum."
Can we establish another scenario, that of "European power reinvented" (14)? A series of
political decisions would be required:
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- in terms of frontiers for a development strategy: the use of the concept of "intelligent
frontiers" at the service of an ethical globalization;
- in terms of the EU Treaty with Russia and the Southern Mediterranean rim;
- in terms of budget, political choices between expenses in the social, agricultural,
defence, research, educational and other fields;
- in terms of immigration: Europe should open its borders to 30 million immigrants.
Can we also imagine Europe becoming what the Scandinavian countries are for us, on a
planetary scale? Assuredly, the European Union cannot compare with China, but it can offer
that country a powerful partnership about the major issue at stake to control Chinese growth and
its consequences, already obvious in terms of pollution and increased scarcity of resources (we
can already note the rising prices for a number of raw materials and the US is said to have got
its claws into Iraq to gain greater control over China’s access to the energy resources of the
Caspian Sea).
The issue at stake is to ensure the "well-being" of hundreds of millions of Chinese whose
average income is on the increase. For us, this is just as pressing an issue since we need to
develop a well-being model for a whole continent and for the Euro-Mediterranean area and its
poverty problems.
The strategy proposed here consists in working on a two-dimensional scheme to cover the
major pillars described by the authors of the IFRI study:
- the demographic pillar, with the necessary recovery of European demography;
- the technological pillar, with the establishment of a European innovation system;
- the institutional pillar with the elaboration of a European model for the market economy;
- the commercial pillar.
The two dimensions of the scheme relate to the following:
- the European Union, in order to formulate proposals for the European model for a
market economy;
- the Millennium Declaration, in order to cover our relations with the whole world and
its different regions. A pro-peace, pro-peoples, pro-planet coalition should play a
leading role in this respect.
To succeed, we need a new perception of universalism. As Jürgen Habermas remarked (Le
Monde, 3 May 2003), the type of universalism that has prevailed since Antiquity is based on a
perception of the world where the subject regards itself as the "centre" of the world. "On the
contrary, modern self-understanding is marked by a universalism based on equality, not only
requiring the subject to decentre from its own perspective but also imposing a
departicularization of its own view in order to put it in relation with the perspectives of
interpretation adopted by the other, regarded as an equal."
II.5. The Millennium Declaration as leverage for change
"We are the first generation in history which has the means and capacity for overcoming
poverty, hunger, a lack of education and major diseases. We are also the first generation in
history which has to rethink the social pact, the economic pact and the environmental pact,
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whether it be at national, European or world level, because we are now collectively in a state
of necessity. We have entered the era of interdependency (population explosion, era of
networks, etc.)" declared Jean Fabre, deputy director at the UNDP (1).
"Rethinking these pacts first means discussing the values on which the world community is
based. The latest report on human development produced by the UNDP proposes a world pact
for development (a new Global deal). This implies an alliance between all possible partners.
The Millennium Declaration defined its roadmap, which takes the form of eight main
quantified targets to be reached according to a set calendar. This declaration commits
European States and the Union. It therefore commits us all.
We must relentlessly call those in government to account so that words are translated into
action and hence into cooperation budgets and policy measures in the field of trade, debt,
intellectual property and research.
The objectives constitute a formidable instrument, as they are the measure with which to
assess political will and consistency (1).
As Marc Luyckx underlined, "one world is dying while another one is being born without us being
able to define its outline. This mutation has a clear political dimension. There are more and more of us
in a finite world. It is therefore absolutely necessary for us to share more of our riches" (13). A
"service" society, an enterprising Europe, can manage to turn this into leverage for a new era of
prosperity, peace and cultural development. Can we all "pull in the same direction"? We, the members
of the European Union, together with our Russian and Mediterranean neighbours (for which special
provisions establishing Treaties between the Union and its neighbouring countries are set out in the
Constitution), in partnership with the other regions of the world, have an opportunity to be seized.
Mark Malloch Brown, the UNDP Executive Director, brilliantly described the three
dimensions of the challenge raised by the dynamic which the process of implementation of
the Millennium goals is trying to create. The impact of the process can thus be very clearly
seen with regard to the governance of three types of players: governments, businesses and
municipal authorities.
To meet the Millennium goals, the United Nations will increasingly call on the private sector
while being aware of the tensions/conflicts that this already generates. Mark Malloch Brown
describes these tensions around three types of issues:
− profit margin: the field of water resource management is an example which has
already been abundantly studied;
− technological choices: the choice of channels such as GMOs or nuclear energy are two
well-known examples;
− clauses in partnership contracts (government-business-civil society) and supervisory
and negotiation bodies.
Europe, governments of developed countries, the segment of civil society that focuses its action
on planetary issues and governments of developing countries will focus their attention (not to
say their shots) on both the financial means implemented and the integration of the Millennium
Objectives into their commercial, industrial and other policies as well as on the consistency of
their external policies.
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As is underlined in a report from the "SustainAbility" consultancy (2), the voluntary
initiatives taken by companies and related activities do not have the necessary capacity for
isolatedly addressing the challenges of the Millennium Declaration. We have reached the
limits of the voluntary approach outlined in the 1990s. Competition about the "leadership for
sustainable development", which occurs in part of the business sector, will have to evolve and
turn into a new proactive approach. New schemes are required for enhanced cooperation
among public authorities, using their range of tools, and businesses.
The SustainAbility report was addressed to the Global Compact Summit held in June 2004 between
Kofi Annan and the CEOs of the multinationals belonging to the Global Compact. The UN level
alone cannot be the most efficient in the implementation of this new approach, simply because the
United Nations does not have the range of tools that is available to its member national
governments. We need "decentralized" initiatives relying on the means provided by governments.
At a European level, EPE will try to develop an alliance around a better integration and evaluation
of policies in support of the Millennium Objectives, on the basis of an "open-coordination tri-sector
method" (Union and Member States, businesses, civil society). This "cross-examination" should
cover negotiations upstream of the major UN meetings. The Rio+10 Coalition laid the foundations
for this with the "Europe in the World" meeting organized with the support of DG Trade, to which
diplomats from the EU and Member States were invited. Likewise, we should renew the experience
on a regular basis to find out the positions adopted by the Union and its Member States within the
decision-making bodies of the IMF and World Bank; the voluntary contributions to UN agencies;
the criteria on which decisions are made about the financial transfers which constitute public
development aid on the part of the Union and its Member States.
To make things progress, we have proposed the setting-up of an informal European steering
committee, chaired by a UN representative and bringing together all those who want to
coordinate their efforts to implement the Millennium Objectives, whether from the public or
private sector, or civil society. This proposed "informal" structure, which would not be chaired
by a representative from the European Union (Commission, Parliament or Council) reflects
the considerations made above about the need to avoid taking oneself as the "top" or the
"centre" but to recognize oneself as one player among others.
In addition to our proposal, we have also suggested launching an electronic newsletter and a
website to foster transparency, partnerships and the exchange of information.
Moreover, the United Nations also needs, in my view, to establish a more credible UN policy.
Since preparations for the Rio Conference, the relations between the United Nations and
multinationals have been subject to justified criticism. Without going too far back, we can
note the apparent lack of integration between UN initiatives such as the Millennium
Objectives, the Global Compact, the Global Reporting Initiative (GRI), the "Cleaner
Production" Declarations and the UNEP Finance Initiative. Although the Global Compact is
an interesting process, it is true, nonetheless, from what emerges from the Global Compact
Learning Forum of Belo Horizonte, that it lacks muscle. For example, the signatories to the
Global Compact are not even obliged to report on the basis of the GRI guidelines. As for the
UNEP Finance Initiative, it also largely belongs to a "window dressing" exercise.
The Europeans should deliver a strong message to UN Secretary General Kofi Annan on the
occasion of the Summit of the CEOs signatories to the Global Compact of June 2004.

