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Dear Readers

Social dimension of foreign policy became an integral part of my work as the Minister
of Foreign Affairs after the elections in autumn 2013. You can see that in practice when
we as the Czech Republic, after several years break, started again to pay contributions
to the International Labour Organization and agreed on supporting some of its concrete
projects.

Generally speaking, social dimension of foreign policy includes the consideration and
the pursuit of decent working conditions also in the countries of the Global South or the
protection against climate change. We don‘t want people in the future to have to move
from the place they live because of water scarcity, for instance, that can happen in con-
nection with the global climate change. That is why we took part in the Paris Agreement
negotiations and pushed through its ratification in the Czech Parliament.

Since | consider the social dimension in foreign policy essential, | was glad that we could,
on the soil of the Czernin Palace, the seat of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, host the
first and the second year of Prague Social Europe Conference in 2015 and 2017. The
conference made it possible for politicians, academics, officials and the engaged public
to meet during the debate on the convergence between the old and the new Member
States, on the tasks of the European Union in the Global South and the relations between
the centre and the periphery on domestic and international level.

A lot from the Prague Social Europe Conference 2017 debates is covered in this collec-
tion and | believe that the collected proceedings will be an inspiration in many ways for
you as well.

PhDr. Lubomir Zaoralek

Minister of Foreign Affairs
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VaZenfi Ctendfi, vazené Ctenarky,

socidlni dimenze zahrani¢ni politiky se po volbach na podzim 2013 stala nedilnou sou-
¢asti mé prace coby ministra zahrani¢nich véci. Docela prakticky se to pozna treba tak,
7e jsme jako Ceska republika po nékolikaleté prestdvce znovu zacali platit prispévky
Mezinarodni organizaci prace a domluvili s ni podporu nékterych konkrétnich projekt.

Obecné vzato pak socidlni dimenze zahrani¢ni politiky zahrnuje ohled a prosazovani di-
stojnych pracovnich podminek i v zemich globalniho Jihu nebo ochranu pred klimatic-
kymi zménami. Nechceme totiZ, aby se lidé museli v budoucnu stéhovat z mista svého
bydlisté tfeba kvali nedostatku vody, ktery mizZe nastat v souvislosti s globalnimi klima-
tickymi zménami. | proto jsme se Ucastnili jednani o Pafizské dohodé o zménach klimatu
a prosadili jsme jeji ratifikaci v ¢eském Parlamentu.

ProtoZe povazuji socidlni dimenzi v zahrani¢ni politice za podstatnou, byl jsem rad, Ze
jsme mohli na padé Cerninského paléce, sidla ministerstva zahrani¢nich véci, hostit v le-
tech 2015 a 2017 prvni a druhy ro¢nik mezinarodni Prazské konference o socialnf Evro-
pé. Diky ni se mohli v Ceské republice setkat politici, akademici, Ufednici i angazovana
vefejnost na debaté o konvergenci mezi starymi a novymi clenskymi staty, o ukolech
Evropské unie na globalnim Jihu i otazkach vztahu centra a periferie na domaci i mezi-
ndrodni Urovni.

Leccos z debat Prazské konference o socidlni Evropé v roce 2017 zahrnuje tento sbornik
a vérim, Ze i pro vas budou shromazdéné prispévky v mnohém inspiraci.

PhDr. Lubomir Zaoralek

ministr zahrani¢nich véci
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Ladies and Gentlemen
Members of the Diplomatic Corps, Dear Guests

I am glad to be here with you at the commencement of the second year of Prague
Social Europe Conference. |would firstly like to thank the colleagues from the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs for this format. | am glad that it is Prague that is con-
nected to discussing a common European future and that different views meet
here — both academic and political, both Czech and foreign. It is a very important topic
and | would like it to be further connected with the Czech Republic.

| said that social Europe is an important topic. | even think that after Brexit, there is al-
most no other more important question in front of us than how to reach convergence,
solidarity and greater coherence in the European Union. | think the organizers of to-
day’s conference have managed to very well describe one important point of view on
this issue; that it could be about overcoming the difference between core and periphery.
I will yet come back to this in my speech.

The Experience of the Czech Republic Concerns Strong Economy and Cheap Labour

But first | would like to share with you a certain experience of a prime minister. | must say
that Czech reality, perhaps similar to the Slovak, lead to an interesting perspective consid-
ering a social Europe. What kind of a social Europe would help countries like ours or Slo-
vakia? When looking at our life and institutions, | can see a high-performance economy,
nowadays the lowest unemployment rate in the Czech Republic from the entire Europe
Union, I can also see good budget results and even a budget surplus. But | can also see
our strong public sector responsible for the key public services, quality and wide acces-
sibility of education, accessibility of healthcare or public transportation. Be it the state or
the local government. | think these all are strengths which our countries can be proud of.

However, | can also see there very low wages. The average salary in the Czech Republic
is at 37% of the European average, in a situation when our workforce productivity is
at 60% of the EU average. We have a high proportion of so-called low-paid workers,
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Vazené damy, vazeni panové,
¢lenové a ¢lenky diplomatického sboru, mili hosté.

Jsem velmi rad, Zze zde mohu byt s vami pfi zahajeni druhého ro¢niku Prazské konference
0 socidlni Evropé. Chtél bych predevsim podékovat kolegdim z Ministerstva zahrani¢nich
véci za tento format. Jsem rad, Ze se pravé s Prahou spojuje diskuse o spole¢né evropské
budoucnosti a Ze se v této debaté potkavaji riizné pohledy — akademické i politické, ces-
ké i zahrani¢ni. Je to velmi vyznamné téma a byl bych velmi rad, kdyby zGstalo i nadéle
spojené s Ceskou republikou.

Rekl jsem, Ze sociélni Evropa je vyznamné téma. Dokonce si myslim, Ze pfed nami po
brexitu skoro neni vyznamnéjsi otédzka, nez jak dosahnout v Evropské unii konvergence,
solidarity i vétsi soudrznosti. Organizatordm dnesni konference se podle mého nézoru
podafilo velmi dobfe popsat jeden dulezity uhel pohledu na tento problém — Ze vlastné
mUZe jit o pfekondvani rozdilu mezi centrem a periferii. JeSté se k tomu ve svém vystou-
peni vratim.

Zku3enost CR je o silném hospodafstvi a levné pracovni sile

Rad bych se s vami ale nejdfiv podélil o urcitou zkuSenost predsedy vlady. Musim fict, Ze
Ceska a podobné asi i slovenska realita vede k zajimavému pohledu, pokud jde o Gvahy
o socidlni Evropé. Jaka socidlni Evropa by pomohla zemim, jako jsme my, nebo tfeba
Slovensko? KdyZ se budu divat na nase redlie, vidim vykonnou ekonomiku, dnes v Ceské
republice nejnizsi nezaméstnanost v ramci celé Evropské unie, vidim také dobré rozpoc-
tové vysledky a dokonce rozpoctovy prebytek. Ale vidim u nas také silny vefejny sektor,
ve kterém za kli¢ové vefejné sluzby, za kvalitu a Sirokou dostupnost vzdélani, za dostup-
nost zdravotnictvi nebo za dopravni dostupnost porad odpovida vefejny sektor. At uz je
to stat nebo je to tfeba samosprava. Myslim, Ze to vSechno jsou silné stranky, na které
mohou byt nase zemé hrdé.

Jenze tady vidim také velmi nizké mzdy. Praimérna mzda je v Ceské republice na urovni
37 % evropského priméru, a to v situaci, kdy nase produktivita prace dosahuje asi 60 %

GLOBALIZACE A EVROPSKA SOUDRZNOST
Sbornik z konference Prague Social Europe Conference 2017



people who work for less than two-thirds of the median income. We are a country of
a talented, productive and at the same time very cheap workforce.

To Help Europe Grow, We Need Our Standard of Living to Grow

This is not new, of course. But that is the problem; that our standard of living does not,
over the long term, approach the standard of the European Union. German and Aus-
trian wages are still just as remote as in the time when we were entering the EU. Even
some of the countries from which we would not expect it are overrunning us. Today we
even have a lower minimum wage in the Czech Republic than Slovakia; we have one
of the lowest minimum wages in Europe, even the lowest in the whole of the Visegrad
Group. And | must say this as the Prime Minister, who has been trying for three years to
significantly increase the minimum wage in the Czech Republic regularly every year. That
means we raise the minimum wage about nine to ten percent per year, and it is never-
theless lower than today in Slovakia. | perhaps do not need to intricately explain here
how this how this situation manifests itself in our economy and on our labour market.

With each increase and with each subsequent effort of the Government to make salaries
in the Czech Republic grow, we hit still more clearly on a glass ceiling defined by the
overall structure of our economy. In many cases, companies have a problem with bear-
ing the costs of wage increase and at the same time, with getting the employees ready
to work for the salary they are willing to offer.

I think, from this perspective, it is quite clear what kind of a social Europe we need. The
fundamental pillar of Europe, in which we will be of benefit, is a good financial condition,
economic growth and a high standard of public service. All this we as the Czechs can offer.

The fundamental principle of a social Europe that would actually help us is a Europe
based on stronger convergence, the convergence of income and standards of living be-
tween the EU Member States. Such a Europe would mean restoring the social contract,
the core of which is the commitment that work means a chance for a decent life. This
commitment should become our common goal in the whole of Europe.

In recent years, we have been witnessing various efforts to address the growing social in-
equalities in Europe. One of the most visible debates was the discussion around the direc-
tive on the posting of workers. At its core, there is, | think, a good idea: the same job for
the same pay in the same place. However, the way in which the directive was enforced,
and most importantly, how its interpretation on the part of some countries fundamentally
overlooked the different economic reality in the individual Member States. It is a solution
to the inequality between workers from different countries, but it does not address the
question of the standard of living in the individual states.

A social Europe that guarantees a certain standard for employees is certainly in order.
But we need to ask whether a social Europe should not also guarantee a certain stand-
ard of economic condition and level of social rights in the individual countries. Other-
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praméru EU. Mame vysoky podil takzvanych nizkovydélkovych zaméstnancd, tedy lidi,
ktefi pracuji za méné nez dvé tfetiny pfijmového medianu. Jsme zemi talentované, zru¢-
né a vykonné, ale soucasné velmi levné pracovni sily.

Evropé pomuzeme rist, potiebujeme, aby rostla i nase Zivotni uroven

To samo o sobé samozrejmé neni novinka. Ale v tom je pravé ten problém — Ze se nase
Zivotni Uroven dlouhodobé nepfiblizuje standardu Evropské unie. Némecké a rakouské

mzdy jsou ndm stale stejné vzdalené jako v dobé, kdy jsme do EU vstupovali. Utikaji
ndm dokonce i nékteré staty, u kterych jsme na to nebyli zvykli. Dnes mdme dokonce

fict jako predseda vlady, ktery se tfi roky snazil o to, aby kazdy rok pravidelné minimaini
mzda v Ceské republice vyrazné rostla. To znamend, minimalni mzdu zvy3ujeme o de-
vét az deset procent ro¢né a stejné ji mame nizsi, nez je dnes na Slovensku. Nemusim
zde asi slozité vysvétlovat, jak se tato situace projevuje v nasi ekonomice a také na
nasem trhu prace.

S kazdym zvySovanim a s kazdou daldi snahou vlady o to, aby vice rostly mzdy v Ces-
ké republice, narazime stéle zfeteln&ji na urcity sklenény strop, ktery je dany celkovou
strukturou nasi ekonomiky. Firmy maji v fadé pfipadd problém utahnout navyseni mezd
a maji problém zaroven sehnat zaméstnance za mzdy, které jsou ochotné za danou praci
nabidnout.

Z tohoto Uhlu pohledu je podle mého néazoru zcela zfejmé, jakou socialni Evropu potre-
bujeme. Zékladnim pilifem Evropy, ve které budeme pfinosem, je dobra finan¢ni kondi-
ce, hospodarsky rlst a vysoky standard vefejnych sluZeb. Tohle vSechno jsme schopni
jako Cesi nabidnout.

Zéakladnim principem socidlni Evropy, kterd by ndm skutecné pomahala, je Evropa za-
loZend na silnéjsi konvergenci, na konvergenci pffjmd a Zivotni Urovné mezi ¢lenskymi
staty EU. Takova Evropa by znamenala obnoveni spolec¢enské smlouvy, v jejimz jadru je
zavazek, Ze prace znamena Sanci na dustojny zivot. Tento zavazek by se mél stat v celé

Evropé nasim spole¢nym cilem.

Byli jsme v poslednich letech svédky rtiznych snah, jak fesit narlstajici socialni nerovnosti
v Evropé. Jednou z nejviditelnéjsich debat byla diskuse kolem smérnice o vysilani pracov-
nikd. V jejim jadru je podle mého nazoru dobra myslenka — stejnd prace za stejnou mzdu
na stejném misté. Zpdsob, jakym byla smérnice prosazovana, a hlavné zputsob jejiho
vykladu ze strany nékterych zemi, ale zdsadnim zpUsobem prehlizel odliSnou ekonomic-
kou realitu v jednotlivych ¢lenskych statech. Je to feseni nerovnosti mezi zaméstnanci
z rtznych zemi, ale nefesi to otdzku hladiny Zivotni Urovné v jednotlivych statech.

Socialni Evropa, ktera garantuje urcity standard zaméstnancdm, je urcité v poradku. Mu-
sime si ale poloZit otdzku, zda nema socidlni Evropa zarucit také urcity standard hospo-
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wise, the question of labour migration remains unsettled as well as the problems that it
brings especially in the places where there is large redeployment of a large number of
people during a short period of time. These problems manifest themselves in the social
systems of the target states and on the other hand, in the brain drain of the countries
people are leaving. And these countries, from which people are leaving, are losing their
elites, the groups of people potentially greatly contributing to the further development.

The Social Pillar Is a Tool Combining Different Requirements of Member States
on a Social Europe

Ladies and Gentlemen

I have been describing what kind of a social Europe would suit the interests of the
Czech Republic. I was saying that our common objective should be a Europe where
work means a chance for a decent life. That is a perspective on which we should find an
agreement with the other Member States. And we must also take notice of the differ-
ent reality in some of the European countries. There are states troubled by high levels of
debt and youth unemployment in tens of percent. There are states which have, during
the last economic crisis, adopted austerity packages and privatized a large portion of the
public services; they were taken out of public control. Now, as a result, people have to
pay extra for these services and the daily life becomes more expensive.

If we are going to mean it with the social Europe, we have to find a tool which would
combine these different perspectives and help out one another. Personally, | expect that
this tool could be the so-called European social pillar. For me as for the Czech Prime Min-
ister and a man from the Czech Republic, it will be important that its main component
would be convergence between the Member States.

Social Dialogue Helps to Bridge the Differences between the States

I will matter to me that the European social pillar encompasses also the issues concern-
ing collective bargaining and also the position of the social partners. Social dialogue is an
important tool which helps to bridge the different perspectives of the individual states.
In this context, | would like to bring to mind that our government, within its mandate,
together with our social partners, seek to make the social dialogue cross the border. We
have initiated the start of the tradition of the joint meetings of the Czech and Slovak
tripartite; we are also trying to promote the tradition of meeting the social partners from
the entire Visegrad Group.

Of course, leading an international social dialogue is not easy, but it is a way to go back to
a certain notion of representation. Trade unions and employers represent the key actors at
the labour market, and it is much up to their members by whom and how to be represented.
At the same time, it is a way to trigger a debate on complex issues and how to lead it mean-
ingfully. A dialogue helps to even up the information deficit and allows for broad participa-
tion in the public debate. That is a very important ability the weight of which, | think, was
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darské kondice a Urovné socialnich prav v jednotlivych zemich. Jinak zGstane nedoresena
otazka pracovni migrace a problémd, které pfinasi zejména tam, kde dochazi k velkym
presuntdm velkého mnoZstvi lidi v kratkém casovém useku. Tyto problémy se projevuji
v socidlnich systémech cilovych statd a na druhé strané v ,odlivu mozk(” u zemi, ze
kterych lidé odchazeji. A tyto zemé, ze kterych lidé odchazeji, tim pfichazeji o své elity,
o skupiny lidi s potencialné velkym pfinosem pro dalsi rozvoj.

