A new paradigm in transatlantic relations

World Future Society,

San Francisco July 19, 2003.

1. A crucial moment in History.

My hypothesis is that we are in a crucial moment of the history of Humanity. This moment resembles the end of the middle Ages and the beginning of the Renaissance. A lot of things are going wrong and more and more wrong, and some new things are beginning, be created, And they are not always visible… 

Figure 1: The end of modernity, patriarchy, and capitalism.





















The image that comes to my mind is the one of a hurricane in which you find very cold, and very warm currents side by side. The cold currents a re the old dying paradigm energies and the warm currents are the energies of the emerging one.

Figure one tries to visualize those paradigm shifts. The end of the middle ages has been a very violent period in European History. The dominant power in the agricultural period (paradigm) was the Church. It did not accept easily to loose the power in favour of the new city bourgeoisie coming up and preparing the industrial-modern paradigm. When a political class feels that it in a looser position, it usually becomes violent, because it feels having no future and has nothing to loose anymore. In the middle ages this produced huge and long religious wars. The upcoming bourgeois class is first drawn in dotted lines, because it was not visible like the “cultural creatives” are invisible today. And then suddenly it has become visible and dominant, meanwhile the dominant class of the agricultural period has become marginal. 

Further towards the right, we see that we are at the crossing of the two next curves. This time the loosing curve is the modern industrial one. The upcoming curve is the planetarist-knowledge society one. The “planetarist” vision of life is the vision of the blue planet as a whole, fragile and to be cared for, respected and loved, with its inhabitants and its future generations. The knowledge society is like a turbo accelerating the change of values structures and behaviours. 

Seen from Europe the values and visions represented by G. Bush, and some European governments, are a good description of the declining paradigm. Because it is feeling its end, this vision of life is increasing its aggressive and military nature towards nature, the cosmos, the poor and against whoever is not agreeing with it. This aggressivity resembles the Church’s behaviour at the end of the middle Age: Inquisition, religious wars, etc.

But this crossing is more dangerous that the end of the middle Age, as it represents also the end of 5000 years of dominant patriarchal values, and the beginning of a new blending of feminine and masculine values, preparing our collective survival. 

Why are those changes going on today? And are we sure they are really happening? My response to this question is clear. If Humanity continues to develop the way it develops today, we could destroy irremediably our environment before two or three generations. This would mean the collective death of humanity. And I deeply believe that Humanity’s collective subconscious is already choosing in favour of life. This is, in my opinion, the deep reason for the irremediable transformation we are in. We are in a deep process redirecting our values, and later our world economic and political structures towards sustainability and social justice. This is what the cultural creatives around the world are asking for. And the Porto Alegre meetings as well as the February 15, 2003 manifestations around the globe have clearly pointed in this new direction. Civil society worldwide, affirms its deep will of survival, thus another set of values.

2. Beyond the imperial dream?

Europe has dreamed about empire since 2000 years, and more. Greek, Romans, Carolus Magnus and the Christian empire, the Hapsburgs with the Austro Hungarian empire, the Spanish and Portuguese empires in Latin America, the French empire with Napoleon, the British, Prussian, and finally in the XXst century gave us Lenin and Hitler. 

This European dream has been killed in 1945. Unfortunately, it seems that there has been a transmission of the “empire-disease” to the USSR and USA. This is the hypothesis of Sloterdijk, a German philosopher. And today the USA is the only left with it and the disease seems to be in an acute stage, for the moment. And as Sloterdijk nicely says, Europe has been mostly sleeping since 50 years. Europe has been like KO, unable to shape new dreams, and a new role in the world. 

However, in 1949-50, a small group of pioneers, with the help of the US presidency, had the courage to reinvent a European project. This Schuman-Monnet-Adenauer project which became the European community and later the European Union, was announcing another political paradigm. It intended to extend peace between National States. This was necessary but really new. As the modern State had invented the interdiction of violence and the mediation of violence by law, inside the State borders, transmodern “planetarism” was inventing a new global project of peace between the States. But in 1950 none of those politicians were conscious to be “transmodern” or “planetarists”. They were just feeling that they had no other choice than to establish structural peace on the European continent.

Following authors like Cooper, I would propose that the concept of “imperium” (permission to invade the territories, and obligation to increase the national territory) is rather a “premodern” agrarian political structure, while the “State” is modern industrial (non violence inside fixed borders, but permission for trade wars and trade invasions). While the transmodern structure is based on new values of collective survival, non violence between states, and porous borders. This requires also a completely new concept of defence policy worldwide. It presupposes social justice and a very sustainable economic system worldwide, in order to prevent invasions and illegal immigration.

The European Union has become a real success story. This non-violence between European States is today so evident that nobody is thinking about it anymore. It has become a fact. And this peace area is also becoming a flourishing economic area with a common money, the Euro. But Europeans are still K.O. They are still sleeping. They still seem unable to articulate and defend the originality of their experience in front of the world and especially in front of the winner of the 1945 war. They have also been unable to articulate a Foreign policy of non-violence between the States. Ex-Yugoslavia has been a blatant failure of EU foreign policy.

There are today signs that Europe could be awakening from its 50 years of lethargy. The clearest signs are coming from Germany, who is beginning to express an independence of thinking, in front of the US. France has always been for “cultural exception” and “military autonomy”.

The real challenge is the following. After its awakening, 

· Will the EU go back to its imperial dreams? 

· Or will EU continue to innovate proposing to the whole world a vision of a new world system of non-violence between the Sates, according to the European success. 

· And further will it propose that the world economy and trade transform in a sustainable and socially inclusive and redistributive system? A really sustainable world, respectful of the fate of the next generations?

3. Conclusion: The transatlantic divide is a divide between paradigms!

The transatlantic divide is a divide between paradigms. In other words this dispute is about how to manage violence between States in the XXIst century. 

It is a conflict between different political paradigms: the imperium, the State and the transmodern world systems of non-violence between States.

This means that on both sides of the ocean there is a significant minority of citizens who are deeply convinced that the actual way of management is inadequate and not leading at all towards a sustainable, fair and just world.

And on both sides of the Atlantic you find people who are in favour of the “old” methods, of the business as usual approach.

The business sector and the women are important sectors of innovation in this respect. My colleague Pascale Van Doren will present this part.

Marc Luyckx Ghisi, June 30, 2003.
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