24

II.6. Ten-year programme on changes in production and consumption patterns
This programme should be set up for the Union in accordance with the WSSD commitments.
The Commission is in charge of European coordination. One of the issues that should be
raised in my view is that of consumption patterns. There should be a clear change in mental
perceptions.
I also noted, during STIC consultation meetings in Asia and Africa, that to succeed in terms of
consumption patterns and sustainable trade – in other words, in terms of export to Europe – you
need to have an impact on the internal markets of both developing and developed countries. To
do so, a new form of debate around the Well-Being Society is required and should involve
"consumers" from the North and from the South. This is why we are proposing to reflect on a
new form of European forum.
Proposals have been put forward by EPE for a Forum of Partnerships on changes in
production patterns in order to encourage synergies.
II.7. The Euro-Mediterranean Partnership in the face of terrorism and the project of a Greater
Near East
"Isn’t there any longer a language of universal fraternity that can help us feel safe and not be
afraid of our near or distant neighbour? We should reverse the negative symbolism of 11
September, which has dominated the scene up to now, in order for this dramatic event to close one
era and open up a better one" (15). This is even more dramatically true after the Madrid terrorist
attacks.
We must refuse to be terrorized by terrorists. We must also refuse a "Napoleonic" vision of
the West, "deconstruct" the myth of the fracture between the East and the West, denounce its
harmful role in the collective unconscious and acknowledge the fireman/arsonist character of
the West (Europe+US). This is what Georges Corm, former Lebanese finance minister, has
written on the subject (15). In his view, the best response to what he calls "the revolt of the
poor" in the East, with the Al Quaeda project and the project of a Great Near East of the US
administration, is to accelerate and extend partnerships with the countries of the
Mediterranean basin.
With the big enlargement of the Union in 2004, to be later continued, the time has come to
give "frontiers" to the Union while establishing new structures with its neighbours. The draft
Constitution provides for this. The next major challenge for Europe is to make a success of
this structuring, first by transforming and making a success of what has already been
launched, i.e. the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership.
We have assailed the Muslim East on two occasions, first at the time of the Crusades, then at
the time of the Colonies. Islam has also assailed us on two occasions, going via Spain as far as
Vienna. We cannot compromise with an Al Quaeda organization which, with the terrorist
attacks in Madrid, has undertaken the "reconquest" of European lands that used to be under
Muslim leadership (their Andalus project). On the other hand, we must work with Muslims
within and outside the European Union on the construction of a common project, source of
dignity, pride and peace, to "reenchant the world". We also need for the Euro-Mediterranean
Partnership to "take Europe out of an imperial vision of itself" (which has taken hold of it
since the beginning of the first Renaissance) and to become the preferential crucible of a postmodern order, a philosophical and historical revival, a new development model. It is up to us
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to turn the westernization of the world and its disenchanting and uprooting machine into a
more humane world," writes Corm (15).
Together we must build a new Euro-Mediterranean civilization. We are aware of what we
owe to our links with the Arab and Turkish civilizations. Our first Renaissance took place in
both Catholic and protestant countries. Let us build together this new civilization around the
concept of a Well-Being Society.
We do not have to start from scratch, since the project of a Euro-Mediterranean Partnership is
on the rails. The Partnership, launched in 1995 by the Barcelona Conference and associating
12 Mediterranean partners to the Union, now includes 11 association and cooperation
agreements. The establishment of a Euro-Mediterranean free trade area by 2010 is one of its
objectives. Association agreements are only meant to be a stage in the process.
In the field of sustainable development, the partnerships that have already been set up for the
Mediterranean basin and the Mediterranean Commission for Sustainable Development
(MCSD), in which public authorities, businesses and NGOs are involved on an equal footing,
have turned the Mediterranean area into a pilot region, in spite of all its problems. A
Mediterranean Strategy for Sustainable Development has been agreed for 2005.
An assessment of the effectiveness of the initiatives taken so far ought to be carried out,
together with an examination of the steps necessary to accelerate the process and a study of
how the project for a Well-Being Society fits in with the initiatives already taken. The
"Europe of Partnerships" task force, to be attached to the President of the new Commission,
should put it on its agenda and ask the MCSD for an evaluation.
In fact, one of the issues to be addressed is whether the architecture of the EuroMediterranean Partnership should not change. Shouldn’t it become a "long-term pact between
Euro-Mediterranean states, businesses and civil society" in order to strengthen the
effectiveness of the pact and give the region the capacity to fulfil the objectives of the
Millennium Declaration? "International meetings should become an experimental place for a
restricting form of democracy for all countries. The consensus of democratic and nondemocratic states on the need to keep civil society away from discussions and decisions has
played a determining role in the failure of people’s fight for their basic freedoms. The most
advanced democracies have largely contributed to this failure, which their media have
actually denounced, laying the blame on Islam" (16).
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Given recent developments, shouldn’t this Partnership be given more visibility and be
reinforced by "raising its status"? Should the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership have
"headquarters"?
II.8. Transatlantic cooperation for sustainable development: "Nation-Building & Sustainable
Development"
To succeed in implementing the Millennium Objectives, we also need to change our "mental
map" when we think of the United States. Regarding the relations between the United States
and ourselves, these changes should cover three areas:
− perception: in a globalized economy, the distinction between "US" and "European"
companies is no longer relevant. There is such overlapping, especially as far as
shareholding is concerned, that they should all be held accountable, particularly
through shareholder resolutions;
− differentiation: the Bush administration and its allies cannot be identified with
America, only part of it. Alliances for peace, peoples and the planet should be
established with those with a different vision of the world who are the living strength
of America. The Washington administration is but one player among many others with
which partnerships could be developed: States, Cities, Foundations, etc.
− action: it is pointless to have a competitive type of approach with the United States.
According to some, the Empire is on the eve of a millennium of power while others
consider that its final collapse is near. If we assert ourselves as a post-modern entity,
always ready to cooperate for the good of men and women linked by bonds of solidarity
and searching for convergences, going our own way when necessary to defend our values,
as the Constitution says, we can go straight to the essential: helping mankind overcome
the "evolutionary wall".
For the time being, the United States has entered a blind alley. Over the past few months it has
largely reproduced a strategy – on a large scale – that was implemented on a micro scale by the
alliance in Israel between a right-wing government, religious fundamentalists and the militaroindustrial complex, supported by part of the left-wing establishment. This policy is marked by
ghettos and apartheid. It is fed and perpetuated by the terrorism of the enemy/allies generated by
their own behaviour, and ignores concepts such as justice and law-abidance. The US approach
will lead to failure at an international level, just as the current Israeli policy is already a failure
and will be even more so tomorrow.
The response to the rise in violence undoubtedly means fighting against terrorism via a
security policy. However, this fight should go hand in hand with an acceleration of the
implementation of policies that restore justice, extend the trust area and deprive terrorists
from the support of people who suffer, are rejected in an apartheid structure and have their
values and dignity flouted.
Americans are faced with the problem of whether or not they should follow the views of the
proponents of the fourth world war (to take up the terminology used by a number of US
think tanks), in which the free world would be opposed to Islamism after the victory of
freedom over communism during the third world war. To this should be added the vision of
a predatory economy. On the contrary, several US companies and Ethical Funds do see
sustainable development as the new industrial revolution, a key leverage for US
competitiveness in the 21st century. "We are entering a new capitalism phase demonstrating
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that it can tackle the North/South divide". Several US companies, operating on the global
market, having progressive policies and willing to remain competitive on the global market,
share a certain optimism that companies can find products and market-meeting social
interests, that there is a huge potential and that hidden markets are even bigger. They are
interested in a post-WSSD programme linking (i) legal reforms in governance to make
business less risky in developing countries and (ii) sustainability issues. In Oregon,
Companies Leadership is defined by US Ethical Portfolio analysts and exercised in a "new
way": corporate leaders are expected to "advocate" for sustainable development in
Washington and lobby for progressive legislation!
This is why EPE should encourage a "triangular partnership" among i) European players, ii)
some US Federal agencies, some US States, US companies and US civil society, iii) the
governments, business and civil society of developing countries interested in linking "NationBuilding and Sustainable Development". We would like transatlantic cooperation to be
effective though it should take place among the partners of an alliance for a global WellBeing Society.
II.9. The new face of the Union
Today, as the newspaper Le Monde recently wrote, "whereas the enlargement of the Union has
been achieved (…), the Commission is devoid of a project (…) Its Directors General are
looking for a theme which will set Europe on the move again. If the Commission fails to find a
new plan to carry out, it might turn into a place of expertise, like the OECD, and transform into
a mere secretariat for the Council of Ministers, without any actual political influence" (17).
President Prodi recently used a beautiful metaphor: "two lungs and one heart". The project of
a Well-Being Society represents in our eyes a sphere of convergence for the interests of
business, trade unions and civil society. It is directly in line with the draft Constitutional
Treaty. In the two years of "ratification" of the Constitutional Treaty, which will be a critical
phase for Europe, this project will show that European institutions have taken the lead in a
large-scale movement for the implementation of a European project close to people’s
concerns. The project will show, at a very concrete level, that it is a source of innovation, of a
new industrial revolution, new production and consumption patterns, new products, new
services and new jobs. It will show that it has the necessary spirit for opening up debates on
the crises looming upon us: demographic winter, climate change, etc. Finally, it will show that
it relies on new synergies for a Well-Being Society, particularly between the Commission and
the agents of change (organizations and individuals).
We should be aware that the referendums, which we all know won’t be easy, can only be
successful if the political world can highlight the advances of the Constitutional Treaty while
creating a positive impact by announcing the new stages for "progress" in the citizens’
Europe. To the question "What does the Constitutional Treaty bring to European citizens?",
the Commission answers in its first publications (18) by a list of recitals, but the well-being of
the peoples of Europe is not even mentioned!
What changes does the draft Constitution bring about for Europe?
The draft European Constitution Art I-3, §1 states that "the Union’s aim is to promote peace,
its values and the well-being of its peoples" and lays down in its Art I-3, §4 that "in its
relations with the wider world, the Union (…) shall contribute to peace, security, the
sustainable development of the earth, solidarity and mutual respect among peoples, free and
fair trade, eradication of poverty and protection of human rights".
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The draft Constitutional Treaty includes a number of new levers that will make for a
new face of Europe if they are triggered as a result of concerted action. Among these new
elements, we should mention:
-