Socialni pilif je nastroj, jak skloubit riizné pozadavky ¢lenskych zemi na socialni
Evropu

Vazené damy, vazeni panove,

popisoval jsem, jaka socialni Evropa by vyhovovala zajmam Ceské republiky. Rikal jsem,
Ze by se nasim spole¢nym cilem méla stat Evropa, kde plati, Ze prdce znamend moznost
dastojného Zivota. To je perspektiva, na které budeme muset najit shodu s ostatnimi
¢lenskymi staty. A musime také vnimat, ze realita nékterych evropskych zemf je odlisna.
Jsou stdty, které trapi vysokd mira zadluzeni a nezaméstnanost mladych v fadu desitek
procent. Jsou staty, kde béhem posledni hospodarské krize pfijaly balicky Uspornych
opatfeni a privatizovaly velkou ¢4ast vefejnych sluzeb, vyvedly je mimo vefejnou kontrolu.
To ted' v dUsledku znamend, Ze lidé museji na tyto sluzby doplacet a ze se bézny Zivot
¢lovéka prodrazuje.

KdyZ budeme myslet socidlni Evropu opravdu vazné, musime najit nastroj, jak skloubit
tyto rGzné perspektivy a vzajemné si pomoct. Osobné oc¢ekavam, Ze by se timto nastro-
jem mohl stat takzvany evropsky socialni pili. Pro mé jako pro predsedu ceské vlady
a ¢lovéka z Ceské republiky bude ddlezité, aby jeho hlavni slozkou byla konvergence
mezi jednotlivymi ¢lenskymi zemémi.

Socialni dialog pomaha preklenout rozdily mezi staty

Bude mi zaleZet na tom, aby evropsky socialni pilif zahrnoval také otdzky spojené
s kolektivnim vyjedndvanim a také s postavenim socialnich partnerd. Socidlni dialog
je dalezity nastroj, ktery pomaha prekonavat rozdilné pohledy jednotlivych statd.
V této souvislosti bych chtél pfipomenout, Ze nase vlada se v ramci svého mandatu
spole¢né s nasimi socialnimi partnery snazi o to, aby socialni dialog prekracoval hra-
nice. Iniciovali jsme zahajeni tradice spolecnych zasedani ceské a slovenské tripartity
a také se snazime podporovat tradici zasedani socialnich partner z celé skupiny
zemi V4.

Samoziejmé, Ze vést mezindrodni socidlni dialog neni jednoduché, ale je to zplsob, jak
se vratit zpatky k urcitému pojeti reprezentace. Odbory a zaméstnavatelé reprezentu;ji
klicové hrace na trhu prace, a je hodné na jejich ¢lenech, kym a jak se nechaji zastupo-
vat. Ale je to zaroven urcity zpUsob, jak vyvolat debatu o sloZitych otézkach a jak ji také
smysluplné vést. Dialog poméha srovnat informacni deficit a umoznuje Siroké zapojeni
do vefejné debaty. To je velmi ddlezitd schopnost, jejiz vahu podle mého nazoru umoc-
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amplified by the British referendum on the withdrawal from the European Union. Therefore,
the principle of the social dialogue in Europe should further increase in the future.

A Multi-Speed Europe Solves Nothing, Solidary Economic Growth Is Needed

This is slowly getting me to the topic of core and periphery. Since the last year’s Brexit
referendum, there has been another proverbial spectre haunting Europe: the spectre of
a multi-speed Europe. The results of the European Council Summit on the anniversary of
the signature of the Treaty of Rome have shown that we are able to find a common vi-
sion of the future course. White Paper on the Future of Europe then presented different
models of Europe divided into multiple speeds.

All this is happening in 2017, a year of significant elections in Europe in which the citizens
of several countries decide on what kind of forces will be leading their countries and
what political forces will be represented in the European Council. This means that in these
very weeks and months, both the large and the small states are deciding which path the
European Union is going take. Decisions are made about who will be sitting at the Euro-
pean table in the coming years, behind which we make joint decisions in Europe. People
perceive momentous decisions at your fingertips and feel a kind of uncertainty. That is
why | am happy about every election in which the people give their trust to reasonable
solutions and do not succumb to the shortcut ones offered by the populists as well as to
the deadlocks and returns to the past which is the recipe the nationalists often offer.

My opinion is that converging the differences between the core and the periphery is pos-
sible if there is a stable economic and legal framework for economic growth as well as
a fair distribution of profits. For me, it follows from the fact that that the very division of
Europe on a fixed old core and a sort of a hesitant edge would not consequently result
in the desired effect for Europe. Multi-speed Europe itself will not bring solutions and
satisfaction neither to the faster nor the slower states.

Foregrounding the Differences Can Bring Decay; Our Task is to Prevent This

The basic characteristic of the core and the periphery is that together they form a whole.
We can talk about dominant and marginal actors in the European Union, or in NATO.
That would be a description of a constellation, and that constellation may be changing,
depending on what is being discussed. However, if the tension between the strong and
the weak develops into a permanent inequality, and deepening still, it can actually lead
to a break-up. Then, in place of a great whole, there are often blocs standing against
each other. There is a growing crisis at the boundaries of these blocks; growing poverty,
social and economic decline and also hate.

I am convinced it is our fundamental duty and responsibility to our own past and our
values that we do not allow for such a break-up scenario. Therefore, in my opinion,
we must look for ways to reduce internal disparities in Europe and weaken the ten-
sion. | would pose this almost as a principle of a European sustainable development, this
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nilo také britské referendum o vystoupeni z Evropské unie. Proto by se princip socidlniho
dialogu mél v Evropé do budoucna jesté posilit.

Evropa vice rychlosti nic nefesi, je potreba solidarni hospodarsky rist

Tim se pomalu dostavam k tématu jadra a okraje. Od lonského referenda o brexitu ob-
chazi Evropou dalsi povéstné strasidlo: strasidlo vicerychlostni Evropy. Vysledky summitu
Evropské rady k vyro¢i podpisu Rimskych smluv ukézaly, Zze jsme schopni najit spole¢nou
predstavu o dalsim sméfovani. Bild kniha o budoucnosti EU pak predstavila rizné mode-
ly Evropy rozdélené podle vice rychlosti.

To viechno se déje v roce 2017, coZ je rok vyznamnych evropskych voleb, kdy obc¢ané
v fadé zemi rozhoduji o tom, jaké sily jejich zemi povedou a jaké politické sily jejich staty
také budou reprezentovat v Evropské radé. To znamena, Ze pravé v téchto tydnech a mé-
sicich velké i malé staty rozhoduji o tom, jakou cestou se Evropska unie vyda. Rozhoduje
se otom, kdo bude v dalsich letech u evropského stolu, za kterym v Evropé délame
spole¢nd rozhodnuti. Lidé vnimaji zavazna rozhodnuti, kterd jsou na dosah ruky, a citi
ur¢itou nejistotu. Proto mam radost z kazdych voleb, ve kterych obcané uvéri rozumnym
feSenim a nepodlehnou zkratkdm, které nabizi populisté, a nepodlehnout také slepym
ulickdm a vracenim se do minulosti, coZ je recept, ktery velmi ¢asto nabizi nacionalisté.

Jsem toho nazoru, Ze vyrovnavani rozdild mezi centrem a periferii je mozné za situace,
kdy existuje stabilni ekonomicky a pravni rdmec hospodarského rlstu a také spravedlivé
distribuce ziskd. Z toho pro mne také vyplyva, Ze samotné rozdéleni Evropy na pevné
staré jadro a jakysi vahavy okraj by v dtsledku nepfineslo pro Evropu jako celek ocekdva-
ny efekt. Vicerychlostni Evropa sama o sobé nepfinese feseni a uspokojeni ani rychlejsim
statdim, ani tém pomalejSim zemim.

Vyhroceni rozdili maze pfinést rozpad, nasim ukolem je tomu zabranit

Zakladni charakteristikou centra a periferie je, Ze dohromady tvofi urcity celek. Mdzeme
se bavit o dominantnich a okrajovych hracich v Evropské unii, nebo tfeba v NATO. Pak
jde o popis urcité konstelace, a ta konstelace se mize ménit podle toho, o ¢em se zrov-
na jedna. Pokud ale napéti mezi silnymi a slabsimi preroste do trvalé nerovnosti, ktera
se stale prohlubuje, miZe to skutecné vést az k rozpadu. Namisto velkého celku pak
proti sobé ¢asto stoji bloky. Na hranicich téchto blokl roste krize, roste chudoba, socidlni
a ekonomicky Upadek a také nendvist.

Jsem presvédceny, Ze je nasi zakladni povinnosti a zodpovédnosti vici vlastnim déjinam
a vaci nasim hodnotam, abychom takovy scénar rozdéleni nedopustili. Proto podle mého
nazoru musime hledat cesty, jak sniZzovat v Evropé vnitfni nerovnosti a zmenSovat napéti.
Kladl bych to skoro jako princip evropského udrZitelného rozvoje ono prekondvani ne-
rovnosti a snizovani napéti. Rozdélovani Evropy na Zdpad a Vychod nebo na staré a nové
Clenské zemé je urcita snaha vratit se k jakési jednoduchosti svéta, ale ve skute¢nosti nic
takového nebude fungovat.
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overcoming of disparities and weakening the tension. Dividing Europe into the West and
the East or the old and the new Member States is an attempt to return to some kind of
a simplicity of the world, but in reality, nothing of this sort is going to work.

On the other hand, what ought to and shall work is the emphasis on the common
principles from which the European community already once grew. Thus, not only the
free market and the trade rules, but also the rule of law, democratic dialogue and the
observance of high standards of human and social rights. It is like fair play in sports. We
need these principles in Europe so that our game would be European not only by its idea
but also by its geographical location.

Ladies and gentlemen, once again | want to thank the organizers, led by Foreign Minis-
ter Mr Zaoralek, for this conference. | also want to thank the panellists and all the guests
who have participated in the conference. | want to thank you for your attention, that
you have devoted to these few remarks of mine, and I would like to wish you a success-
ful meeting.

Thank you.
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Co naopak fungovat mé a musi, je dlraz na obecné principy, ze kterych uz jednou ev-
ropské spolecenstvi vyrostlo. Nejen tedy volny trh a pravidla pro obchod, ale také pravni
stat, demokraticky dialog a dodrZzovani vysokého standardu lidskych a socialnich prav. Je
to jako fair play ve sportu. Potfebujeme tyto zasady v Evropé, aby nase hra byla evropska
svou myslenkou, nejen geografickou polohou.

Damy a panové, jesté jednou chci podékovat organizatordm v Cele s ministrem zahranic-
ni panem Zaoralkem za tuto konferenci. Chci podékovat také panelistim a panelistkdm
a véem hosttim, ktefi se konference zucastni. Chci podékovat za vasi pozornost, kterou jste
vénovali témto mym nékolika pozndmkdam, a chtél bych poprat Uspéch vasemu jednani.

Dékuiji.
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Prime Minister, Excellencies and Fellow Europeans

Thank you for inviting me. If you are not depressed, you might be by the end of this talk
but | hope to bring some solutions as well. | am from a town called Leigh near Manches-
ter. It's one of the first industrial towns in the world. The first factory was built around
the year 1800. The first strike took place around the year 1818. And through about one
hundred years after that, the working-class people of that town voted Liberal. There was
no social democracy. They had trade unions. Butin 1922 they voted for the Labour party.
Party which | am a member of, the British social democratic party. And from that day,
1922 until now, every election in my town was won by Labour. But in 2010, the fascist
party, the British National Party, got two thousand out of 50 thousand votes. And people
thought: “Oh, okay, what's happening?” In 2015, the far right xenophobic party UKIP
(United Kingdom Independence Party) took those two thousand fascist votes and added
to them 8 thousand votes from quite ordinary working-class people and got ten thou-
sand. So, 20% of the electorate now votes for extreme xenophobic right-wing politics.
And in the Brexit referendum, this town voted 2/3 to leave Europe. In 2016, we also had
a local election for the council that runs the town. In half of all the sub-districts, which
in England are called wards, UKIP came second to Labour. | didn’t even need to look on
a map to know which wards they were. Just ask where the coal mine used to be, where
the factory used to be. It's not just the deprivation that drove that swing to the right, in
other words, it is places that only had community and cohesion and small scale networks
left. And something has happened that turns what was once a source of our strength as
working people into a source of very worrying weakness and xenophobia.

| hope you are aware of the famous elephant graph drawn by the well-known economist
Branko Milanovi¢ which describes the benign impact of neoliberalism and globalisation on
the developing world. But then down here, in the neck of the elephant, there are people
in Britain, in America, in France who gained nothing from thirty years of globalisation; and
some less than nothing. Well, the streets | am talking about are right in the neck of the
elephant. Labour, | hope, will still win this town | come from in seven weeks’ time, in our
emergency general election, but it will do so from a voting core of teachers, nurses, peo-
ple with university degrees, skilled people who work in multi-national companies, people
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Pane predsedo vlady, Vase excellence, evropsti spoluobcané,

dékuji vam za pozvani. Pokud nejste deprimovani ted, mozna budete na konci to-
hoto proslovu, ale doufam, Ze pfinese i néjakd feseni. Pochazim z mésta jménem Le-
igh pobliz Manchesteru. Je jednim z prvnich prlimyslovych mést na svété. Prvni to-
varna byla postavena kolem roku 1800. Prvni stadvka se konala kolem roku 1818.
A po dalsich sto let volila pracujici tfida v tomto mésté liberaly. Socialni demokra-
cie neexistovala. Méli odbory. Ale vroce 1922 zvolili Labouristickou stranu. Stra-
nu, jiz jsem c¢lenem, stranu socidlné demokratickou. A ta od té doby, od roku 1922
az doposud, vyhrédla vsechny volby. Vroce 2010 vSak ziskala Britskd ndrodni stra-
na, coz je strana fasistickd, dva tisice z 50 tisic hlast. A lidé si pomysleli: ,Aha, dob-
fe, co se to déje?” V roce 2015 pfidala velmi pravicova xenofobni strana UKIP (Stra-
na nezavislosti pro Spojené kralovstvi) k tém dvéma tisicam fasistickych hlas dalsich
8 tisic hlast pomérné béznych volict z délnické tfidy, a dostala deset tisic hlast. Takze
20 % volica nyni voli extrémni xenofobni pravicovou politiku. A v referendu o brexitu
hlasovaly dvé tfetiny pro vystoupeni z EU. V roce 2016 jsme také méli mistni volby do
rady, kterd ridi mésto. V poloviné viech volebnich okrskd skoncila UKIP druhd po Labou-
ristické strané. Ani jsem se nemusel podivat na mapu, abych zjistil, které okrsky to byly.
Staci se zeptat, kde kdysi byly uhelné doly nebo tovarny. Ten vykyv doprava nezpdsobila
pouze deprivace, jinymi slovy k nému doslo na mistech, kterym zlstala pouze komunita,
soudrZznost a jen mald sit. Stalo se z néco, co proménilo nékdejsi zdroj sily nés, pracuiji-
cich obcand, ve zdroj obav, starosti a xenofobie.

Douféam, ze mate v povédomi slavného , globaliza¢niho slona”, graf zndmého ekono-
ma Branka Milanovice, ktery zndzorfiuje pfiznivy vliv neoliberalismu a globalizace na
rozvojovy svét. Ale pak jsou tady dole v krku slona lidé v Britanii, v Americe, ve Francii,
ktefi za tficet let globalizace neziskali nic, a néktefi dokonce i mifi nez to. A pravé ty
ulice, o kterych zde hovoiim, se pfimo v krku slona nachézeji. Doufam, Ze ve mésté, ze
kterého pochazim, Labouristé za sedm tydnu v predcasnych volbach opét zvitézi. Stane
se tak ale tak diky jadru voli¢d, které tvofi ucitelé, zdravotni sestry, lidé s akademic-
kymi tituly, kvalifikovani pracovnici mezinarodnich spole¢nosti a zaméstnanci takovych
spole¢nosti, ve kterych vefejné hlasat, co tvrdi UKIP a AfD (Alternativa pro Némecko),
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who work in companies where to say what UKIP says — and what the German AFD says —
in public would be to be sacked from that company because it is not allowed to be racist.
Those people are the core of our vote. Unfortunately, families like the one | come from,
coal miners and cotton spinners for generations, are now, some of them, the core of the
far right. And in fact, the manual, low-skilled working class is now the battleground for
this discussion between social democracy, liberalism and right-wing nationalism. In other
words — for those of you who knew what Tony Blair did for British Labour, which was to
use the working class as a voting base and to pull in centrist voters for the middle class
— the situation is now reversed for us. 200,000 people have joined Labour in a year but
they are mainly from the professional urban salariat, the educated part of the population.