the well-being objective,
the concept of participatory democracy,
the reference to a social market economy,
the principle of free and fair trade,
the objective of eradicating poverty and protecting human rights (see also the Charter
of Fundamental Rights).

It is opening a window of opportunity to:
-

secure a better life and social progress for our citizens,

-

lead towards a new pan-European development model,

-

enable Europe to maintain global leadership and preserve market opportunities in
relation to new products and services towards sustainability.

II.10. From "prosperity" to "well-being"?
Commission services have issued a Communication on the political challenges and budgetary
means of the enlarged Union 2007-2013 (19) (see Part Four of this document), with the
objective of "improving the prosperity and quality of life of our citizens and the world in
which they live with their children."
In actual fact, for EU decision-makers, the only real determining factor is "growth", which is
deemed to be too low for the euro zone in particular. For the time being, the Commission,
under pressure from business circles, has shelved the objective of sustainable development
under the pretext of placing greater emphasis on growth (see the opinion of the Economic and
Social Committee on the strategy for sustainable development (20)). As for the EU’s ten-year
programme on changes in production and consumption patterns, which the Union committed
itself to on the occasion of the WSSD, it is still in limbo.
But what kind of growth are we talking about? I believe we have now reached the moment of
truth. In a recent OECD Forum on "The Health of Nations", I was struck by three phrases:
-

from a former member of the Reagan Cabinet: "Our growth? We are dancers on the
deck of the Titanic";

-

from the Chief Economist of the OECD: "This growth is driven by non-OECD
Countries (China and India)";

-

from a Chinese economist: "Our growth will reach 10%, but we have three bottleneck
areas: energy, means of transport and water".

Does "prosperity + quality of life" equal "well-being"? I don’t think so. Prosperity and wellbeing go hand in hand, but are not synonyms for one another. A very interesting study by the
New Economics Foundation (21) highlights one fundamental point: the Well-Being Society has
four dimensions – the economic field, the social field, the environmental field and personal
development. Alongside prosperity and quality of life, a Well-Being Society is also
characterized by solidarity, justice and universal fraternity as well as by the carrying capacity of
its eco-systems.
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Focusing on the concept of "well-being" rather than "prosperity" is a strategic choice for
the "growth" and "cohesion of the Union". It is also a central issue within the framework of
globalization, since if the Union wants to maintain its leadership at an international level in
environmental and social affairs, it should be able to "make a difference" (22):
•

Collective values and preferences (private and public standards in the social, health
and environmental fields) should become the core of the debate on globalization. This
is the key theme of the STIC programme.

•

Shifting from the concept of prosperity to the concept of well-being means devising
new patterns for work, production and consumption, communication and services in
order to "share with the whole world" as well as new business models. It means
experiencing interdependence as a source of enrichment. It means moving to a new
"phase in the history of mankind".