And as a journalist, we at least have to deal with honesty and plain speaking. We don't
have to, as the politicians do, moderate our language. And in this spirit, | will say | have
to contemplate the possibility that this two-hundred-year story of the move from liberal-
ism to social democracy could end with the move towards the right. Draw the arch of
history from my town and it could end very badly. What is happening to British Labour
is, of course, partly driven by specifics. | won't bore you with the specifics because the
universals are more interesting. The main problem is the one faced by all of us in Europe
in social democracy and the radical left. And it is that the working-class culture that was
our strength has been stripped of its relationship to work. It is now being defined more
purely around language, religion and ethnicity, what you might call “face and place”.
Clinging to that identity was deemed illogical by those who promoted neoliberalism.
Tony Blair made a famous speech, basically saying to people from my town: “You only
survive if you forget all this stuff about your past and your identity.” But now neoliberal-
ism, | will argue, has failed, and globalisation - which never really delivered much to the
people like them - has come to be seen as the cause of all the problems.

The massive and sudden migration into such fragile communities of people from the rest
of the European Union — be in no doubt — that is what caused Brexit. | spent enough time
with a TV microphone in my hand; you put the microphone out and ask: “What's the
problem?” — Answer: “Migration.”

Don't let anybody tell you it is about anything other than that. But it is not necessarily
about racism, nationalism and xenophobia because the migrant communities that live
among us in Britain, three million EU citizens, are decent hard-working people, they are
mainly white, Christian and their beer and sausage tastes much the same as ours. So
where did all the hostility come from? What happened? | think it rose because rightly
or wrongly, those communities came to symbolize to British people the abstract form
of citizenship that got built in to the current phase of the European Union’s model.
Neoliberalism as an economic philosophy says to people of my town: “We don't care
where you come from. It doesn't matter that your grandfather worked in this factory
or your grandmother in this other factory. It doesn't matter to us, the incoming global
multi-national which is opening a call centre or a warehouse, that you are your grand-
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znamena vyhazov, protoZe byt rasistou je zakazano. Takovi lidé jsou nasim voli¢skym
jadrem. Nanestésti nékteré z rodin, jako jeta ma, generace hornik( a pfadlen, ted tvofi
jadro krajni pravice. A manualni, nekvalifikovana pracujici tfida je nyni bitevnim polem
pro diskuzi mezi socialni demokracii, liberalismem a krajné pravicovym nacionalismem.
Jinymi slovy, tém z vas, ktefi védéli, co Tony Blair udélal pro britskou Labouristickou
stranu, tedy Ze vyuZil pracujici tfidu jako voli¢skou zakladnu a pritahnul stfedové voli-
Ce ze stfedni tridy, fikdm, Ze nade situace je ted UpIné opacna. K Labouristické strané
se pripojilo 200 tisic lidi, jejichZ vétSinu vsak tvofi prevazné odborny méstsky salariat
a vzdélana ¢ast populace.

My novindfi se potykdme s otevfenosti projevu a upfimosti. Nemusime zmirfiovat nas
jazyk jako politici. A v tomto duchu tvrdim, Ze musim zvazit moznost, Ze tento dvé sté
let trvajici pribéh o prechodu od liberalismu k socidlni demokracii mohl skoncit pohybem
doprava. Odvodte si, jak Spatné to mohlo dopadnout, z historie mého mésta. Co se déje
britské Labouristické strané je samoziejmé z¢asti fizeno specifiky. S témi vas nehodldm
nudit, protoZe univerzalie jsou zajimavéjsi. Hlavnim problémem je to, ¢emu celime vsich-
ni v evropské socidlni demokracii a radikalni levici. Kultufe pracujici tfidy, ktera predsta-
vovala nasi silu, byl sebran jeji vztah k praci. Nynf je definovana cisté na zakladé jazyka,
ndboZenstvi a etnicity, , krve a pdy”, dalo by se Fict. Lpéni na takové identité povazovali
zastanci neoliberalismu za néco nelogického. Ve svém slavném projevu fekl Tony Blair
lidem z mého mésta v podstaté toto: ,PreZijete pouze v pfipadé, Ze zapomenete na vie
spojené s minulosti a vasdi identitou.” Dle mého nazoru neoliberalismus selhal a globali-
zace, kterd toho lidem, jako jsou oni, moc nedala - zacala byt vnimana jako pficina vdech
probléma.

N&hld masivni migrace lidi ze zbytku Evropské unie do tak kfehkych komunit je bez
pochyb to, co zapficinilo Brexit. Stravil jsem dost Casu v televizi s mikrofonem v ruce.
KdyZz se pak mimo zdznam zeptate, co je skutecné problémem, dostanete odpovéd
~migrace”.

Nenechte si nikym nalhavat, Ze je to néco jiného. Nejedna se nutné o problém rasismu,
nacionalismu a xenofobie, protoze skupiny migrantd, které Ziji mezi nami v Britanii, tfi
miliony obcant EU, jsou slusni, pracoviti lidé. V&tSina z nich jsou bili kfestané a jejich
pivo a klobasy chutnaji skoro stejné jako ty nase. Kde se tedy vzala ta nevraZivost? Co
se stalo? Myslim, Ze vzrostla, protoZe at uz spravné, nebo Spatné, se tyto komunity
staly pro Brity symbolem abstraktni formy obcanstvi, zabudované do soucasné faze
modelu Evropské unie. Neoliberalismus jako hospodarska filozofie Fika lidem z mého
mésta: ,Je nam jedno, odkud jste. NezaleZi na tom, Ze vas dédecek pracoval v této
tovarné a vade babicka zase v jiné. Nam, pfichozi nadndrodni korporaci, kterd otevira
call centrum nebo sklad, nezalezi na tom, Ze jste vnukem vaseho dédecka, protoze
pokud nékdo z Prahy nebo Varsavy hodla pracovat za stejné nebo méné penéz nez vy
a je daleko vzdélanéjsi (protoZe takova je pravdépodobnost), dostane pred vami pred-
nost. Mimochodem, protoze Thatcher znic¢ila polovinu mechanismU prerozdélovani,
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father’s grandson because, if somebody from Prague or Warsaw will work for the same
or less and is much better educated than you (because that is the likelihood) they will
go to the front of the queue. By the way, the only redistribution still available to you, as
a citizen of Great Britain, because Thatcher killed half of the redistribution mechanisms,
is free access to healthcare and education. But you know what? It is equally available to
the guy from Prague or Warsaw.”

Think about how that went down. The mistake we made as a political class is not hear-
ing when people complained about it quietly. We said: “Yes, of course, but there’s no al-
ternative. So what's the problem?” Brexit was the loud shout of anger, often unjustified,
but we have to recognize that, at its core, there was this problem about who you are. If
you define citizenship as economic then you base the idea around the key figure in neo-
liberal ideology: homo oeconomicus, “economic man”; and not around the real breath-
ing people who actually live in these towns — whether it is the Loire valley in France,
whether it is in Manchester where | am from, whether it is in Pomerania in Germany? If
you don't base citizenship around reality, you send an unfortunate message. And | know
nobody in the European Union wanted to send it, but this is the message they sent:
“You can't reassert your identity as a citizen fully-rounded, 360-degree person with an
identity and a history unless you break the global system.” And when the global system
worked, it was a massive risk, too big a risk to take. People who said it were laughed at,
thrown out, even of the communities that are now voting Brexit. But once the global
system failed, it becomes a risk worth contemplating. And this creates a massive danger.
| don’t want to restrain myself in any way. | want to say to you there is a massive danger
facing us. And | think your prime minister acknowledged that.

Though the overall Brexit vote was driven by middle-class, conservative and elderly voters,
in a town like the one | am describing, there are not many middle-class people. It was
driven by working-class people and it was seen as a revolt of the working class against the
elite; and not just the white working class. | reject the idea that a “white working class”
exists in Britain. It is almost always multi-ethnic. Around 18% of black people voted for
Brexit, around an eighth, and 23% of Asian people voted for Brexit. Who are they? The
taxi driver, the security guard, the low-paid factory worker. They feel as threatened by
what Europe became as the classic xenophobic white racist person. But they are all about
to find that they are wrong. They are all about to find out that Brexit will be an economic
catastrophe for them, even if not for people like Boris Johnson. And it was a fake revolt
stirred up by people like Johnson, stirred up by people like UKIP who now quite happily
walk away. The UKIP guy, Farage isn’t standing in this election, nor is the millionaire who
funded UKIP, Aaron Banks; he does not even want to take responsibility. But the result
is going to be, instead of the people taking control, that the rich will take control of
post-Brexit Britain. Hard right conservative leadership will lead back to that. In that situa-
tion, the most likely outcome is the hard and chaotic Brexit process for my country. | fear
trucks will line up at Dover, borders will be erected, not just between Britain and the Irish
Republic, where the border has been progressively abolished, but between England and
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jediné prerozdéleni, které vam bude jako obcanu Velké Britanie k dispozici, je pfistup
k zdravotni péci a vzdélani. Ale vite co? Ty jsou k dispozici stejné tak ¢lovéku z Prahy
nebo Varsavy.

Zamyslete se nad tim, jak k tomu doslo. Chyba, které jsme se jako politickd tfida do-
pustili, je ta, Ze jsme neposlouchali, kdyz si lidé potichu sté&zovali. Rekli jsme: ,,Ano,
samoziejmé, ale neexistuje jind alternativa. TakZe jaky je problém?” Brexit byl hlasitym
vykfikem hnévu, ¢asto neodlvodnénym, ale musime si uvédomit, Ze ve své podstaté byl
problém v tom, kdo jste. Pokud definujete obcanstvi jako ekonomické, pak se vas nazor
zaklada na klicové postavé neoliberalni ideologie: homo oeconomicus, neboli ,¢lovéku
ekonomickém™, a ne na skute¢nych lidech, ktefi doopravdy v téchto méstech Ziji, at uz
se jednd o udoli Loiry ve Francii, Manchester, ze kterého pochazim, nebo némecké Po-
moransko. Pokud nezalozite obcanstvi na realité, vysilate tim nestastnou zpravu. Vim, Ze
nikdo v Evropské unii nechtél takovou zpravu vyslat, ale v podstaté zni takto: ,NemUzete
znovu potvrdit svoji identitu jako plné vyzraly obcan a Uplny ¢lovék s vlastni identitou
a historii, dokud nezlomite globalni systém.” A dokud globalni systém fungoval, zname-
nalo to az pfilis velké riziko. Ten, kdo tak ucinili, se stal ter¢em posméchu, byl propustén.
Dokonce i lidé z komunit, které ted hlasovaly pro brexit. Ale po selhdni globalniho sys-
tému se stava se takovy risk vhodnym zvazeni. A presné to vytvari obrovské nebezpedi.
Nechci se Zddnym zplsobem omezovat. Chci véam fici, Ze Celime obrovskému nebezpedi.
A myslim, Ze vas premiér to potvrdil.

Ackoli byla vétsina téch, co hlasovala pro brexit, tvofena prevazné stfedni tfidou, kon-
zervativnimi a starsimi volic¢i, ve mésté jako je to, o kterém zde hovoiim, moc lidi ze
stfedni tfidy neni. Brexit vedla bild pracuijici tfida, a byla vnimana jako vzpoura pracujici
tfidy proti elité. A nejen té bilé. Odmitdm myslenku, ze ,bild pracujici tfida” v Britanii
existuje. Je skoro vzdy multietnickd. Asi osmina ¢ernochd, zhruba 18 %, a 23 % asiatl
hlasovalo pro brexit. Kdo jsou? Taxikaf, ochranka, $patné placeny délnik v tovarné.
Citi se ohrozeni tim, co se z Evropy stalo, stejné jako klasicky bily xenofobni rasista.
Ale vsichni brzy zjisti, ze se mylili. VSichni brzy zjisti, Ze i kdyz mozna ne pro lidi jako
Boris Johnson, pro né bude brexit ekonomickou katastrofou. Lidé jako Boris John-
son a UKIP rozvitili faleSnou vzpouru, a ted celkem spokojené odchéazeji. Farage, ,ten
z UKIP”, v téchto volbach nefiguruje, stejné jako Aaron Banks, milionar, ktery UKIP
dotoval, ktery dokonce ani nechce prevzit zodpovédnost. A vysledek bude takovy, ze
misto toho, aby kontrolu prevzal lid, se dostane po brexitu do rukou bohatym. Tvrdé
pravicové konzervativni vedeni se k tomu navrati. V takové situaci bude pro moji zemi
nejpravdépodobnéjsim vysledkem tvrdy a chaoticky proces vystoupeni z EU. Obdvam
se, ze se v Doveru sefadi kamiony, Ze se vztyci hranice nejen mezi Britanif a Irskou re-
publikou, kde byla postupné zrusena, ale i mezi Anglii a Skotskem, protoze si myslim,
Ze Skotsko pravdépodobné odhlasuje odchod ze Spojeného kralovstvi. Pro nékteré je
to mozna skvéla véc, ale znamend konec Britanie jako hospodarské moznosti. A lidé
jako ja se musi kazdy den budit s otazkou, zda je to opravdu redlnd moznost, nebo jen
iluze. To je na tom to nejhorsi a je to presné ten samy problém jako v Americe: Trump
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Scotland, because | think it is likely that Scotland will vote to leave the United Kingdom.
Then — maybe for some people this is a great thing? — but that is the end of Britain as an
economic possibility. And people like me now have to wake up every day and consider
that as a real possibility and not a fantasy. That is the worst thing and it is the same prob-
lem as we have in America: Trump will fail. Trump will not deliver on a single promise on
the American working poor and neither can Brexit. But then, what comes next?

This is the context of the challenge of social democracy to move beyond the situation,
to come up with concrete answers, but also ideological and philosophical answers, that
can inform what Europe does next. | hope the British story will still be the part of what
Europe does next, but even that hangs in the balance. What can we do? The first thing
we need to do is to recognize the source of the problem. It is the failure of the global
economic model that we on the left call neoliberalism. For 15 years it promoted growth,
it produced the elephant graph, which is good for Kenya, not so good for Leigh where
| come from. In Britain, wages stagnated, social mobility slowed down and then the
financial system collapsed and for the last 7 years, we have been running global capital-
ism with central bank money. Mark Carney, the Bank of England governor said, | think
perceptively, last year: “You can do this for long time, you can keep a failing economic
model alive if you can go on printing 12 trillion dollars” worth of money from the central
banks across the world.” You can keep it, in other words, on life support. For years if you
want to. But the problem is you can’t keep an ideology on life support. The human brain
demands logic. People demand answers to: “How does this system work? How come
the state has to prop up the banks? How come the state has to go on printing money
but then, when they print it, the rich people get rich but my wages stagnate? How
come, how does that work? What does it mean for my child, my grandchild? They can’t
afford to live in a single-room apartment, in their own town. How does that work?” So
it shouldn’t be of any surprise to you that large number of people have come to reject
the system for which there is no explanation, there is no coherent logic.

I said in abook I'wrote and published in 2015 called PostCapitalism that we have
a choice to ditch neoliberalism and save globalisation. But since | wrote that, we have
seen Brexit, Trump, the rise of right-wing nationalism and authoritarianism in Hungary
and Turkey and, to a partial extent, in Poland, | would argue. It was brilliant to see Guy
Verhofstadt in the European Parliament, | think just now, who absolutely tongue-lashed,
as we say in English, Viktor Orban, saying to him: “The Eurosceptics are more honest
than you. They say: ‘We don't like Europe, we want to leave.” You say: ‘We don't like
Europe but please give us the European funding.’” It was great to see but it was taking
years for the centrists and the elite politicians to stand up to this and | think we have to
do it because we are one slip, one mistake away from a far-right president in France.
I hope and think it will not happen, but now anything can happen, as you know. So
I don't think globalisation is going to be saved in its current form. | think we have to start
understanding this. Whatever we do in Europe, America has turned towards economic
nationalism. And not just to that, towards great power diplomacy. Putin and Trump are
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selze. Nesplini ani jediny slib tykajici se pracujicich chudych lidi, coz nemdze ani brexit.
Ale co bude dal?

V tomto kontextu je Ukolem socidlni demokracie prekonat tuto situaci, a zodpovédét
jak konkrétni, tak ideologické a filozofické otazky, které objasni, jaké kroky Evropa na-
dale podnikne. A ja doufam, Ze i britsky pribéh toho bude nadale soucasti, ale ito
visi na vlasku. Co lze délat? Prvni véc, kterou je potfeba udélat, je rozpoznat pficinu
problému. Je to selhdni globalniho ekonomického modelu, kterému my, levice, fikdme
neoliberalismus. Za patnact let podporil rdst, pfivedl na svét ,globalizacniho slona”,
ktery je moZna pfiznivy pro Kenu, ale uzZ ne tak pro Leigh, ze kterého pochazim. V Bri-
tanii stagnovaly mzdy, socidlni mobilita se zpomalila. Pak zkolaboval finan¢ni systém
a poslednich 7 let fungujeme na globalnim kapitalismu s penézi centralni banky. Mark
Carney, guvernér britské centralni banky, pronesl minuly rok, dle mého nézoru vnimaveé:
.MUZete to délat dlouho. MUZete udrzovat selhdvajici ekonomicky model pfi Zivoté,
pokud jste schopni nadale tisknout 12 biliont dolart ze vSech centrélnich bank po své-
té.” MUzete ho, jinymi slovy, drzet na pfistrojich. | po roky, pokud chcete. Problém je, Ze
ideologii udrzovat uméle pfi Zivoté nelze. Lidsky mozek vyZaduje logiku. Lidé vyZaduiji
odpovédi na otazky jako ,Jak tento systém funguje? Jak to, Ze stdt musi podporovat
banky? Jak to, Ze stat musi nadale tisknout penize, a i kdyZ je vytiskne, bohati jesté vice
zbohatnou, ale myj plat zUstava pofad stejny? Jak je to mozné? Jak to funguje? Co to
znamena pro moje dité, pro moje vnouce? Nemohou si dovolit Zit v jednopokojovém
byté. Ve svém vlastnim mésté. Jak to funguje?” Nemélo by vam byt Zadnym prekva-
penim, Ze velké mnoZstvi lidi odmitlo systém, ktery se neda vysvétlit, ve kterém chybi
soudrzna logika.

V knize s ndzvem PostCapitalism, kterou jsem napsal a vydal v roce 2015, tvrdim, ze
mame na vybér. MzZeme se zbavit se neoliberalismu a zachranit globalizaci. Ale od té
doby, co jsem knihu napsal, pfisel Brexit, Trump, vzestup pravicového nacionalismu a au-
toritarstvi v Madarsku, Turecku a tvrdil bych, Ze i ¢astecné v Polsku. Bylo skvélé vidét
Guye Verhofstadta v Evropském parlamentu, ktery vyborné vycinil Viktoru Orbanovi,
kdyZz mu vytkl: | euroskeptici jsou upfimnéjsi nez vy. Ti fikaji: ,Nemame radi Evropu,
chceme vystoupit.” Vy ale fikate: ,Nemame radi Evropu, ale dejte ndm prosim evropské
dotace.”” Bylo skvélé to vidét, ale centristdm a politickym elitdm trvalo roky se tomu
postavit. A j& si myslim, Ze to je potfeba, protoZe staci jedina chyba, jediné uklouznuti
k tomu, aby méla Francie krajné pravicového prezidenta. J& doufdm a domnivam se, Ze
se to nestane, ale ted, jak vite, se mlze stat cokoli. TakZze nepredpokladdm, Ze globali-
zace ve své soucasné podobé bude zachranéna. Myslim, Ze to musime zacit chapat. At
v Evropé udéldame cokoli, Amerika se obratila smérem k ekonomickému nacionalismu.
A nejen k tomu, ale také k diplomatice velmoci. Putin a Trump radi hraji hru, ve které
vstupuji do hry hospodarské systémy po boku geopolitické diplomacie. , Uvalim na vas
sankce a zase vas jich zbavim. Pokud investujete do mé zemé, ja investuji do vaseho
ropného pramyslu. Dame vam vliv na Stfednim vychodé, vy ho pfijmete.” Je to svét
naprosto odlisny od toho, ktery od své dospélosti pamatujete. Nemyslim si, Ze existuje
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quite happy to play the game in which economic systems come in to play alongside geo-
political diplomacy. “I put sanctions on you, | take sanctions away from you; you invest
in my country, | invest in your oil industry. We give you this sphere of influence in the
Middle East, you take that sphere of influence in the Middle East.” It is a completely dif-
ferent world to the multi-lateral world every one of you has probably lived their adult life
in. | cant see a way of stopping it but | can see a way of Europe surviving it and indeed
becoming one of the places to be on in the world as this happens.

To rethink what social democracy has to be is what | am going to focus on for the latter
part of the speech. | am an independent journalist, | don‘t work for the British Labour
party. | support it, | try to influence its leadership and | support its leadership. | supported
Jeremy Corbyn not because | agree with everything he says: | disagree with quite a lot. But
when | had to choose, inside Labour, he was the only one to say we need to make a break,
a break with free market economics. For the same reason, | admire what Tsipras did in
Greece, what he is doing Greece. | think he has been right to stay in power and try to miti-
gate the impact of the austerity demanded by Europe and | admired what Sanders did in
the USA. If you look at the actions of the people | am talking about — Corbyn, Tsipras and
Sanders — they are painted as radicals. In fact, in my country, the current attack on Corbyn
is that he is a threat to national security. He is being treated by some right-wing politicians
as if he were a political wing of the terrorist group. But actually, all they want is left social
democracy. Everything they actually do falls within very familiar politics to those of us who
are old enough to remember the Keynesian era. So what do we do? We should reverse
austerity. This is easier to do in countries outside the Eurozone where, | would argue, the
German political elite is gaming the Eurozone system to force the periphery to pay the
price for the whole system’s failure. For Labour in Britain, however, reversing austerity has
to be done in a prioritized way. Labour is yet to reveal its full manifesto for this coming
election but | hope they will pop public investment first, leveraging the private sector to
revive these poor left-behind towns. Then, funding the provision of universal services from
taxation and thirdly, restoring the welfare system. It has to be done in a prioritized order.

I think British Labour must be on the point of breaking one of the big taboos of modern
centrist politics because, in order to fund the level of spending commitment it wants to
make to these towns where we have to defeat the right, it is going to have to tax the
wealthy and that has been a taboo since Tony Blair, since Schréder. They are given the
"you-do-what-you-can” within the deal offered at the core of the free market model and
| don't think we can do this any longer. And when we do what | hope we will do, which
is to tax assets, not just the incomes of the rich, it will feel like an assault on the elite.
The newspapers will go crazy against Corbyn when he actually reveals the manifesto.
But I say “good!” to that, because | want people to wake up from the mesmeric dream
that is surrounding them in places like where | come. This mesmerising dream of national
greatness. “We will make the country great again” is the slogan every right-wing politi-
cian will sell to the people oblivious to the fact that if every country becomes great again
then all are effectively equal again. It is just a piece of illiteracy, but to snap people out
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zpUsob, jak tomu zabranit, ale myslim, Ze Evropa preZije a bude mistem, na kterém bu-
dete chtit byt, aZ se to stane.

V druhé &asti mého projevu se zaméfim na prehodnoceni toho, ¢im ma socidlni de-
mokracie byt. Jsem nezdvisly novinar, nepracuji pro Labouristickou stranu. Podporuiji ji,
snazim se ovliviiovat jeji vedeni a stejné tak jeji vedeni podporuji. Nepodpofil jsem Je-
remyho Corbyna kvuli tomu, Ze bych s nim ve vSem souhlasil — naopak s nim v mnoha
vécech nesouhlasim. Ale kdyZ jsem si musel vybrat v ramci strany, byl jediny, kdo Fekl,
Ze je potfeba se rozloucit s ekonomikou volného trhu. Ze stejného ddvodu obdivuiji to,
co Tsipras délal a dé&la v Recku. Myslim, Ze udélal spravng, Ze setrval u moci a snazil se
zmirnit dopad Uspornych opatfeni, a stejné tak obdivuji to, co Sanders udélal ve Spo-
jenych statech. Podivate-li se na ¢iny téch, o kterych zde hovofim — Corbyna, Tsiprase
a Sanderse — jsou liceni jako radikdlové. Ve skute¢nosti se v mé zemi nese soucasny
utok na Corbyna v takovém duchu, Ze je hrozbou pro narodni bezpecnost. Néktefi pra-
vicovi politici s nim jednaiji tak, jako by byl soucasti politického kridla néjaké teroristické
skupiny. Ale v3e, co chtéji, co ve skutecnosti pozaduji, je levicova socidlni demokracie.
V3e, co skutecné délaji, spada do politiky velmi dobfe zndmé tém z nas, ktefi jsou dost
stafi na to, aby pamatovali keynesidnskou éru. Co méme délat? Méli bychom zménit
Usporna opatreni. To je jednodussi v zemich mimo eurozénu, kde némecka politicka
elita ovliviiuje systém eurozony tak, aby donutila periferni zemé zaplatit za selhani
celého systému. Co se tyCe Labouristické stany v Britanii, Usporna opatfeni je tfeba
zmeénit prioritné. Labouristicka strana teprve odhali svdj Gplny manifest pro nadcha-
zejici volby, ale doufam, Ze nejdfive navysi verejné investice a vyuzije soukromy sektor
tak, aby se oZivila chudad a opomijend mésta. Poté budou Fesit financovani obecnych
sluzeb z dani a za nasledné obnoveni systému socidlniho zabezpeceni. Ve musi byt
udélano prioritné.

Myslim, Ze britskd Labouristickd strana musi prolomit jedno z nejvétSich tabu moderni
stfedové politiky, aby byla schopna financovat Uroveri zavazku k méstlm, kde musi-
me porazit pravici. Bude muset zdanit bohaté, coz bylo tabu od doby Tonyho Blaira
a Schrédra.  Pohybuji se v mantinelech v rdmci dohody o modelu volného trhu, ale
myslim si, Ze vtom nem(zeme naddle pokracovat. A az udéldame to, v co doufam, coz
je zdanéni nejen pfijmu, ale i majetku bohatych, bude to vypadat jako Utok na elitu.
Noviny zesili a ptjdou proti Corbynovi, az se ukdze, Ze manifest slibuje to, v co dou-
fam. Ale myslim, Ze je to tak dobfe, protoZe chci, aby se lidé v takovych mistech, jako
je to, ze kterého pochazim, probudili ze snu, ktery je obklopuje. Toho fascinujiciho snu
o narodnim velikasstvi. ,, Udéldme nasi zemi opét velkou!” je slogan, ktery proda kaz-
dy pravicovy politik tém, ktefi zapominaji na fakt, ze pokud se kazda zemé stane opét
velkou, pak jsou si vsechny vlastné znovu rovny. Je to pouze otdzkou negramotnosti,
ale abychom z nf lidi dostali, potfebujeme néco velkého. A ja doufam, Ze nase strana,
ta Labouristicka, kterda ma pres p@l milionu ¢lend, to mize dokazat. Clenové nasi
strany nyni pfichdzeji z méstského salaritdtu, ze vzdélané a mladé populace. A jsou
to také ti, ktefi prezili, jejichz principy a filozofie osvojené v keneysidnské ére prezily
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of it, we need something big; and | hope our party, Labour, which has over half a mil-
lion members, can do that. Our members are now drawn from the urban salariat, the
educated and the network young. And from those who survived, whose principles and
philosophies learnt in Keynesian era survived the defeats and reversals of the 1980s. That
is who we are in Labour. We can’t give an inch, not one inch to xenophobia, not one inch
to hostility to migrants, to Muslims, not one inch to anti-gay politics, not one inch to anti-
feminism. So, there is a lot our political class now has to change. They were trained to be
nice to people, they were trained to try and split the difference, to try to find the middle
way. And for about two years now, Labour and liberal politicians have had to sit on panels
where the audience was shouting at them: “Get rid of the migrants.” No, we can't give
an inch to that but what we can do is to arrive like the spaceship in Close Encounters
of the Third Kind in these places with a basket full of money. We have to do it, we have
to find it and say: “Okay, here is a new library to replace the others that were closed on
the austerity. Here are more hospital beds to replace the ones that have been removed
by austerity. Here is a new school. Here is a railway. Here is the infrastructure and the
housing you desperately need.” At that point, we are going to have to ask them a really
obvious question: “Do you want this or do you want Brexit? Do you want this or do you
want racism and xenophobia?” Because you can't eat racism. It does not put food on the
table; the old imperialist system it did. You know why workers from Britain, Germany and
America were complicit in the conquest of third world countries. But in the new system
you can't eat racism. It is of no economic benefit to you whatsoever and therefore we will
offer you a choice. It is in our spirit to offer a radical choice.

I will just finish by saying something about the European Union. Actually, the worst thing
for somebody like me who was a campaigner for remaining in Europe, was to prepare
to see a Norwegian style deal if we couldn’t remain in Europe. The worst thing is — and
you will find it if it happens to you — some of these things become easier to do outside
Europe, that is the worst thing. We have huge steelworks in South Wales, Port Talbot,
which is constantly under threat of closure. It will be a massive significant and symbolic
event, if this place closes, to all the British people. We lose the last vestiges of the heavy
industry. The fault for failing to save it was, | think, combined. The European Commission
never lifted a finger but nor did our government; they have all been happy to see it go.
Who is waiting in the side streets of this town to tell people it is all the foreigners’ fault?
UKIP and the fascists. But saving Port Talbot might be easier when we are outside Europe.
Economically it will be under greater threat, politically it will be easier to save. If you want
to avoid economic nationalism, we have to do what we all used to do in the debate “less
Europe, more Europe”. | think we have to ask ourselves: do we need less globalisation,
more sustainable globalisation, more socially just globalisation? Brexit was only won by
4%, 52 to 48. If | could rerun the last 20 years to avoid it, | would have made the acces-
sion process harder for some East European countries. The mistake around migration was
Blair's mistake. Not only to open the door immediately, when other countries slowed East
European migration down, in order to build our capacity to deal with it, but to tell people
that only 30 thousand will come, as Blair said; there are three million now.
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porazky a zvraty osmdesatych let. Takovi jsme ted v Labouristické strané. NemUzeme
ustoupit ani o pid xenofobii, nepratelstvi vac¢i migrantdm, muslimdm, politice proti
homosexualtim, anti-feminismu. Takze je ted hodné toho, co musi nase politicka tfida
zménit. Byli nauceni, aby byli k lidem mili, aby délali kompromisy a pokusili se najit
stfedni cestu. A zhruba dva roky se musi labouristicti liberalni politici ucastnit verej-
nych diskuzi, kde na né publikum kfi¢i ,,Zbavte se migrantd.”. Ne, tomu nemUdzZeme
ani o trochu ustoupit, ale co udélat mtzeme, je pfijet na takova mista ve stylu vesmir-
né lodi v Blizkych setkanich tfetiho druhu s kosem plnym penéz. Musime to udélat,
najit je a fici: ,Dobre, zde je nova knihovna, kterd nahradi ty, které byly zavieny kvali
Uspornym opatfenim. Zde mate vice nemocni¢nich lazek za ta, ktera byla kvali Uspor-
nym opatfenim odstranéna. Zde je skola. Zde je zelezni¢ni trat. Zde je infrastruktura
a bydleni, které zoufale potfebujete.” A v tuto chvili se jich budeme muset zeptat na
opravdu jasnou otazku: , Chcete toto, nebo Brexit? Chcete toto, nebo rasismus a xe-
nofobii?” ProtoZe rasismu se nenajite. Nepfinese jidlo na stdl jako stary imperialisticky
systém. Vite, pro¢ méli pracovnici z Velké Britanie, Némecka a Ameriky spoluvinu na
dobyti zemi tfetiho svéta. Ale v novém systému se rasismu nenajite. Nebude pro vés
nijak ekonomicky prospésny, a tudiz vdm dame na vybranou. Je v nasem duchu nabi-
zet radikalni volbu.