This question should first be raised within the enlarged Union. Let’s not forget that, in the 25-strong
Union, the average income per inhabitant has mechanically gone down by 12.5% and that economic
disparities will double. This occurs at a time when, given demographic trends and the aspirations of
all those living in poverty (including in the enlarged Union), the fundamental question to be asked
becomes: What kind of society model, what new types of services and products, what place for
socially responsible enterprises and the non-merchant sector should we have to ensure "growth" on
the basis of well-being indicators and a better assessment of social costs (to be added or to be
removed)? What partnerships should we establish to accelerate the transition to a Well-Being
Society in a Europe marked by huge differences between its regions in terms of societal
experiences, relations of civil society with public authorities and industry, type of social
entrepreneurship, etc.?
II.11. Metamorphosis of the butterfly
We would like to bank on the metamorphosis of the Union, to use one of Edgard Morin’s
phrases, with the 15-strong Union compared to a caterpillar while the 25-strong Union should
become a butterfly, with its whole body undergoing a complete metamorphosis, except for its
head. Europe’s caterpillar (a brain, plus a long body composed of the CAP, the single market,
the euro and the structural funds, with a tail composed of sustainable development, security
and justice) should be metamorphosed into a butterfly. It would keep the same brain (EU
institutions), have a body with two lungs and one heart and acquire a set of wings with
shimmering colours, with which to fly.
The two wings are necessary for balance. One of the wings may be called "sustainable
growth" and the other "well-being". In this approach, public authorities, businesses and trade
unions, and civil society constitute the body of the butterfly. Their concerted action
contributes to "human security" (23) as well as environmental security and their synergies
feed both wings.
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Regarding the "sustainable growth" wing, I believe we’ll have to link our reflection up to an
increase in Europe’s specialization on sustainability markets, with targets in terms of
innovation, new technologies and new market shares in growth areas such as the markets of
the new Member States and non-EU markets, particularly the Asian ones. One of the issues to
be dealt with at our meeting is whether there are any environmental technology platforms that
the businesses and trade unions attending this meeting would like to be developed, in addition
to those which have been launched so far.
Regarding the "well-being" wing, I believe we’ll have to conduct vast reflection on
partnerships and subsidiarity, the role of social entrepreneurship and the non-merchant sector.
How do we create synergies between States, the private sector, social entrepreneurship,
trade unions, the non-merchant sector and NGOs to implement the project of a Well-Being
Society? What type of governance and shared responsibility should we have?
The Permanent Forum proposed setting up a Convention III (see next chapter). For a
"systemic" change, I feel this is the best tool in the Community’s range of means. This
Convention III might do well to take inspiration from the concept of large contracts proposed
at a world level by the Lisbon Group (24), with suitable adjustments. We would then have a
butterfly with beautiful "spots" in its wings (see diagram above), representing:
• a social contract to fight against poverty and foster solidarity,
• a contract for participatory democracy and civil society,
• a cultural contract for dialogue between cultures and religions,
• an environmental contract for the protection of eco-systems and the efficient use of
natural resources (for this project, the draft protocol that Mrs. Wallström was
unsuccessful in getting annexed to the Constitution may be used as a basis),
• in addition, there should be contracts on health, consumption patterns and transport.
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Part Three. Convention III
The "European Contract for a Well-Being Society" and the European
Participatory Budget are the third stage in the action successfully
undertaken by the Permanent Forum to reinforce European citizenship
and identity. The Forum – supported by the European Movement – was
at the root of a draft Citizens’ Charter which inspired Convention I on
the Charter of Fundamental Rights. The theme of a European
Participatory Democracy, developed by the Forum in its draft charter,
has been taken up by Convention II when drawing up the Constitution.
A European Contract, negotiated within the framework of a Convention
III, would complete this architecture and constitute "the next stage".
Permanent Forum of Civil Society.
III.1. The "European Contract for a Well-Being Society"
In an appeal launched in March, the Permanent Forum of Civil Society underlined that
citizens increasingly regard the European Union as a machine that is far away from their own
concerns. EU citizens are bewildered and extremely critical towards European leaders. The
rejection of Europe, its values and its institutions by all populist movements may well
increase. The new rise in regional and other idiosyncrasies, nationalism and xenophobia is a
threat for Europe.
− We strongly wish for the European Council, on the eve of the EU elections, to
make a stand in line with the aspirations of the peoples of Europe by announcing
the launch of "A New Stage for the Citizens’ Europe".
− We call on the European Council to set a task to the Union: the project of
establishing a "European Contract for a Well-Being Society", accompanied by a
European Participatory Budget for 2007-2013.
− We propose the setting-up of a Convention III as an instrument to draw up this
Contract between Europeans, public authorities, the social partners and civil
society. The new Convention could start work in September 2005. It should be an
important step in the implementation of the EU objectives defined by the draft
Constitution "The Union’s aim is to promote peace, its values and the well-being
of its peoples" (Art I-3, §1).
− We demand the establishment of a task force on the theme of the "European
Participatory Budget for 2007-2013", which should bring together representatives
from the European Commission, the EU Member States, parliaments and civil
society in order to prepare proposals in terms of participatory democracy and the
European budget, particularly with a view to the convening of a Convention III.
As studies have shown, European growth and competitiveness will be increasingly dependent
on new policies geared to innovation and the capacity to control (i) major technological
waves, (ii) changes in production and consumption patterns for a Well-Being Society at a
world level, (iii) the establishment of new partnerships and synergies between public
authorities, the private sector and civil society.
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III.2. A challenge to the Euro-sceptics
This project will convey a strong message: "The Union is a source of progress which meets
your aspirations for a Well-Being Society and intends to implement a European participatory
democracy". A Well-Being Society is a society in which everyone’s dignity is recognized and
safeguarded, their fundamental needs are fulfilled and their desire for quality life and their
right to a healthy environment are met. The process launched will meet six major challenges:
1. To those who fear the establishment of a two-speed Europe, Convention III will bring
the message that "Together we can do more for each of you and for a Well-Being
Society".
2. To those who are afraid of the growing gap between the States – for which EU
enlargement amounts to social dumping – and the Peoples of Europe yearning for
greater well-being, it can be said that the theme of the European Contract for "a WellBeing Society" puts a highly competitive social market economy at the core of
discussions, which is one of the objectives enshrined in the draft Constitution.
3. To those who consider that neither the Charter of Fundamental Rights nor the draft
Constitution sufficiently meet the expectations of a Europe in which the values of
equality, solidarity and justice have been added to those of liberty, democracy and
respect for human rights, it can be said that the European Contract and its connection
with the 2007-2013 budget will bring the assurance of a new dynamic.
4. To those who are scared that Europe has to face several interconnected challenges –
making a success of its enlargement, overcoming the social problems linked to its
demographic development, managing to shift to a post-modern society and building an
ethical globalization – it can be said that Convention III offers an opportunity to develop
new synergies between public authorities, the private sector, social economy and NGOs.
5. We are convinced that the launch of a European participatory budget will constitute an
important source of innovation with a view to meeting the Lisbon objectives, as well
as a source of greater efficiency in the management of cooperation programmes with
third countries.
III.3. Participatory democracy
The draft Constitution in its Article 1-46 (principle of participatory democracy) considers
participatory democracy as the right to make one’s views known, but under no circumstances as
the right to co-decide on European policies, the allocation of EU funds and budgetary priorities.
The only principles put forward are the necessary principles of openness and transparency. The
next stage in the implementation of participatory democracy should be the proposal of drawing
up a framework act establishing detailed rules for the application of Article 1-46.
Convention III, which is an exercise in participatory democracy on the theme of a Well-Being
Society and the European participatory budget, will act as powerful potential leverage to
redefine shared values and recreate social capital and solidarity. Finally, it will make citizens
aware of the potentialities and constraints of a Community budget as well as of the need to
increase available means.
III.4. Participatory budget
Participatory democracy should involve establishing a European participatory budget for the
first time for the period 2007-2013.
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The pioneers of the participatory budget have been feeling their way along. There should be a
right to experiment. The Forum’s proposal consists in marking the 2007-2013 period by a first
stage at European level, prepared by a task force.
We propose that the launch of Convention III be preceded by the setting-up of a task force
composed of representatives from the Commission, the Council, the Parliament, the social
partners and civil society to work on the concept of a European participatory budget. Here are
a few possible themes to be studied by a preparatory working group:
- defining a budget appropriation at a European level, devoted to a Contract for a WellBeing Society;
- introducing new budget lines;
- for the projects financed by the Commission within the European Union, introducing a
new system of experience feedback involving the Parliament, the Commission, and
project leaders;
- for the projects financed by the Commission outside the European Union, introducing
a new system of experience feedback involving the Parliament, the Commission,
project leaders, the recipient country and local civil society;
- for the European budget appropriations which are actually managed by Member
States, whether directly or indirectly, introducing new mechanisms for transparency
and participation of civil society at a national level (80% of the Union’s budget);
- for NGOs working at a national, regional or local level, introducing new, locally
managed mechanisms enabling these NGOs to be involved, for relatively low
amounts, in projects financed by European funds;
- defining a Europe-wide tax system;
- increasing the level of the Union’s own resources above 1.27% of the GDP.
III.5. European citizenship: breaking with an elitist view of power
"Since it is urgent to rethink together the practical conditions for governance in Europe, thanks
to negotiation forums being extended to civil society" (16), the composition of Convention III
will differ from that of Convention II. Here again, the proposals of the Permanent Forum of
Civil Society will be the subject of a separate document resulting on the one hand from a
questionnaire sent to the Forum’s member organizations and on the other hand from the
discussions conducted within the framework of its States-General in Rome. IT IS THUS
PROPOSED TO REFLECT ON THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A CONVENTION WHICH WOULD HAVE, FOR
EXAMPLE:
AS CONVENTION MEMBERS:
•