Ukon¢im svdj projev tim, Ze zminim néco o Evropské unii. To UpIné nejhorsi pro ¢lovéka
jako ja, ktery byl zastdncem setrvani v Evropé, bylo pfipravit se na dohodu v norském
stylu, pokud v Evropé neztstaneme. Nejhorsi je — a zjistite to, pokud se vam to stane —
Ze nékteré z téchto véci bude jednodussi délat mimo Evropu. To je to nejhorsi. V jiznim
Walesu, ve mésté Port Talbot, mame obrovské oceldrny, kterym neustale hrozi zavien.
Pokud se oceldrny zaviou, bude to pro viechny Brity velmi vyznamnym symbolickym
moment. Ztratime posledni stopy téZkého primyslu. Na viné za jeho selhani je, dle mého
nazoru, vice faktord. Evropskd komise nikdy nezvedla ani prst, stejné jako nase vlada.
Vsichni byli Stastni, Ze kon¢i. Kdo ¢ekd v postrannich ulickach tohoto mésta, aby lidem
naseptaval, Ze je to viechno vina cizinc? UKIP a fasisté. Ale zachranit Port Talbot muze
byt jednodussi, kdyz budeme mimo Evropu. Z ekonomického hlediska bude vazné ohro-
Zen, ale z toho politického bude jednodussi jej zachranit. Pokud chcete, aby se zabranilo
ekonomickému nacionalismu, musime délat to, co jsme vsichni kdysi délali v debaté
.Vice Evropy, méné Evropy”. Musime se sami sebe zeptat: Potfebujeme méné globali-
zace, vice udrzitelné globalizace, nebo snad vice sociadlné spravedlivéjsi globalizace? Co
si pamatuji, brexit vyhral o 4 procenta, 52 ku 48 procentdim. Pokud bych mohl vratit
poslednich dvacet let, abych se brexitu vyhnul, zpfisnil bych proces pfijeti pro nékteré
ze zemi Vychodni Evropy. Chybu ohledné migrace udélal Blair. Nejen tim, Ze okamzité
otevrel dvefe v dobé, kdy ostatni zemé zpomalily migraci z vychodni Evropy, abychom se
mohli vybudovat schopnost se s ni vyporadat, ale tim, Ze lidem fekl, Ze pfijde pouze 30
tisic. Dnes jsou to tfi miliony.

Nejen Labouristickd strana, ale viechny progresivni britské strany se vyjadfuji jasné: Uvé-
domte si to, pokud vyhrajeme volby, nabidneme bezpodminecné pravo zUstat vsem tfem
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Labour, and not only Labour, all the progressive parties in Britain are absolutely clear:
be aware of this, we will, if we win the election, offer tomorrow unconditional rights
to stay for all those 3 million people. That is a big thing to offer, it is not nothing, it is
a unilateral offer. The Conservatives will do the opposite, they will only use your citizens,
the citizens of Poland, Lithuania, as a bargaining chip. We will never ever do that. But
we might not win. And, you know, we are struggling against our right-wing xenophobic
mood and not just that, | will finish on this. Here is the real danger and | think you need
to be aware of it in Central and Eastern Europe and also in Germany and France: As
soon as Brexit happened, perfectly centrist, conservative politicians flipped within weeks
to being in favour of it. They didnt know they wanted it and then they realized it was
quite good for them because, it is the classic thing, suddenly all enemies are external.
Anybody who opposes you, as we are opposing the terms of Brexit proposal of Theresa
May, is now a “saboteur”. The right-wing newspaper are calling not just Labour but the
Liberal Democrats and the Scottish nationalists, a left-wing nationalist party, saboteurs.
| hope it does not happen to you, but if it does, | would expect to see some of the cen-
trist, centre-right parties of Europe flip in the same direction that Tories have. If they do
that, then Europe is over. So, it cannot be stressed too greatly: bold action now, bold
action against President Erdogan, bold action against Viktor Orban, bold action against
everybody who breaks the rules, which Verhofstadt did in European Parliament is good.
It will help us, it will help you.

GLOBALIZATION AND EUROPEAN COHESION
Proceedings from Prague Social Europe Conference 2017



miliondm. To je velkd nabidka. Nenf to nic, ale jednostranna nabidka. Konzervativci udé-
laji pfesny opak. Pouze vyuZiji obcany Polska a Litvy jako vyjednavaci prostfedek. To my
nikdy neudélame. Ale je mozné, Ze nevyhrajeme. A jak vite, bojujeme u nds nejen proti
pravicové xenofobni naladé. Tim skonc¢im. Existuje vazné nebezpeci, a myslim, Ze si ho
musite byt védomi ve stfedni a vychodni Evropé, stejné jako v Némecku a ve Francii:
Jakmile Britanie vystoupl, stfedovi, konzervativni politici se k ni budou chtit pfidat. Nevé-
déli, co chtéji, a pak si uvédomili, Ze je to pro né celkem vyhodné, protoze, klasicky, jsou
najednou vsichni nepratelé vnéjsi. A kdokoli tomu oponuje tak, jako jsme my oponovali
navrhu na odchod z EU, pfedloZzenému Theresou May, je nazyvan ,sabotérem”. Pravi-
cové noviny tak fikaji nejeden Labouristlim, ale i Liberalnim demokratiim a Skotskym
nacionalistam, levicové nacionalistické strané. Kdyby se to tak stalo, a ja doufam, Ze se
vam to nestane, ocekdval bych, Ze nékteré stfedové, stfedové pravicové evropské strany
se posunou stejnym smérem jako Toryové. Pokud tak ucini, Evropa skoncila. Nemohu
to tedy vice zdUraznit: je potfeba vyrazné zakrocit proti prezidentu Erdoganovi, proti
Viktoru Orbénovi, proti kazdému, kdo porusi pravidla tak, jako zakrocil Verhofstadt v Ev-
ropském parlamentu. PomUze to ndm, stejné jako vam.

GLOBALIZACE A EVROPSKA SOUDRZNOST
Sbornik z konference Prague Social Europe Conference 2017

29



3

It is always a pleasure for me to come to Prague and especially when the discussion
is about social questions. It reminds me of the fact that whenever in recent years we
started to measure poverty and social exclusion across the EU member states, the Czech
Republic always came up in very good position, normally having the lowest level of pov-
erty and social exclusion in the European Union, which clearly goes against the stereo-
type which suggests that you need to reach a very high level of average income before
you can sort out social problems in your country. | think the Czech case shows that also
on a medium level income, if we use a European comparison, it is possible to maintain
a system which delivers low levels of poverty and high degree of social cohesion. | would
not like to attribute any credit of this to the European Union because this is made in the
Czech Republic, made by the Czech Republic, Czech people and Czech government.
And [ think this is also the case in many other countries of the European Union that
people believe that the creation, the funding, the reforms of their social systems should
be primarily national.

However, there is an expectation towards the European Union and this expectation
has two sides. One side is that at a minimum level the European Union should not be
a threat to the functioning of the national welfare systems. But the second expectation
is that, if possible, the European Union should be helpful to strengthen, and to further
develop the national welfare systems. Now if we consider this a kind of test for the
European Union, whether the EU has been helpful by, first of all, not threatening but, if
possible, supporting the national welfare systems, then we have to analyse the recent
experience in the very critical light.

I would like to highlight that there have been in recent decades a number of policies
which for the short term but especially for the long term outlined what the EU can do to-
gether in order to improve economic and social outcomes in the EU Member States. The
first such long-term strategy was adopted before our countries became EU members. In
around 2000, EU moved towards what was called then the Lisbon strategy, a 10-year
programme to reconcile the objectives of economic competitiveness on the one hand,
but also high level of social cohesion and social protection on the other side. And when
this programme expired in 2010, the EU adopted the so-called Europe 2020 strategy,

GLOBALIZATION AND EUROPEAN COHESION
Proceedings from Prague Social Europe Conference 2017



Je mi vzdy velkym potéSenim zavitat do Prahy, a to predevsim, kdyz se diskuse
tyka socialnich otdzek. Pfipomina mi to, Ze kdykoliv jsme v poslednich letech za-
¢ali méfit chudobu a socidlni vylouceni napfi¢ staty EU, Ceska republika skoncila
v Evropské unii, coz je v jasném rozporu se stereotypem, Ze teprve s dosazenim
velmi vysokého prlimérného piijmu lze Fesit problémy statu. Myslim, ze Ceska
republika je pfikladem toho, Ze i s prijmem, ktery je v evropském méfitku prameér-
ny, Ize udrzovat systém zajistujici nizkou droveri chudoby a vysokou miru socialni
soudrznosti. Nerad bych zde prisuzoval jakékoli zasluhy Evropské unii, protoze to
v3e je dilem Ceské republiky, ¢eského lidu a ¢eské vlady. A dle mého minéni plati
také v mnoha dalsich zemich Evropské unie, Ze lidé véfi, Ze vytvareni, financovani
a reformy sociélnich systémt by mély byt predevsim vnitrostatni. K Evropské unii
vsak sméfuje ocekdvani, které zahrnuje dva odlisené aspekty: na jednu stranu by
Evropska unie neméla v zakladu ohrozovat chod statnich systému socialniho za-
bezpeceni. Na druhou stranu se vsak predpoklada, Ze by méla napomahat k jejich
posileni a dalSimu rozvoji. Vezmeme-li ted v Uvahu takovy druh testu Evropské
unie ohledné toho, zda byla ndpomocnd predevsim v podpore narodnich socidl-
nich systémd, aniz by je ohroZovala, musime pak analyzovat neddvné zkuSenosti
ve velmi kritickém svétle.

Rad bych zdlraznil, Ze se v poslednich desetiletich objevilo mnoZzstvi politik, které
nastinily, co mze EU udélat pro zlep3eni vysledkt v ekonomické sféfe ¢lenskych
statl jak v kratkodobém, tak predevsim dlouhodobém horizontu. Prvni takova
dlouhodoba strategie byla pfijata jesté pred tim, nez se naSe zemé staly Cleny Ev-
ropské unie. Kolem roku 2000 se EU presunula k tak zvané Lisabonské strategii,
coz byl desetilety plan se zdmérem sladit cile hospodarské konkurenceschopnosti
na strané jedné, ale rovnéz vysokou Uroveri socidlniho zabezpeceni a socidlni sou-
drznosti na strané druhé. A kdyZ tento program v roce 2010 vyprsel, EU pfijala
strategii zvanou Evropa 2020, coz bylo presné v dobé, kdy jsme zacali mérit chu-
dobu a socidlnf vylouceni v ¢lenskych statech a kdy jsme rovnéz vyvinuli novy typ
ukazatele. Je to velice sloZité, takze ukazatel nebudu nyni vysvétlovat, nicméné
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and that was exactly the time when we started to measure poverty and social exclusion
across the member states and also developed a new type of indicator. It is very compli-
cated so | am not going to explain the indicator right now, but a new type of indicator
was introduced because the EU, for the first time actually, set a target for member states
to lift at least 20 million people out of poverty or social exclusion in a ten-year horizon.
And in this area, it was always clearly identified, also to give credit to these long-term
ambitions, that the EU does have instruments. The EU is not toothless regarding fight
against unemployment or poverty or social exclusion in its member states.

The EU can be supportive in three areas: first, legislation, a certain body of legislation
which has accumulated in the last 25 years, especially concentrating in the workplace,
in order to have decent working conditions, but also reaching slightly wider if you look
at the effect of this legislation. The EU also has some quite significant budgetary instru-
ments, if you just look at the European Social Fund, it is currently about 80 billion euros
for a seven-year period, which is not a small sum; it is quite a significant amount for
a European budget. But for example, the entire poverty mandate was also linked to
some other funds: the Regional Development Fund can also support, for example, hous-
ing, which can also help fulfilling social mandate within the member states. And there
is a third area concerning legislation and money, which we call policy coordination. The
Europe 2020 strategy was clearly an example of this: You set a common ambition, you
define common goals and you launch a variety of activities; common analysis and pro-
viding recommendations in general terms but also in a country-specific way in order to
strengthen performance and social cohesion within the member states.

Now, we have all these instruments at the EU level trying to help the member states.
Nevertheless, we have a problem. Despite all these strategies, all these shared objectives,
all these common instruments, we do have a problem. If | want to describe in a nutshell
what is the problem, | would say that the European Union can be characterized by
a double imbalance and slightly simplistically, we can call this double imbalance a com-
bination of the East-West and the North-South problem.

The East-West is largely an issue of the single market. The European Union essentially is
a single market and for the single market to function well you need a certain degree of
homogeneity. But the EU in terms of productivity and income levels is not a homogene-
ous system, we do not have the Iron Curtain anymore between the East and the West
but there is a productivity gap and, as a result of that, there is a wage gap. And because
of this big income gap, capital tends to flow from West to East and labour tends to move
from East towards West. This opposite movement clearly appears as a source of a major
tension also in the area of social policy coordination and social security coordination
when it comes to the right of mobile workers in the EU single market.

What can the EU do to address this imbalance which is largely linked to the functioning
of the single market? Two of these instruments which | have mentioned come to play,
one of them is legislation to ensure that controversies are minimized when it comes
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byl zaveden novy druh ukazatele, jelikoZ Evropska unie vlastné poprvé dala za
cil ¢lenskym statdm vyvést z chudoby a socidlniho vylouceni 20 miliond lidi v ho-
rizontu deseti let. A v této oblasti bylo vZzdy jasné urceno, abych vyjadfil uznani
takovymto dlouhodobym ambicim, Ze EU ma nastroje, Ze EU neni bezzuba v boji
proti nezaméstnanosti, chudobé& nebo socidlnimu vylouceni v jejich ¢lenskych
statech.

EU je schopna podpory ve tfech oblastech: zaprvé, co se tyce legislativy, za po-
slednich 25 let se nashromazdil urcity soubor pravnich predpisl soustfedicich se
predevsim na pracovisté s cilem zajistit slusné pracovni podminky, ale pokud se
podivate na dopad téchto predpist, pUsobily jesté v trochu SirSim méritku. EU
rovnéz disponuje pomérné znacnymi rozpoctovymi nastroji. Jen v Evropském so-
cidlnim fondu je momentalné 80 miliard eur na obdobi sedmi let, coZ neni mala
Castka - pro evropsky rozpocet je to pomérné znac¢ny obnos. Ale napfiklad cely
mandat pro boj s chudobou se poji k nékolika dalsim fonddm — Evropsky fond pro
regionalni rozvoj maze zajistit podporu napftiklad v bydleni, coz miZe také napo-
mahat pfi plnéni socidlniho mandatu v ramci ¢lenskych statd. A dostavame se ke
treti oblasti tykajici se legislativy a penéz, které se fika koordinace politiky. Evropa
2020 toho byla jasnym prikladem. Stanovi se spole¢na ambice, ur¢i se spole¢né
cile a spusti se celd skala aktivit, jako spole¢na analyza a poskytnuti jak obecnych
doporuceni, tak i doporuceni specifickych pro jednotlivé zemé, tak, aby byl posilen
vykon a socialni soudrznost v rdmci ¢lenskych statd.