European and national public authorities (governments, European Parliament, national
parliaments, European Commission, Economic and Social Committee, Committee of the
Regions);

•

the "Champions" of corporate citizenship, particularly socially responsible businesses
with a European status and SMEs from various sectors as well as from the financial
sector, including public and cooperative or mutual-benefit financial institutions;

•

the "Champions" of the social and cooperative economy, social, educational and health
services, public utilities;
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•

the "Champions" of social and cultural NGOs, such as women’s associations, or
associations for the elderly or the handicapped;

•

the "Champions" of trade unions and organizations representing job seekers;

•

the "Champions" of the action undertaken to protect the common good.

AS OBSERVERS:

Representatives of civil society in the third countries that have signed the agreements for a
Euro-Mediterranean free trade area and the agreements between the Union and other regions
of the world.
T

HE E UROPEAN S OCIAL C ONTRACT WILL B E JOINTLY
IMPLEMENTED BY ITS SIGNATORIES , in other words by all the

Convention members. A Monitoring Committee will be set up at
the end of Convention III with the task of submitting an annual
Report and proposals for improving the process
III.6. The results of Convention III
Many are those who worry about the capacity of the "Europe machine" to increase its
efficiency. We sometimes get the feeling that we have reached the limits of the system.
Calling into question the regulatory approach and the arguments put forward in this respect
are a good example. We need to build together a new vision and a new consensus around a
development model. This is one of the objectives of the proposed Convention III. Its
conclusions may take many forms.
Since the work of the Permanent Forum of Civil Society on a draft Convention III, a campaign
has been launched in France and Belgium by a number of Socialists and Greens – with the
support of Jacques Delors – for the establishment of a Social Treaty. Initially, its authors wanted
the adoption of the Constitution to be postponed. They are now calling for negotiations on a
Social Treaty to be started after the adoption of the new Treaty, which they stress is only a
constitution treaty with no value as a Constitution.
It will be up to this opinion trend to transform into a majority movement gathering support
from all the EU countries, a necessary condition for a change in the Constitution. This is why
this debate, which will not be easy, should be held within the framework of a wider forum.
The Convention III on a European Contract for a Well-Being Society can readily welcome
this type of debate.
The debate on the European Contract can generate different types of results: a Social Treaty,
an amendment to the Stability Pact, new Commission programmes, a budget for 2007-2013
managed differently, an agreement on new revenue for the Union, new partnership initiatives,
a framework act on participatory democracy, etc. As indicated above (see Part Two),
Convention III would do well to draw its inspiration from the concept of the four major
contracts proposed at a world level by the Lisbon Group: a social contract against poverty, a
contract for participatory democracy and civil society, a cultural contract for dialogue
between cultures and religions, and a nature contract for development (24).
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Part Four. The Europe of Synergies
The "participatory route" and Europe’s "new horizon" combine
the dreams of the peoples of Europe, the need for a new driving
force behind growth and employment, the appetites of its
businessmen and financiers, the potential of its researchers, the
concerns of its generals, the skills of its diplomats and the
constraints and need for a new planetary ethic: a Well-Being
Society established at a world level. It is up to the President of
the new Commission to give the impetus in this respect.
IV.1 The International Sustainability Space Station
The construction of the international space station is a source of inspiration for all those who
are giving thought to how best to create synergies. There, you have adversaries managing to
build a joint spaceship; to do so, they had to acquire sufficient trust in one another and
cooperate in order to establish the necessary synergies. We might wonder why what seems to
work in conquering space is proving to be so hard in striving for sustainable development and
implementing the ethic of a planetary spaceship in so doing. A set of EU policies, from
research policy to corporate policy and many others, should be better coordinated along such
lines (25).
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Meetings on the theme of partnerships, recently organized by FAO or by the UN Commission
on Sustainable Development may help the process move forward. The task force to be set up
by the European Commission’s President should be open to players that do not belong to the
Commission and should look into this issue.
36

IV.2. Provisional assessment in terms of threefolding
Partnerships are not a new idea for the European Union in general or the Commission in
particular. This may be shown in many areas, from Erasmus programmes, technological
platforms and EuropeAid programmes to agreements with countries from various regions in
the world. It is necessary to take stock of the situation, clarify a number of concepts and
review the approaches adopted.
This assessment should focus in particular on so-called "public-private" partnerships, of which
there is a high number. We have pleaded earlier on for a tripartite approach involving the public
sector, the private sector and civil society. Here as well, an assessment is required so as to
reflect on the best way to pool knowledge, skills and resources. As far as the outgoing
Presidency of the European Commission is concerned, I must underline the major political
mistake made in 2000 when the companies gathered within the WBCSD, ETUC, BEE and EPE
came to see Mr. Prodi to present the proposal to launch a convergence process in connection
with responsible purchases, the management of the value chain and relations with SMEs. It was
undoubtedly the first proposal for a threefolding partnership presented to the Commission.
However, neither Mr. Prodi nor the services of DG Enterprise followed up that proposal.
Following the WSSD, DG Environment has launched into setting up partnerships on water and
renewable energies, but these are partnerships forged among governments, the "others" being
involved in a secondary capacity. A Commission Communication being prepared on the future
development of the Water Initiative of the European Union proposes to set up a
Multistakeholder Forum to provide "opinions" to the Commission. Shouldn’t we also need a
special unit, however, to establish partnerships? Other Communications are in the pipeline on
the subject of "public-private" partnerships. All approaches should be evaluated on the basis of
the same criteria, including the need to create a critical mass and have a multiplier effect, and
the development of trust and transparency. As we have seen earlier on with the SustainAbility
Institute report for the Global Compact summit, we must do much more and do it much better.
In the eyes of a very active part of civil society, "neoliberal globalization has brought social
inequalities to a rarely reached level; it jeopardizes the environmental balance of the planet,
enhances trade and monetary activities alone, merchandizes all aspects of human life and
damages the common goods of mankind." It is to be feared that the Commission is still
perceived by many as being mostly the "Trojan horse" of those interests, with some additional
cosmetic measures. And yet, to successfully manage the shift to a Well-Being Society, the
Union – and its Commission – is the "indispensable partner", just as the United States regards
itself as "the indispensable nation". If we are to manage to "accelerate the transition", the
Commission must be a partner that is fundamentally involved alongside those playing a part in
the change to a Well-Being Society.
The Commission needs to be put back on the rails, not only in order for the hiccups and
mishandlings of the Prodi era to be forgotten, but also for the gridlocks within the Commission
to be broken. These gridlocks clearly have to do in part with internal struggles at the
Commission, for example between the supporters of the Lisbon process (competition) and the
supporters of the Gothenburg process (sustainable development), or between the Directorates
General, which define policies, and agencies such as EuropeAid, which are supposed to
implement them whereas they actually have their own agenda. The gridlocks also take the form
of selection, management and follow-up processes for projects and programmes. It should also
be noted, to be fair, that the "schizophrenia" of financial audits has done nothing to lighten the
mood within the Commission.
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Working with the Commission amounts for NGOs to treading a painful path. Preparations for
the WSSD summit with DG Environment, the partnership launched with DG Trade on
sustainable trade with the launch of STIC and the European Forum on Sustainable
Development, the eco-efficiency programme launched with DG Enterprise, the dialogue on
Textile and Sustainable Development launched with DG Research: these have all been pilot
initiatives for EPE, acting as a testing ground. There was not a single initiative that did not
lead us to conclude that "much better could be done in terms of partnership." How many civil
society organizations have actually abandoned all partnerships with the Commission?
Many confidences on the part of Commission officials give us to say that there is a degree of
bitterness and frustration within the Commission as regards the way in which they have to
fulfil their task in the field of partnerships. The whole Commission staff needs to be
remotivated. Changing their state of mind, projecting a new vision and introducing new
mechanisms should be a priority message for the new Commission President.
IV. 3. An action plan for the Commission 2004-2009
Calling a new Convention requires a decision by the European Council. We should not delude
ourselves about the chances that the Council will call a new Convention right now. We
therefore need an alternative plan, which would become a supporting plan if events turned out
to contradict the pessimistic view just expressed.
The alternative plan that we are going to describe is a plan in which the newly set-up
Commission decides to be the driving force in the "New Horizon" project and implement the
"participatory route". We have called this plan the Synergy Plan, as the word synergy
corresponds to its philosophy. Its objective: greater efficiency through better partnerships.
This action plan for the Commission 2004-2009 is built in three stages:
a) Stage one: an internal stage within the Commission (2004):
•