Nyni mame pred sebou mnozZstvi nastrojd na Urovni EU, které se snazi pomoci
¢lenskym statdm. Nicméné, mame problém. Navzdory viem témto strategiim,
vsem témto spolec¢nym cilim a veskerym spole¢nym ndstrojim, ano, mame pro-
blém. Kdybych jej chtél popsat v kostce, fekl bych, Ze Evropskou unii lze cha-
rakterizovat dvojitou nerovnovahou, kterou mizeme zjednodusené oznacit jako
kombinaci problém, kde na jedné strané stoji vychod proti zdpadu, a na druhé
sever proti jihu. Problém vychodu a zdpadu je z velké ¢asti otdzkou jednotného
trhu. Evropskd unie je v podstaté jednotny trh, a aby jednotny trh fungoval, je
potfeba urcity stupen stejnorodosti. Ale co se produktivity a Grovné prijmU tyce,
Evropska unie neni homogennim systémem. UZ nemdme Zeleznou oponu mezi
vychodem a zdpadem, ale i tak existuje rozdil v produktivité, jehoz dasledkem je
rozdil ve mzdach. A kvuli takové pfijmové propasti sméfuje tok kapitdlu ze za-
padu na vychod, zatimco pracovni sila se pfesouva z vychodu na zapad. Je zcela
zfejmé, Ze takovy opacny pohyb je zdrojem velkého napéti i v oblasti koordinace
socidlni politiky a koordinace socidlniho zabezpeceni, pokud jde o pravo mobil-
nich pracovnik® na jednotném trhu EU.

Co mUZe Evropska unie podniknout, aby fesila tuto nerovnovahu, ktera je do znac-
né miry spojena s chodem jednotného trhu? Do hry vstupuji dva z nastrojd, které
jsem zminil. Prvni z nich je legislativa, kterd ma zajistit minimalizaci spor0, pokud
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to the mobile workers and the condition of employment and their access to welfare
benefits in the countries of destination. There have to be clear rules and in the recent
years, we have been working on updating these rules, but as more and more people are
involved in labour mobility, of course it is more and more important that these rules are
considered fair and countries of origin as well as countries of destination believe that
these rules are fair. This is not a small controversy, this is quite a big one. Especially if you
have in mind the case of the so-called posted workers. But legislative instruments like
a directive on the posted workers, together with potential and future directives in this
area are not the only issue. We also need to use the budgetary instruments to address
the imbalance on the single market and, primarily, this is an issue of the cohesion policy.
The cohesion policy is there to help the less developed lower income regions to catch up
faster. | think these resources are very significant. It is not only the 80 billion of the social
fund but over 300 billion in the seven-year period in various funds: cohesion, regional,
social, for this purpose.

In the beginning, | said something very positive about the Czech Republic, now | have
to say something very negative about the Czech Republic, if you don’t mind. In 2012,
unfortunately, with my colleague Johannes Hahn, we had to come to Prague to suspend
everything in the area of cohesion financing because of the lack of confidence, to be
politically correct. There was an absolute lack of confidence that the system would work
in this country and, until it was sorted out, the flow of money was not allowed to restart.
You need to have some kind of assurance that these funds are serving a purpose, which
is jointly defined and it is all about convergence, developing infrastructure, developing
human capital and ensuring that the economic performance will catch up with the more
developed parts of the country. Now, | am told that the Czech Republic is not problem-
free today and there is still high-level abuse, a conflict of interest at the ministry level
which | think is a disgrace. It should not happen but it is happening, unfortunately not
only here, unfortunately | can also mention my own country where the EU funds are not
used in a way they should be and there is high-level abuse. My country also gives a lot of
work to OLAF which is the agency of the European Union to go after not just mistakes
but various forms of suspected fraud in connection with the EU funds. This is the time to
take this issue very seriously because | believe that if these countries, the Czech Republic
at the ministry level, Hungary at maybe even a higher level, will give these examples of
abuse and conflict of interest, then the community will not look at these policies very
favourably in the future. And you want cohesion with financial instruments to continue
and help convergence and maintain the integrity of a single market in the European
Union. These problems have to be sorted out locally. It is not the EU to sort it out but it is
for the people in the country to say that this is not the way to manage resources which
come from the European Union.

Let me also mention a smaller fund which plays an important role when it comes to co-
hesion, one of my favourite, the small and beautiful, as we say sometimes, the Globali-
sation Adjustment Fund. At this conference, there was a lot of talk about globalisation
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jde o mobilni pracovniky, jejich pracovni podminky a pfistup k socidlnim davkam
v cilovych zemich. Musi se stanovit jasna pravidla. V poslednich letech jsme praco-
vali na jejich aktualizaci, ale vzhledem k tomu, Ze se stale vice lidi podili na pracovni
mobilité, je samoziejmé stdle dlleZitéjsi, aby byla tato pravidla povaZovana za spra-
vedliva a aby jak zemé plvodu, tak cilové zemé v jejich spravedlivost véfily. Nejedna
se tedy o maly, ale o celkem zasadni spor. Pfedeviim pokud vezmeme v Uvahu pfi-
pad takzvanych vyslanych pracovnikl. Legislativni nastroje jako smérnice o vysla-
nych pracovnicich, stejné jako potencialni a budouci smérnice v této oblasti, viak
nejsou jedinym problémem. Musime také pouzit rozpoctové nastroje k reseni ne-
rovnovahy na jednotném trhu, a to je v prvni fadé zéleZitosti politiky soudrznosti.
Politika soudrZnosti je zde pro to, aby pomohla méné rozvinutym regiontim s niz-
sim pfijmem rychleji dohnat ty vice rozvinuté. Myslim, Ze tyto prostfedky jsou velmi
dllezité. Nejedna se zde pouze o 80 miliard ze socidlniho fondu, ale o vice nez 300
miliard v sedmiletém obdobi v raznych fondech pro tento Ucel, napfiklad ve Fondu
soudrznosti, Fondu pro regiondini rozvoj a socialnim fondu.

Na zacatku jsem Fekl o Ceské republice néco velmi pozitivniho, ale ted, pokud
dovolite, musim zminit i néco velmi negativniho. V roce 2012 jsme bohuzZel mu-
seli s mym kolegou Johannesem Hahnem pfijet do Prahy a pozastavit veskeré fi-
nancovani v oblasti soudrznosti z ddvodu nedostatku ddvéry, abych byl politicky
korektni. Byl zde absolutni nedostatek divéry, Ze systém bude v Cesku fungovat
a tok penéz byl pozastaven az do chvile, nez se vyresi. Je nutné mit jistotu, Ze tyto
prostfedky slouzi svému Ucelu, coz je spole¢né definovano. Jde zde o konvergenci,
rozvoj infrastruktury, rozvoj lidského kapitdlu a zajisténi toho, aby hospodarska vy-
konnost dostihla rozvinutgjsi ¢asti zemé. Nyni mi bylo Fe¢eno, e Ceska republika
neni bezproblémova, Ze nadale existuje zneuzivani na vysoké Urovni a stfet zajm(
na drovni ministerstev, coZ povazuji za ostudné. Nemélo by se to stat, ale déje se
to bohuzel nejen zde. Mohu bohuZel zminit i svou vlastni zemi, kde nejsou fondy
EU pouzivany spravnym zpdsobem a kde rovnéZz dochazi k zneuZivani na vysoké
drovni. | ma zemé dava dost prace Ufadu OLAF, cozZ je orgdn Evropské unie, ktery
sleduje nejen chyby, ale i rzné formy podezieni z podvodu v souvislosti s fondy
EU. Je nacase brat tuto zaleZitost velmi vazné, protoze se domnivéam, Ze pokud
tyto zemé - Ceska republika na drovni ministerstev, Madarsko mozna dokonce na
Urovni vys3i - budou nadale davat pfiklad zneuzivani a konfliktu zdjmad, nebude pak
komunita v budoucnu nahlizet na takové politiky pfilis pfiznivé. A vy chcete, aby
soudrznost s finan¢nimi nastroji pokracovala a pomohla konvergenci a zachovani
integrity jednotného trhu v Evropské unii. Tyto problémy je tfeba fesit lokalné. EU
zde neni od toho, aby je vyfesila, ale aby lidem v dané zemi fekla, Ze takto se se
zdroji pochazejicimi z Evropské unie nenaklada.

Nyni mi dovolte uvést jeden mensi fond, ktery hraje dulezitou roli v oblasti sou-
drznosti. Jeden z mych oblibenych — maly a krasny, jak mu obcas fikdme — Ev-
ropsky fond pro pfizpUsobeni se globalizaci. Na této konferenci se o globalizaci
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and in fact, at the time when a lot of people are just very positive, maybe even having
illusions about economic globalisation, the EU actually developed one small instrument
in order to handle negative social consequences of globalisation, the EGF — European
Globalisation Adjustment Fund. In case of large-scale redundancies, when more than
five hundred, sometimes one thousand, or even two thousand people are dismissed at
once from major multi-national company, this is the financial instrument that you can
call and then, after a few months’ procedure, the appropriate sums are disbursed to
support training of the workers and provide some kind of personalized support to those
affected by the difficult situation.

| wanted to mention the EGF for the following reason. There are very few countries
that have not used the EGF since its existence, and the United Kingdom is one of those,
despite the fact that the UK also have many cases when this could have been used,
when companies relocated and there were large-scale dismissals, but the government
in Westminster was in the conviction that they do not want to see the social dimension
of the European Union, for them it is just a marketplace and they do not want to call an
instrument like this. The consequence of this was that in the Midlands and the north of
England, a lot of people found themselves in a difficult situation in the time of economic
transformation and hardship. They believe that nobody helped them, neither London
nor Brussels can help them. Why could London block this? Because there is the rule that
it is the national government that needs to apply for such an EU instrument. In my view,
these instruments need to be reformed in order to ensure that maybe not the citizens
but perhaps regions, somebody who is not necessarily the national government and
in the difficult situation, can also apply for an EU financial support if there is a reason.
I think that would help connecting the European Union with the citizens' actual situation
and their expectation about the EU and the dimension of the solidarity.

This is one type of imbalance, the single market and the cohesion instruments that
should serve stability and convergence in the EU. There is the dimension of the imbal-
ance which we call with some simplicity the North-South, this is linked to the monetary
union. It is not that much a case of a single market. The fact that in the monetary union,
when you have economic cycles, a period of downturn, the members which are affected
by fiscal problems and problems in competitiveness cannot restore their economic per-
formance by devaluing a currency. The monetary union by definition means that you do
not have national currencies. You cannot use currency devaluation, but in the current
form of the monetary union, which was invented at the time of Maastricht treaty, there
is absolutely nothing that would compensate member states for not having a national
currency and for not having an opportunity to devalue.

This is of course a very complex monetary issue but | would say that some kind of fiscal
capacity, some elements of fiscal union are by definition necessary if we want to make
this monetary union sustainable, otherwise the divergence between the North and the
South will just be reproduced every time there is a crisis. In a recent crisis, we saw that,
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velmi hovotilo. A ve skute¢nosti, v dobé&, kdy je mnoho lidi ohledné ekonomické
globalizace pozitivnich, nebo o ni maji dokonce iluze, EU vyvinula jeden maly
nastroj, ktery ma resit jeji negativni socidlni dasledky: EGF - Evropsky fond pro
pfizpUsobeni se globalizaci. V pfipadé rozsahlého propousténi, kdy je vice nez pét
set, nékdy tisic, nékdy dokonce dva tisice lidi najednou propusténo z vyznamné
nadndrodni spole¢nosti, je EGF finan¢nim néastrojem, jehoZ prostfednictvim jsou
na zadost vyplaceny po nékolikamési¢nim procesu pfislusné ¢astky na podporu
Skoleni pracovnikl, a které poskytuji urcitou osobni podporu tém, jeZ postih-
la takova obtizna situace. Chtél jsem zminit EGF z nasledujiciho dlvodu: Je jen
opravdu malo zemi, které EGF za dobu jeho existence nevyuzily. Jednou z nich je
i Spojené kralovstvi, i pfes to, Ze fond tam mohl byt vyuzit v mnoha pfipadech,
kdy dochdzelo k presidlenim spolec¢nosti, kterd zapficinila rozsahlad propousténi,
ale vldda ve Westminsteru byla pfesvédcena o tom, Ze nechtéji vidét socidlni di-
menzi Evropské unie. Pro né je pouze trzistém a takovy nastroj nechtéji vyuzivat.
Néasledkem toho se v Midlands a na severu Anglie mnoho lidi ocitlo v obtizné
situaci v dobé hospodarské transformace a stradani. Mysli, Ze jim nikdo nepo-
mohl. Ze jim nem@Ze pomoci ani Londyn, ani Brusel. Pro¢ tomu mohl Londyn
branit? ProtoZe existuje pravidlo, Ze o takovy nastroj Evropské unie musi Zadat
narodni vlidda. Dle mého nazoru je potfeba takové nastroje reformovat, aby se
zajistilo, Ze moznd ne obcané, ale snad regiony, nékdo, kdo nutné neni narod-
ni vldda a nachazi se v obtizné situaci, se mohl uchazet o financ¢ni podporu EU,
pokud ji z néjakého ddvodu potfebuje. Domnivam se, Ze by to pomohlo propojit
Evropskou unii a skute¢nou situaci obc¢ant spolecné s tim, co od Evropské unie
ocekdvaji a s rozmérem solidarity.

To je jeden druh nerovnovahy, jednotny trh a ndstroje soudrznosti, které by mély
napomahat ke stabilité a konvergenci v Evropské unii. Ten druhy rozmér, kterému
zjednodusené rikame sever-jih, se spise nez k jednotnému trhu vaze k ménové unii.
Skutecnost, Ze kdyZ v ménové unii nastane v hospodarském cyklu obdobi poklesu,
jeji ¢lenové postizeni fiskalnimi problémy a problémy konkurenceschopnosti nemo-
hou obnovit svoji hospodarskou vykonnost devalvovanim mény. Ménova unie ve
své podstaté znamena, Ze neexistuji narodni mény. Nelze vyuZit devalvace mény,
ale v soucCasné podobé ménové unie, ktera byla vytvofena v dobé Maastrichtské
smlouvy, neexistuje absolutné nic, co by ¢lenskym statdm nahradilo to, Ze nemaji
vlastni ménu a pfilezitost devalvovat. To je samoziejmé velmi slozitd ménova otaz-
ka, ale fekl bych, Ze néjaky druh fiskaIni kapacity, nékteré prvky fiskalni unie jsou
ze své podstaty nezbytné, pokud chceme, aby byla ménova unie udrzitelna, jinak
se propast mezi severem a jihem znovu rozevre, kdykoliv pfijde krize. BEhem ne-
davné krize se ukazalo, Ze se jizni staty, nebo obecné zemé periferie ménové unie,
ekonomicky zotavily mnohem pomaleji. Italie se dosud vibec nezotavila a socialni
disledky v podobé vysoké nezaméstnanosti, vzestupu chudoby a nerovnosti pfijmu
také na onu propast poukazuji. Némecko a nékteré dalsi z hlavnich zemi ani rast
nezaméstnanosti nezazily. TéZily z podhodnoceného eura, a tak nadale ve velkém
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economically, the Southern countries, or in general terms the peripheral countries of the
monetary union, recovered much slower, Italy still not recovered at all, and the social
consequences in terms of high unemployment and the rise of poverty and income in-
equality are also demonstrating this divergent part. Germany and some of the countries
of the core did not even experience the rise of unemployment. They benefited from an
undervalued Euro. They continue a very robust export performance but that is not the
case for the countries of the periphery, and high unemployment is the result. So, this so-
cial outcome which is high unemployment, rising poverty, rising income inequality is not
simply a matter of the national welfare system, or the capacity of the national welfare
model. It is also strongly linked to the actual model of the monetary system and that is
why the expected reform of the EMU is to take care of this issue somehow.

There is not only one solution of course, you can have various instruments and there are
various ideas competing in terms of what is the best form of fiscal capacity. Since 2012
there has been a series of documents, Four Presidents’ Report, Five Presidents’ Report
(maybe next year Six Presidents’ Report), being produced about how to reform the EMU
but from the very start in 2012, in the Commission blueprint on the deep and genuine
EMU, we included the possibility of automatic stabilisers, for example unemployment
insurance. It can be a re-insurance so you do not necessarily need to create a Eurozone
unemployment fund. You can simply say that in the good times there be accumulated
money and in the bad times, when some country experiences a sudden jump of unem-
ployment, then this country receives some additional funding in order to ensure that the
fiscal adjustment does not lead to a significant downgrading of the social model which
would have repercussions for other countries. If demand falls as a result of adjustment,
the core countries can export less, but also if poverty rises in peripheral countries, the
core will receive, thanks to freedom of movement, large numbers of poor people which
they surely do not want to see. So this needs to be addressed somehow.