Setting-up of a Multistakeholder Task Force directly attached to the
Commission President and represented in his or her Cabinet.

•

Internal propaganda action: new state of mind, new method, small leverage.

b) Stage two: management of relations with external players: the Commission President
should make a presentation before the Economic and Social Committee about the
launch of an evaluation stage and the need to prepare proposals in four areas:
•

Participatory democracy, a new approach, a framework act to be worked upon

•

Partnerships involving the public sector, the private sector and civil society

•

The Euro-Mediterranean Partnership

•

Europe in the World.

All Heads of Unit should convene meetings in their departments, bringing together
the organizations with which they have concluded agreements over the past five
years. The list of agreements with the funds earmarked, their purpose, follow-up and
multiplier effect should be summed up in a working paper to be discussed.
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The debate should be chaired by a facilitator from outside the Commission. It
should lead to new strategies, particularly:
- to support the agents of change, help them join forces and create an accelerator
effect;
- to better support local initiatives.
c) Stage three, inaugurated by a report presented to the European Council and the
European Parliament: entitled "New methods for a new horizon" with eight chapters to
deal with three main lines of action: (i) the fourth engine in the "Europe" rocket:
participatory democracy (ii) the Well-Being Society for the peoples of Europe
and the development model (iii) a Europe of Partnerships for a global Well-Being
Society (see below).
This means being prepared to carry out a full evaluation, and this is the unpleasant part of the
exercise. We propose that this evaluation be conducted at Head of Unit level. Under the Prodi
mandate, initiatives were taken in this respect. Let us recall the White Paper on Governance,
the launch of the open-coordination method, the setting-up of advisory committees, some of
which have disappeared since then (particularly in the environmental field), the launch of
forums such as the CSR Forum, the dialogue of DG Trade with civil society, the European
Forum on Sustainable Development, the participation of civil society and businesses in
preparations for the World Summit on Sustainable Development and for the Cancún
Conference and Conventions I and II, and finally the creation of agencies such as EuropeAid.
In addition to these committees and agencies, new financing rules have been implemented, for
which an evaluation is also required. Three major questions should be asked. The first one is
whether the current trend towards terms of reference that require the management of projects
with very high funds by those organizations applying for Community funds does not lead to the
Commission cutting itself off from a significant part of the living strength of society. The 5th
Research Programme is an obvious example in this respect and there are bound to be others.
Second, we should look into the impartiality of selection criteria and appeal procedures.
Third, we need to do an audit of the financial audit policy itself, and of the auditors auditing
the auditors.
The financial audit system introduced by the Commission for verification of the funds
allocated to NGOs can sometimes be quite grotesque. Many are those who have experienced
the system. This leads to a series of questions which should be worked upon by the task force:
- Doesn’t the cost of the system as introduced (remuneration of the auditors auditing
the auditors) result in NGOs bearing the costs of the system, particularly the wages
of the successive auditors, while NGOs are required to make reimbursements
according to rules that are constantly being reviewed and interpreted?
- Are rules the same when applied to governments, businesses and universities on
the one hand and to NGOs on the other hand?
- How should contributions in kind be taken into account?
- Is it normal that the Commission should leave VAT to be borne by the authors of
projects not subject to VAT?
- Isn’t a system that leads to the Commission only granting large funds contrary to
the Union’s interests, cutting it off from the living strength of society?
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- Are there satisfactory synergies with EuropeAid – which is said to finance
programmes along different lines to those set by the services of "political" DGs
(DG Relex, Trade, Dev)?
- Should power abuse and the arbitrariness of certain Commission officials
managing funds be submitted to the Ombudsman or to a joint committee able to
take decisions?
- What kind of experience feedback system should be set up?
- What kind of participatory, transparent system should be introduced at the level of
the Member States that manage 80% of Community funds?
The European Union needs to be endowed with a specific policy to foster "synergies". This
will have to involve changes as regards:
- the construction of the budget,
- the rules for allocating funds,
- the definition of projects,
- the call for projects,
- the identification of projects,
- the experience feedback.
IV. 4 Building a common future
As we have seen, Commission services have issued a Communication on the political
challenges and budgetary means of the enlarged Union 2007-2013 (19). This is an interesting
document, as the elite of the Commission services have worked on it. We can suppose,
however, that the new Commission will want to mark the debate with its own stamp. It is with
these two elements in mind (the source and the new deal) that we would like to put forward a
number of comments.
The objective set, "improving the prosperity and quality of life of our citizens and the world
in which they live with their children" is similar to the new horizon of the Well-Being
Society. The Europe of solidarity and partnership is also asserted.
The Commission Communication’s priority is on the rate of economic growth compared with
that of the United States and the risk of a decline for Europe. It also states, in order to distance
itself from the Sapir report, that it would be a mistake for the Union to disengage itself from the
policies carried out in the field of agriculture, cohesion, the internal market or macro-economic
stability.
The Communication proposes three priorities for financial prospects:
A. Sustainable development
This is what our comment focuses upon: neither specific indicators nor the potential for the
project of a Well-Being Society are recognized in the Communication. Moreover, it is wellknown that the regulatory system in the environmental field, for example, is regarded as being
responsible for the deficit in growth. Even the Dutch Economy Minister, a former Director
General of DG Environment, makes statements along these lines! On the other hand, businesses
are lobbying in order for the Kyoto commitments to be postponed by some five to ten years to
give them time to become more "competitive" in relation to US growth.
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The Communication refers to a set of policies that aim to promote the competitiveness of
industry. The use of eco-efficient technologies is mentioned. However, we have noted that the
Commission has not provided for the launch of a technological platform on the concept of a
circular economy (zero emissions, zero waste), whereas China has fixed objectives in this area.
The potential of the Well-Being Society project and its indicators will have to be a priority for
the Commission in 2004-2009. Emphasis should be laid on the link established by the
Responsible Competitiveness Index 2003 between national competitiveness and corporate
social responsibility policy (12). The research and technological platform programmes for a
Well-Being Society should be evaluated and supplemented or even modified. The evaluation
should be requested by the new Commission and carried out with our "champions" and
"leaders" in terms of eco-efficiency.
Likewise, the items on the social agenda and its implementation mechanisms should also be
reviewed.
B. European citizenship
The Communication highlights the importance of freedom, justice, security and access to
basic public amenities.
It is on this point that the Commission’s proposals are in line with EPE’s "new horizon": food
safety, specific systems for energy and transport, prevention and remedial measures in the
case of large-scale disasters, diversity of European cultures.
The new Commission will have to add the implementation of participatory democracy.
C. Europe as a global partner
It is on this subject that we perceive the role of the European Union as an institution of one of
the regions of the world in relation to sustainable development and the Millennium
Objectives.
The Communication points to the three pillars of the economic governance system: trade,
finance and standard- setting. These are three areas in which the work carried out by EPE has
highlighted the need to redefine the Community spheres of competence:
- Regarding trade, management of the global supply chain, for example, is a poorly
understood determinant. The possibility for the Post-Doha Round to be a
negotiation round structured on the basis of an MBO method (management by
objective) in support of the Millennium Objectives, as is proposed by Laurence
Tubiana of IDDR, should also be noted.
- Regarding financing in support of the poorest, the mechanisms for public-private
partnership are inadequate. For example, we would need the Union to devote funds
to a Guarantee Fund for micro-credits, as is proposed by EPE.
- Regarding standards and non-tariff barriers, the sustainability standards from the
private sector and/or civil society are on the rise.
Are we sure that EuropeAid mechanisms, procedures for decentralized management of
cooperation funds (managed by Permanent Representations of the EU in the world) and
technical assistance budgets are used optimally at the service of a global Well-Being Society?
How can greater efficiency be achieved from a financial point of view? The task force
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proposed by the Permanent Forum of Civil Society, which is to be attached to the
Commission President, should address these issues.
IV.5. New processes
"What model could we devise to reduce inequalities in the world and foster international
solidarity while preserving planetary resources in our concern for equity in our time and
solidarity with future generations?" a Sustainable Development Commission in France
recently wondered (26), and also noted that "we can rely on the host of existing initiatives
opening the way to a democratic, green, inclusive type of economy. But these initiatives
remain scattered, insufficiently known or enhanced and are cut off from one another. They are
usually dealt with and carried by different players. It is a matter of urgency that a crosssection perspective be adopted." The EU Environment Commissioner, Mrs Wallström,
recently spoke of the need for a Forum that would bring all those players together.
If the keyword is synergy, it should be reflected in the priorities of the Commission, which, in
addition to its other tasks, should become a facilitator and provide leverage for these
synergies. We propose to establish a 2005-2010 work plan for new forms of public-private
partnership. This actually refers to a second generation of public-private partnerships,
characterized by their tripartite nature – public sector, private sector, civil society – and by the
fact that they are "action-oriented".
By setting our proposals within the 2005-2010 period, we intend to establish a framework that
rightaway includes the preparations for the 2005-2009 EU legislature, partnerships with
Community institutions for the same period and preparations for the next 2010-2014 EU
legislature. We therefore propose to present an action programme entitled the "Synergy
Action Plan 2005-2010". A preliminary draft Communication to the Council will be prepared
outlining eight types of action for synergies.
Chapter I. Reviewing and extending the system of the open-coordination method
It is proposed to review the open-coordination method so that it is not limited to a system of
intergovernmental benchmarking. Proposals will be made to introduce an open-coordination
method in three areas:
- the Lisbon process;
- the Millennium Declaration;
- consumption and production patterns.
Chapter II. New mechanisms for impact assessment
It is proposed to set up new mechanisms for assessing the impact of Community policies on
the right of peoples in other parts of the world to sustainable development. The Economic and
Social Committee will be in charge of a system of hearings.
Chapter III. New European forums
The Commission will launch new forums focused on partnerships among public authorities,
the private sector and civil society. Possible topics include:
- Cultures of Europe
- Migrants and input to Europe
- Social entrepreneurship
- Nation-building, sustainable development and transatlantic cooperation
- Post-Doha Round
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- New development model and international institutions.
Chapter IV. Groups of Projects
On the basis of the conclusions from the evaluation initiated by the Heads of Unit as regards
the method of contract allocation, the evaluation of experience feedback and the search for a
multiplier effect, the Commission will introduce a new working method in its relations with
the signatories to the contracts.
Chapter V. Social economy
The social economy is meant to play a major role with a view to the establishment of a WellBeing Society. The Commission should give greater coherence to its policies.
Chapter VI. Mid-term review
A 2007 mid-term review of the partnerships on trade, investments and sustainable purchases,
and the Millennium Objectives will bring together the European Council, the Heads of State
and Government of third countries, CEOs, representatives from trade unions and civil society
and the leaders and champions involved in those partnerships. By taking this approach,
Europeans will be able to innovate, create convergence between public and private financial
means and help accelerate the transition to a new mode of development that can ensure
security and peace.
Chapter VII. Preparations for a Framework Act on participatory democracy in Europe
In accordance with the Constitution, the Framework Act is intended to set out detailed
implementing provisions for participatory democracy.
Chapter VIII. European participatory budget
In order to implement a European Contract for a Well-Being Society, only a participatory
approach based on partnership will enable new forms of synergy.
This approach is likely to require a European participatory budget covering the 2007-2013
period to be established for the first time. This is an ambitious objective that Europe has never
yet aimed for. It is therefore necessary to ask a task force to prepare it properly in order for it
to be successful.
The issues to be examined by this preparatory working group have been defined earlier on
under point III.5 of this document.
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Part Five: The Second Renaissance of Europe. Conclusions
Renaissance Europe is a joint initiative of the EPE-RECProgressio Foundation to catalyze the creation of framework
conditions for a participatory, inclusive, enterprising,
culturally creative and sustainable Europe that can enable
the peoples of Europe and the world to fulfil their dreams
now and for generations to come.
V.1. Europe, a beacon?
We have the opportunity to become a major partner of other key players in the world such as the
United States, Russia, China, Brazil and South Africa, or of large regional and commercial
groupings, such as ACP countries, Mercosur, ASEAN, etc. in political, economic, cultural and
social terms. We also have the Euro-Mediterranean area as a field of experiment for new
approaches.
To achieve this, however, we must not merely wait for the crisis expected by 2020 to strike: we
must anticipate and accelerate matters. But let’s make no mistake! To be the first in managing to
overcome the so-called "evolutionary wall", it is necessary for Europe, its States and its
Parliament to innovate and for the European Commission, the private sector and civil society to
make wide-sweeping changes in their perceptions and methods and find new ways of
cooperating. All this in order for the threefolding partnership among public and private sectors
and civil society – which will be a source of innovation and competitiveness – to be brought
fully into play so that a multiplier effect can be produced and the transition can be sufficiently
accelerated in order to avert disaster.
As Robert Kagan wrote, the fundamental disagreement between the US administration on the
one hand and the peoples of Europe and other key players within the US nation on the other
hand is "the very position of mankind in the continuum between jungle laws and reason laws"
(27). And indeed, the very position of mankind in this continuum has shifted as a result of the
globalization of a number of stakes and opportunities.
V.2. The evolutionary wall
How can we tackle the evolutionary wall through the process of establishing a Well-Being Society?
- by reinforcing the perception that interdependency is not a source of alienation but
of added value;
- by changing our educational patterns so that interdependency, a source of enrichment
and personal fulfilment – the first example of which is education – should become a
core element, with special focus on developing the capacity to set up partnerships and
networks;
- by building up the perception that we need to "change" and that this change will
enrich us economically, socially and spiritually, giving rise to many more jobs and
ensuring economic growth without a decline in resources;
- by accelerating the innovation process, with special attention to governance,
management of public budgets and the concept of a "society of services";
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- by totally changing our technological and energy system to provide well-being to
the whole planet: zero pollution, zero waste, sustainable agriculture, etc.