In my view, an unemployment insurance or re-insurance system could perform three
types of stabilisation: economic stabilisation because it puts demand to the periphery
and helps the recovery faster then it has been happening in the recent crisis; it helps so-
cial stabilisation because it would limit the rise of unemployment as well as poverty; and
it would also help what | call institutional stabilisation which means that the commission
have to ground a longer period to fulfil the deficit reduction criteria to countries, given
the social situation in the given country. If you had a fair amount predefined, a rule-
based support on the temporary basis, | think the implementation and the enforcement
of the fiscal rules would also be easier across the Eurozone.

Altogether, | think we have to look at both aspects, the single market and the monetary
union. When we need to redefine the role of the European Union in employment and
social policy, the crisis years of the last period provide a huge amount of evidence that
this situation at the EU level is far from being the best, there are many shortcoming
as | described in the area of single market. We already have some instruments which
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vyvazeji. To se vsak nedéje v zemich periferie, kde je vysledkem naopak vysoka
nezaméstnanost. TakZe takové socialni vysledky, jako je vysoka nezaméstnanost,
stoupajici chudoba nebo zvy3ujici se nerovnost pfijmd rozhodné nejsou jednoduse
zalezitosti narodnich systémU socidlniho zabezpeceni a schopnosti modelu social-
ni péce. Toto se rovnéz silné vaze k vlastnimu modelu ménového systému, a pra-
vé proto se ma ocekdvana reforma Evropské ménové unie o tento problém néjak
postarat.

Samozfejmé, neexistuje pouze jedno fesSeni. Lze vyuZzit rdznych nastrojd a rovnéz
zde mezi sebou soutézi mnozstvi protichddnych myslenek v souvislosti s tim, jaka
je nejlepsi forma fiskalni kapacity. Od roku 2012 byla sepsdna fada dokumentd —
Zprdva Ctyr predsedU, Zprava péti predsedl (a mozna pfisti rok Zprava Sesti pred-
sedd) — o tom, jak EMU reformovat. Ale jiz od samého zac¢atku v roce 2012 jsme
v Komisnim navrhu pro Uplnou a skute¢nou Ménovou unii jsme zahrnuli moznost
automatickych stabilizétord, napfiklad pojisténi pro pfipad nezaméstnanosti. Mo-
hou fungovat jako forma zajisténi, aby se nutné nemusel vytvaret fond pro neza-
méstnané. Lze jednoduse fici, Ze se v dobrych ¢asech dojde k nahromadéni penéz
a v téch Spatnych, kdy nékterd zemé zazije nahly vzestup nezaméstnanosti, pak
tato zemé obdrzi dodatec¢né finan¢ni prostredky, aby se zajistilo, Ze fiskalni korekce
nepovede k vyznamnému znevazovani socidlniho modelu, které by mélo dopad na
jiné zemé. Pokud v dtsledku klesne poptdvka, znamend to pro hlavni staty nizsi
export. Ale pokud také vzroste chudoba v zemich periferie, zemé jadra pfijmou
kvlli svobodé pohybu velké mnoZstvi chudych, coz jisté necht&ji. TakZe je potreba
se tomu to problému néjak postavit.

Pojisténi pro pripad nezaméstnanosti nebo systém zajisténi by dle mého nazoru
mohl zajistit tfi druhy stabilizace: zaprvé ekonomickou, protoze by zajistil poptavku
periferii a pomohl by zotaveni rychlejSimu nez v nedavné krizi. Rovnéz by zajistil
pomoc socidlni stabilizaci, protoze by omezil rdst nezaméstnanosti a chudoby. Tre-
timu typu stabilizace fikam institu¢ni, coz znamena, Ze komise musi povolit delsi
dobu ke splnéni kritéria snizovani schodku jednotlivych zemi podle socialni situace
v dané zemi. Za predpokladu predem dané slusné ¢astky a docasné podpory zalo-
Zené na pravidlech se domnivdm, Ze by zavadéni a prosazovani fiskalnich pravidel
napfi¢ eurozénou bylo rovnéz jednodussi.

TakZe myslim, Ze je nutné se zabyvat obéma aspekty — jak jednotnym trhem, tak
meénovou unii. AZ bude tfeba znovu definovat roli Evropské unie v otdzce zamést-
nanosti a socialni politiky, posledni krizové roky jsou velkym ddkazem toho, Ze situ-
ace na urovni EU zdaleka neni nejlepsi, a jak jsem popsal, Ze se vyskytuje mnoZstvi
nedostatkd v oblasti jednotného trhu. Disponujeme jiz nastroji, které je potreba
vylepsSit ¢i aktualizovat. V oblasti ménové unie viak nemame vibec nic. A néco
takového je pak samoziejmé potreba vybudovat, ale socidlni rozmér ménové unie
se musi vyvijet pomérné rychle, protoze krize se vrati. Nikdo nemaze zit v iluzi, ze
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need to be improved or updated but in the area of monetary union we have absolutely
nothing. And then of course, this needs to be built somehow, the social dimension of
the monetary union has to be developed quite fast because the crisis will come back.
Nobody can have the illusion that there will be no more economic crisis in the Eurozone
or in the European Union. And, in order to ensure it does not bring us again to the brink,
to the high risk of collapse of the single currency or the EU as such, these reforms have
to be promoted and discussed in fora like this one.

Thank you very much.

GLOBALIZATION AND EUROPEAN COHESION
Proceedings from Prague Social Europe Conference 2017



eurozonu nebo Evropskou unii jiz Zadna krize nepostihne, a aby se zajistilo, Ze nas
krize opét nedostane na pokraj a nevystavi nas vysokému riziku kolapsu jednotné

mény nebo Evropské unie jako takové, je tfeba tyto reformy prosazovat a projed-
navat na férech jako je toto.

Mockrat Vam dékuji.
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This theme is very challenging indeed because connecting globalisation and European
cohesion is at the centre of many other debates happening everywhere in Europe. Well,
let me tell you my interpretation about the theme and make some elaborations on these,
bring you some news about what happened in European politics over the last days
because we had important decisions being launched very recently. When we ask: Is glo-
balisation undermining European cohesion? | think we need to identify two main issues
about social inequalities. One is social inequalities within Member States and another
issue is inequalities between Member States. Well, my interpretation of the session of
today is that you invited me to focus more on the second issue. Nevertheless, my central
idea will show that the two issues, inequalities within Member States and inequalities
between Member States are connected. And in order to cope with them we need to
cope with them together. This is my central idea.

But before that, let me make a more general reference about something which is hap-
pening now, right now, particularly if we consider the debate taking place in France, but
not only. There is now a big battle of ideas and effect of political choices in the progres-
sive thinking. And frankly, | can identify three main schools of thought in the progressive
thinking: I will call it, for the sake of simplification, progressive thinking A, B and C. I am
not using names but you can guess what | am speaking about.

For the political thinking I call A, when we are dealing with globalisation, | would make
a kind of caricature so that you can understand. The main attitude is a certain attitude
of denial. Well globalisation is an inconvenient, let's-protect-us-from-this. Then in the
strand B, the attitude is mainly acritical acceptance. And in the strand C, the attitude is:
globalisation is now central and we need to shape it. So these are completely different
attitudes in the so-called progressive thinking.

Then, the second issue is how we should deal with the markets. Well, for political thinking
A: We need regulations as they are and to protect them as they are, even when reality is
changing. For B: Regulation is not something central. And for C: Yes, we do need to regulate
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Toto téma je velmi ndroc¢né, jelikoZ spojeni globalizace a evropské soudrznosti je stre-
dem mnoha dal3ich debat v3ude v Evropé. Dovolte mi vam predlozit mdj vyklad tohoto
tématu a zaroven jej doplnit a prinést vam zpravy o tom, co se v evropské politice v po-
slednich dnech udalo, jelikoz se jen nedavno rozhodlo o dilezitych vécech. PoloZime-li
si otdzku, zda globalizace podryva evropskou soudrznost, myslim, ze je tfeba urcit dva
hlavni problémy tykajici se socidlni nerovnosti. Jednim jsou socidlni nerovnosti uvnitf
¢lenskych statd a tim druhym jsou nerovnosti mezi ¢lenskymi staty. Domnivam se, ze
jsem byla pozvana, abych se zaméfila spiSe na otdzku druhou. Nicméné, jak ukdze ma
Ustfedni myslenka, nerovnosti uvnitf ¢lenskych statd a ty mezi nimi jsou navzajem pro-
pojené. A abychom je vyfesili, je nutné je fesit spole¢né. Takova je ma Ustredni myslenka.

Ale jesté pfed tim mi dovolte se obecnéji zminit o néem, co se déje pravé ted, zejména
s ohledem debatu, kterad probihd ve Francii, ale nejen tu. Odehrava se velky boj nazorl
a vlivu politickych rozhodnuti v progresivnim mysleni. A Ize pfimo identifikovat tfi hlavni
teorie progresivniho mysleni — pro zjednoduseni je budu nazyvat progresivnim myslenim
A, B a C. Nebudu pouZivat jejich prava jména, ale mdZete hadat, které teorie mam na
mysli.

Pro politické mysleni, které jsem oznacila pismenem A, pokud mame co do ¢inéni s glo-
balizaci, bych nacrtla pro pochopenf karikaturu. Hlavnim je zde urcity postoj odmitnuti.
Globalizace je nevhodnd, ochrarfme se pred ni. Pro stanovisko B je hlavnim postojem
je kritické prijeti a postoj teorie C je takovy, Ze globalizace je nyni ve stfedu zdjmu a je
potreba ji tvarovat. TakZe se jednd o Uplné odlisné pristupy v takzvaném progresivnim
mysleni.

Dalsi otazkou je pak to, jak bychom méli pfistupovat k trhim. Podle politického my3e-
ni A potfebujeme regulace v jejich soucasné podobé a tak je i chranit, i kdyz se realita
méni. Pro mysleni B nenf regulace zasadni. A pfistup C tvrdi: Ano, musime regulovat
trhy, ale je potreba jejich regulaci aktualizovat, abychom se mohli vypofadat s novymi vy-
zvami. To je jasné v souvislosti s nedavnym finan¢nim vyvojem, podivdme-li se na to, co
se stalo v poslednich letech s finan¢nim systémem. Je naprosto jasné, Ze aktualizovana
pravidla jsou potfeba k feseni finan¢niho systému a k zajisténi toho, aby finanéni systém
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the markets but we need to update the regulation of the markets in order to cope with
new challenges. This is clear when we are dealing with the recent financial developments,
when you see what happened with the financial system over the last years. It is absolutely
clear that we need to have updated rules to deal with the financial system and to make sure
that the financial system is working to support growth, jobs, sustainable development. It is
also clear when dealing with the new challenges which are called the digital revolution. The
current phase of digital revolution is changing completely the way markets operate. And
we have three choices: either we try to block this revolution or we accept it as it is or we try
to frame the digital revolution or make the best of its potential, turning these into new op-
portunities, better jobs and better working conditions. Three completely different attitudes.

This difference between the three schools of though is also made clear when we deal
with international trade because for A: Basically, we need to be very careful about trade
agreements and if possible to delay or even to avoid them. For B: Well, trade is great, we
need to have open economy and pursue trade as a main leverage for growth and jobs.
And for C: Of course we need to have an openness to the world and trade can be good
means, but we need to frame it in the right way and we cannot be naive, we need to
fight for our standards and sometimes we also need to have trade defence instruments.
So, these are three completely different attitudes.

The final question where we see the difference between these three schools of thought
is about the role of Europe. Because for school of thought A, there is a certain suspicion
regarding European integration. This one is probably a kind of Trojan horse, mainly re-
garding globalization. For B: Europe is a single market and we use it as a single market.
And for C: the success of European integration is crucial because we need to have
stronger means, stronger political ways to reshape the rules, framing globalization -
whatever the markets, whatever the trade agreements, whatever the revolutions includ-
ing the digital revolution, whatever the climate change, we do need to have stronger
Europe aligned with our standards to make it possible to move the progressive agenda.

So of course, | made a caricature, | am aware of this but | am aligning these because this de-
bate is taking place right now everywhere. | am also assuming that to complete the political
landscape we are in we have this discussion in the progressive thinking: Who are we dealing
with? Who are the main political actors? They are conservative who are neoliberal, but now
there is a new kind of conservativism which is nationalistic and is quite strong now in Europe.
This tis taking place with different features in all member states. From this new political land-
scape, | draw the following conclusion we need to have better European solutions and this
brings me discussion launched by the White Paper on the Future of Europe. This White Paper
refers to 5 scenarios, | will not repeat these, because everybody knows what the scenarios
are. | think none of these scenarios is good enough. Let me just refer the 5th one which is:
let's do much more together. | think we should work for a 6th scenario with a simple label
which should be: It is time to do much more together about everything, it is time to do much
better together on the relevant priorities. This is the scenario | believe we should work for.
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napomahal k podpofe rlstu, pracovnim mistdm a udrzZitelnému rozvoji. Je to rovnéz
zfejmé, kdyZ se potykdme s novymi vyzvami, kterym se Fika digitalni revoluce. Aktualni
faze digitalni revoluce zcela méni zpdsob fungovani trhd. A mame tfi moznosti: bud
se mUzeme snazit této revoluci zabranit, nebo ji pfijmeme takovou, jaka je, pfipadné
ji vymezime a plné vyuZijeme jeji potencidl, ktery proménime v nové pfileZitosti, lepsi
pracovni mista a pracovni podminky. TFi zcela odliSné postoje.

Rozdilnost tfech pristupd se rovnéz projevi v souvislosti s mezinarodnim trhem. Podle te-
orie A musime byt v podstaté velmi opatrni ohledné obchodnich smluv a pokud mozno
je zpozdit, nebo se jim dokonce vyhnout. Pfistup B fika: Obchod je skvély, je tfeba mit
otevienou ekonomiku a vénovat se trhu jako hlavnimu vlivu na rdst a pracovni mista.
A teorie C tvrdi: Samozfejmé musime byt otevieni svétu a trh pro to mize byt dobrym
prostfedkem, ale je potieba jej sprdvné vymezit. Nesmime byt naivni, musime bojovat
za nade standardy a obcas rovnéz potfebujeme nastroje na ochranu obchodu. Opét tfi
zcela odlisné postoje.

Posledni otdzka, kterd zddrazfiuje rozdily mezi tfemi teoriemi, se tyka role Evropy. PFistup
A je podezrely ohledné evropské integrace. Tento je nejspis takovym trojskym koném,
predevsim pokud jde o globalizaci. Podle teorie B je Evropa jednotnym trhem, a tak by se
méla i vyuzivat. A pro pfistup C je Uspéch evropské integrace zasadni, protoze jsou po-
tfeba silngjsi prostfedky a siln&jSi politické zpUsoby, jak preformovat pravidla vymezujici
globalizaci — nezavisle na trzich, nezavisle na obchodnich dohodach, revolucich, vcetné
té digitalni, nezavisle na zméné klimatu potrebujeme silnéjsi Evropu, kterd bude v soula-
du s nasimi standardy, aby bylo moZné posunout progresivni politiku.