- by showing that a change in consumption patterns increases quality of life and
reduces negative health effects (obesity, cancer, heart disease);
- by underlining that we shall need the market to develop the new products and
services necessary to serve mankind, while putting the market at the service of
mankind: Laurence Tubiana has suggested, for example, that the Post-Doha WTO
Round should be built on the basis of the "management by objective" method, with
the objectives being those of the Millennium Declaration, for example;
- by creating a world tax at the service of a worldwide project, such as the fight
against hunger;
- by giving greater visibility to social entrepreneurship to be developed in Europe
and to be supported in developing countries;
- by supporting a strong immigration policy on the theme "like the United States,
let’s open our doors so that every one of our elderly people, sick people and
disabled people can receive the assistance they need."
As Europeans, we should have the "ethic of a planetary spaceship" and act as the mainspring
of the International Space Station.
V.3. Accelerating the transition
"How to accelerate the transition" is the work area chosen by European Partners for the
Environment. Since it was set up in 1994, EPE has opted to focus on multistakeholder
partnerships. In other words, we realized that neither public authorities nor businesses nor
civil society could manage to change the world by themselves and we consequently opted for
partnerships, the hard part being the shift from a paradigm of "domination" to a paradigm of
"co-evolution". This is just as true for nations as for multinationals or civil society. We have
tested many methods in this respect:
- multistakeholder coalitions, of which EPE and STIC are recognized examples,
since they are coalitions bringing together government ministers, managers of
multinationals, bankers, trade unionists, rating agencies, micro-credit
organizations, producers from the South, environmental NGOs, city councils, the
United Nations, teachers, doctors, and religious leaders – Europeans, and people
from the other continents;
- alliances among "agents of change", those individuals who are the mainspring of
change in the institutions/companies/organizations within which they operate.
Problems are manifold. They include:
- identifying the players that will not merely make fine statements but also be
efficient;
- creating sufficient trust to be able to work together;
- circumventing the obstacles that are systematically put in the way by those who
regard themselves as "the only ones entitled", "the centre", "the seat of power", or
the "only ones in the driving seat". Among them, those who have financial power
are the most aggressive;
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- enlarging existing alliances to representatives from the new Member States.
The results of EPE’s approach are quite rewarding. There is nothing more fascinating than to
use a change in classic mental approaches as a starting point. From this point of view, an
initiative such as the Sustainable Trade and Innovation Centre has taught me a lot. Putting
agents of change from the South in the driving seat, so to speak, has not only transformed
prospects but has also led to innovatory, rich and exciting solutions.
The issue of how to build an alliance of agents of change lies at the core of the Renaissance
Europe project. This initiative has stumbled, like others, on the problems identified above.
There is no miracle. But it underlines the importance of being able to translate the vision of a
renaissance of Europe into terms that can win the approval of the Commission, governments
and the European Parliament – institutions which manage public budgets in particular – as
well as winning the approval of businesses that can mass-produce the new products required
in a society with zero waste and zero pollution, for example, or the approval of private and
public banks to provide a guarantee fund for millions of micro-credits.
Likewise, we can expect the establishment of agencies providing management assistance to
social enterprises as well as new types of performance auditors, analysts and evaluation and
rating agencies that provide background information to be used for evaluation purposes by
civil society, the general public, Foundations and the public and private sectors. David
Bornstein stressed this when he conducted interviews for his book How to Change the World
(28): none of his interlocutors expressed the wish to retire (even when they complained about
financial pressures on their private lives and on their families!). They said things like: "I like
my job, it gives me so much pleasure, I owe so much to this job, I couldn’t live without it, I’ll
die in harness, I’ve been happy, my life’s got meaning". Why did their job hold such a special
attraction? According to Abraham Maslow’s pyramid of needs (1954), devised on the basis of
clinical observations, five layers of need are superimposed on top of one another: from the
way up, physiological needs (hunger, thirst, etc.), safety needs (protection, order, etc.), social
needs (the need to belong, love, etc.), self-esteem needs (success, recognition by others), and
needs for "self-actualization" (achieving self-fulfilment from a personal, creative and spiritual
point of view). The civil society sector might be the one that makes it easier than others for
individuals to reach the fifth level. This may be the finest way of paying tribute to this sector
and it is a privilege for me to be part of it.
The Well-Being Society is structured around two interdependent axes: collective well-being
and individual well-being. The major challenge ahead, which consists in holding together
both ends of the chain, is twofold: on the one hand, changing oneself on a personal and
spiritual level in order for each person to be "the change you would like to see in the world",
as Gandhi used to say; on the other hand, concretely creating jobs, products, services and a
type of protection that meet the needs of the world’s population. The challenge also has to do
with being able to establish alliances in order to turn a minority trend into a majority one in
order for mankind to overcome the evolutionary wall. Such is the mission which the mounting
problems on earth invite us to take on as a result of the demographic-ecological challenge, a
mission also arising from the opportunities created by individuals, the projects they formulate,
the technologies on which they can rely, the cultural diversity that enriches them and the
interdependency that has nurtured progress.
The second renaissance of Europe also depends on everyone’s relation to innovation and their
entrepreneurial spirit. This is an issue that is not limited to corporate management but also
concerns the Union itself, all sectors, public utilities, socially-oriented organizations and
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many others. If the Union cannot manage to reach its objectives in terms of competitiveness
and innovation (the Lisbon process), it is particularly because of the existence of a deficit in
terms of entrepreneurship, including social entrepreneurship.
What has already emerged from the discussions launched on the new horizon which the Well-Being
Society would be is a new vision of the Common Good for Europe.
Conclusion
The challenge ahead, in my view, is to persuade the President of the Commission 2004-2009,
the Council and the Parliament to make a triple choice:
•

Getting the Union to metamorphose and giving a body and two wings to the new
butterfly. Making the well-being of the peoples of the Union and the world a
strategic line of action.

•

Bringing about a systemic change and giving a fourth engine to the Europe
rocket: the participatory route. The participatory route for Europe would consist in
establishing new mechanisms that respond to the required "systemic changes" and
facilitate partnerships via a network governance supplementing the multilateral system
that the Union already is.

•

Rethinking the Europe of Partnerships. Independently from the adoption process
for a Constitutional Treaty, the Union can already activate a series of levers.
Right from the start of his or her term of office, the President of the new
Commission should be assisted by a special Task Force entitled "Europe of
Partnerships, New Method, New Horizon", attached to the presidential Cabinet,
and should launch the 2005-2010 Synergy Programme. From our point of view, the
Commission must undertake a strategic review of its vision, its methods and its rules
in terms of partnerships and support to the agents of change. All this in order for the
threefolding partnership among public and private sectors and civil society – which will
be a source of innovation and competitiveness – to be brought fully into play so that a
multiplier effect can be produced and the transition can be sufficiently accelerated in
order to avert disaster. Moreover, the European Council should call a Convention III
for a "European Contract for a Well-Being Society and a Participatory Budget".
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