Samoziejmé jsem si védoma toho, Ze se jednd o karikaturu. Nastinila jsem v3ak tato
témata, jelikoZ stejnd debata probihd pravé ted Uplné vSude. Rovnéz predpokladdm, ze
aby se doplnilo politické prostredi, ve kterém se nachdzime, odehrava se tato diskuze
ohledné progresivniho mysleni. O koho se jedna? Kdo jsou hlavni politi¢ti aktéri? Jsou to
neoliberdlni konzervativci, ale objevil se novy druh konzervativismu, ktery je nacionalis-
ticky @ ma nyni v Evropé celkem znacny vliv. To se déje s rliznymi rysy ve v3ech ¢lenskych
statech. Z tohoto nového politického prostredi vyvozuiji nasledujici zavér: Potfebujeme
lepsi evropska feseni. To mé privadi k diskuzi, kterou zapficinila bila kniha o budoucnosti
Evropy. Ta odkazuje k péti scénariim, které nemusim opakovat, protoze je vsichni znaji.
Myslim si, Ze ani jeden z téchto scéndrt neni dostatecné dobry. Dovolte mi odkazat na
paty scénar, ktery fika: Udélejme toho spolecné daleko vic. Myslim, Ze bychom méli pra-
covat na scénafi Sestém, ktery by jednoduse tvrdil: Je nacase toho spole¢né zvladnout
daleko vice ve viech smérech, ale také si pocinat o hodné Iépe v prioritnich zaleZitostech.
To je scénar, na kterém bychom méli pracovat.

Dovolte mi tedy Sesty scénar, ktery se vaze k tématu dnesniho dopoledne, nastinit: Jak
zajistit silnéjsi evropskou soudrznost? To je hlavni vyzvou pro budoucnost evropské in-
tegrace. Pokud nezajistime evropskou soudrznost, je jasné, ze Evropska unie nema bu-
doucnost. Hlavnim slibem evropské integrace je zajisténi evropské soudrznosti, coz nyni
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Let me sketch the 6th scenario addressing the theme of this morning: How can we
ensure stronger European cohesion? Because this is a central challenge for the future of
European integration. If we do not ensure European cohesion, of course, there is no fu-
ture for European Union, this is very clear. So the main promise of European integration
is to deliver European cohesion and this is not working well. For this we need to come up
with a credible 6th scenario which should be inspired exactly by this goal: strengthening
European cohesion, even in order to deal with the external challenges, global competi-
tion, climate change, problems of migration management, also problems of peace and
war in our neighbourhood. For all these we need to have much stronger European cohe-
sion between Member states and between European citizens. My question is: How can
we push for that? What should be the scenario? What should be the sequence? Well
we can advocate many different sequences but | believe there is a particular one which
can be promising and should start from the social rights being ensured for all European
citizens. From my point of view, we should be developing the 6th scenario with better
solutions by identifying what the basic social rights all European citizens should have
are. We should also connect this with the direction inspired by the so-called sustainable
development goals because this agenda adopted by the multilateral system is an agenda
of all States in the world. With sustainable development goals and updated social rights,
we can start defining a convincing development strategy for a new growth model, mak-
ing the best of this digital revolution ensuring energy transition and then turning these
into more powerful means. | would then delineate particularly the issue of industrial
policy because we have an old-fashioned concept of industrial policy. If you want to
have an effective transition into new growth model we need to have structural change,
we need to have proactive action and industrial policy makes part of it. To reshape our
economy, economic structure and to move towards activities with future.

Because | am in the Czech Republic, let me also point to a particular issue of industrial
policy which is supporting and directing the potential change in Europe, the added value
chains. | know this is a very important issue in the Czech Republic. We need to have added
value chains organized in such a way that there is a fair share of the added value between
Member States, between companies and between workers. There is an interplay between
wages and productivity. We need to revisit them very carefully because global chain needs
opportunities for upgrade open for all companies, for all visions, all countries, all workers.
This is the key criterion. A good global or European production chain should be organized
like that. This is a goal for good industrial policy and a reason for European industrial policy.

Then we have another implication in the scenario 6 about the new phase of what is
called cohesion policy. But | will come to that after | bring you some news about my
point of departure in this scenario 6 which is citizens’ social rights. We shall ask if it is
really true that all the European citizens in Europe can count on the fundamental floor
of social rights or if we are dealing with unsustainable differences and divergences. And
I think if we do nothing, we will be in the second situation, increasing differences, and if
we do not tackle this problem, there is no future for the European Union.
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prilis dobfe nefunguje. Proto je potfeba prijit se Sestym dlvéryhodnym scénarem, ktery
by se mél inspirovat presné timto cilem. Posileni evropské soudrznosti, ktera by se vy-
poradala i s vnéjsimi zménami, globalni konkurence, zména klimatu, problémy Fizeni
pristéhovalectvi, stejné jako problémy miru a valky v nasem sousedstvi — k feSeni vSech
téchto problém( je potfeba mnohem silnéjsi evropskou soudrZznost mezi ¢lenskymi staty
a evropskymi obcany. Moje otdzka zni: Jak o to mlzZeme usilovat? Jaky by mél byt scé-
nar? A v jakém poradi by se mél uskutecnit? Lze prosazovat mnoho rdznych poradi, ale
myslim, Ze existuje jedno konkrétni, které by mohlo byt slibné a mélo by zacit zajisténim
socilnich prav pro vsechny evropské obcany. Dle mého ndzoru bychom méli rozvijet Ses-
ty scénar s lepsimi vysledky tak, Ze ur¢ime zakladni socidlni préva pro vsechny evropské
obcany. Méli bychom jej rovnéz propojit se smérem inspirovanym takzvanym udrzitel-
nym rozvojem, jelikoz tato politika, kterou si osvojil multilateralni systém, je politikou
vsech statl na svété. S cili udrzitelného rozvoje a aktualizovanymi socialnimi pravy ma-
Zeme zacit vymezovat presvédcivou rozvojovou strategii pro novy model rdstu, vyuzijeme
plny potencial digitalni revoluce, zajistime energeticky prechod, a nasledné je vsechny
proménime v silngjsi prostiedek. Poté bych vymezila zejména otazku priimyslové politiky,
jelikoz je jeji soucasny koncept zastaraly. Chcete-li zajistit efektivni pfechod k novému
rlstovému modelu, strukturaini zména je potfeba, stejné jako iniciativnéjsi ¢innost, kterd
zahrnuje préimyslovou politiku. Je potieba preformovat nasi ekonomiku, ekonomickou
strukturu a pfesunout se k aktivitdm, které maji budoucnost.

ProtoZe jsem v Ceské republice, dovolte mi také poukazat na konkrétni téma primyslové
politiky, které podporuje a fidi potencidlni zmény v Evropé, a tim jsou fetézce pfidané
hodnoty. Vim, Ze je to pro Ceskou republiku velmi ddleZité téma. Je potfeba, aby Fetézce
pfidané hodnoty byly organizovany tak, aby byla pfidana hodnota spravedlivé rozdéle-
na mezi ¢lenské staty, podniky a zaméstnance. Existuje souhra mezi mzdami a produk-
tivitou. Musime je peclivé prezkoumat, protoZe globalni fetézec potrebuje prileZitos-
ti k inovaci dostupnou vsem spole¢nostem, viem navstévnikdm, viem zemim a viem
pracovnikdm. To je kli¢ové kritérium. Dobry globalni nebo evropsky vyrobni fetézec by
takto mél byt organizovan. To je cilem dobré prlmyslové politiky a zarover dvodem pro
evropskou primyslovou politiku.

Soucasti Sestého scéndre je pak dalsi dusledek, ktery se tyka nové faze takzvané politiky
soudrznosti. Ale k tomu se dostanu poté, co vam sdélim zpravy ohledné mého vychodis-
ka k tomuto scénari, kterym jsou socialni prava obcand. Musime se ptat, zda je skute¢né
pravda, Ze v3ichni evropsti obcané mohou v Evropé pocitat se zédkladem socidlnich prav,
nebo zdali se potykame s neudrZitelnymi rozdily a divergenci. A domnivéam se, Ze pokud
budeme necinni, ocitneme se v druhé situaci a budeme celit vzristajicim rozdildm. A po-
kud se k tomuto problému nepostavime, Evropska unie nema budoucnost.

Z toho davodu si evropské instituce tohoto problém uvédomuiji, a nedavno zahgjily vel-
kou iniciativu zvanou evropsky pilif socialnich prav. Teprve pfed dvéma dny predlozila
Evropska komise tuto iniciativu Evropské unii a brzy se ji chysta predlozit i Radé ministr(.
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That is why European institutions are now recognizing this and very recently they have
launched a big initiative called European Pillar of Social Rights. This initiative was just pre-
sented two days ago by the European Commission to the European Parliament and is to be
presented very soon to the Council of Ministers. Basically, this Pillar is identifying updated
social standards for all European citizens in three main strands: access to skills, education,
training; the second strand is about working conditions; and the third is about social po-
tential. | am not going to go into detail but you should keep in mind that the Social Pillar is
calling for important improvements for each of the target groups in Europe. Starting with
children by saying we cannot have child poverty in Europe and so we need to have kind of
a guarantee to ensure that each child in Europe can count on certain rights when it comes
to healthcare, education, housing and so on. Secondly, we want to strengthen the Youth
Guarantee, particularly with a kind of a new social right called Skills Guarantee so everyone
should have the right to update skills whenever they need it to get the job. Third, we are
coming with a new approach on work-life balance providing new conditions for both men
and women to reconcile family life with work life by taking care of children, relatives.

But the most important initiative of the European Social Pillar has to do with working con-
ditions, partly in innovative ideas particularly when we are dealing with the digital revolu-
tion, when we see what is happening now everywhere in many sectors - and we are just
starting, it will increase much more. What is happening with the online platforms and we
see more and more people working for online platforms. Sometimes these people do not
have any kind of contract, they are kind of freelancers, they do not have access to social
protection, and they do not contribute to social protection. If you go on like that, doing
nothing with these trends, we will have a kind of a wild labour market without rules very
soon and worse than that, we will be undermining sustainability of our welfare system be-
cause we will have a lot of people not contributing to our welfare system. This is, | believe,
a major challenge. That is why in this European pillar, we have included two very impor-
tant requests for all people in employment, whatever kind of employment. One is a clear
labour contract, with clear conditions regarding time management, access to skills and so
on; and a second thing which is access to social protection, but also contributing to social
protection. We believe these two measures are critical for our welfare system in the 21st
century. We need to move now, otherwise it can become too late. And again, Europe is
taking the lead because now we have the most advanced European social model but it is
outdated regarding the challenges. This is the promise of the European Social Pillar with
its twenty principles of social rights addressing all European citizens.

The big issue regarding social cohesion now is: Are we sure these rights will be secured
in all member states? Do we have the means for this? This is the big question. And we
need to address the question, otherwise the European Social Pillar will not be credible.
It will just be wishful thinking. You should know in the meantime that the European
Commission proposes to have a very high-level act on this Pillar which is a proclamation.
The Commission wants the pillar to be proclaimed by the Commission, the European
Parliament, the Council and even the European Council. This happened only once in
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V zasadé tento pilit urcuje aktualizované socialni normy pro viechny evropské obcany ve
tfech hlavnich smérech: zaprvé v pfistupu ke vzdélani, ve vzdélani, a odborné pfipravé,
druhy smér se pak tyka pracovnich podminek a tfeti souvisi se socidlnim potencidlem.
Nepujdu do prilisnych podrobnosti, ale méli byste mit na paméti, Ze socialni pilif vyzyva
k zasadnim zlepsenim pro kazdou cilovou skupinu v Evropé. Zacneme-li détmi s tvrze-
nim, Ze v Evropé nesmf byt détska chudoba, musime mit jistotu, Ze kazdé dité v Evropé
mUze pocitat s urcitymi pravy, pokud jde o zdravotni péci, vzdélavani, bydleni a podob-
né. Za druhé chceme posilit Evropskou zéruku pro mladé lidi, zejména novym druhem
socidlniho prava zvaného Zaruka k ziskani dovednosti, aby mél kazdy pravo vylepsit své
dovednosti, kdykoli potfebuje ziskat pracovni misto. Za tfeti pfichazime s novym pfi-
stupem ohledné rovnovéhy mezi profesnim a soukromym zivotem, ktery vytvafi nové
podminky pro muze i Zeny, ¢imzZ jim umoznime sladit rodinny Zivot s tim profesnim tak,
Ze se postarame o jejich déti a pribuzné.

Nejddlezitéjsi iniciativa evropského pilife socidlnich prav vsak souvisi s pracovnimi pod-
minkami a ¢astecné s inovativnimi my3slenkami, zejména pokud jde o digitalni revoluci,
kdyz vidime, co se ted déje kdekoliv v mnoha sektorech - a to teprve zac¢indme. K tomu,
co se déje v souvislosti s online platformami: Existuje stale vice lidi, ktefi pro online plat-
formy pracuji. V nékterych pfipadech nemaji Zadnou smlouvu, jsou v podstaté na volné
noze. Nemaji tedy pfistup k socidlnimu zabezpeceni, ani k nému nijak nepfispivaji. Po-
kud to tak bude nadale pokrac¢ovat a my budeme tyto nové trendy ignorovat, brzy vznik-
ne jakysi divoky trh prace bez pravidel, a co je horsi, podryjeme tim udrZitelnost naseho
systému sociadlniho zabezpeceni, protoze k nému velké mnozstvi lidi nebude pfispivat.
To je, dle mého nazoru, hlavni vyzva. Proto jsme do tohoto evropského pilife zahrnuli
dva velmi dlleZité pozadavky pro zaméstnané osoby bez ohledu na druh zaméstnani.
Prvnim poZadavkem je jasna pracovni smlouva s jasnymi podminkami ¢asového harmo-
nogramu, pfistupu k dovednostem a podobné. Druhym poZadavkem je jak pfistup, tak
pfispivani k socidlni ochrané. Véfime, Ze tato dvé opatfeni jsou zdsadni pro nas socialni
systém ve 21. stoleti. Musime se posunout, jinak uz mdZze byt pfrilis pozdé. A Evropa se
opét ujima vedeni. Nyni sice mame nejmodernéjsi Evropsky socialni model, ale ten je za-
staraly ohledné prijimani vyzev. Takovy je slib evropského socialniho pilife s jeho dvaceti
principy socialnich prav oslovujicimi vSechny evropské obcany.

Velky problém v souvislosti se socidlni soudrznosti je nasledujici: MGzeme si byt jisti, Ze
tato prava budou zajisténa ve viech ¢lenskych statech? Mdme k tomu prostredky? To je
velkd otdzka. A tu musime fesit, jinak nebude evropsky socialni pili¥ spolehlivy. Bude to
jen zbozné prani. Mezitim byste méli védét, Ze Evropska komise navrhuje mit k tomuto
pilifi akt na velmi vysoké Urovni, jimZ je proklamace. Komise chce, aby byl pilif proklamo-
van jak komisi, tak Evropskym parlamentem, Radou a dokonce Evropskou radou. Stalo
se tak pouze jednou v evropské historii, a to u pfilezitosti Listiny zdkladnich prav Evrop-
ské unie. Ted by se tak mélo stat podruhé. Ale proklamace bez prostredkl k jeji realizaci
je z mého pohledu k ni¢emu.
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the European history. It was about the European Chart of Fundamental Rights. Now it
should be a second time to make a proclamation. But a proclamation without means to
implement it is useless from my point of view.

The big issue is to ensure European cohesion. And what are the means? First of all, | would
say, sometimes we do need a legislation, but the starting point is involving social partners.
The first step will be inviting social partners to come up with an agreement on how to
set new rules for this new kind of level contracts and two days ago, social partners were
invited to start negotiation at European scale. Can they agree on rules for level contracts
in digital economy or not? The European Commission also announced that if they cannot
agree until the end of the year, the Commission will table a directive. This is a typically
European method. A second kind of means has to do with the combination of economic
and social policies in the framework of the so-called European semester. The European
Commission has launched a new version of the scoreboard of indicators, social indicators
and the way to interpret them with economic indicators. This is very important because
we need to have a good dialogue between the Ministers of Finance and the Ministers of
Labour. This dialogue is too weak, we need to have a good interplay because economic
and social policy should strengthen each other and this is not working well enough.

Most of all, we should use the European semester to organize stronger economic and
social convergence. This will be the big challenge. We need to monitor if member states
are really upgrading their economic and social performance. And if they are not able to
upgrade, they should be invited to make further effort, some kind of investment, some
kind of reforms, but sometimes they also need to have a stronger European support.
And this is my final point that the conversion should be supported actively by European
financial instruments. First of all, community budget, this is the big challenge for the
new community budget. From my viewpoint, we should prepare a new generation of
cohesion policy which is tackling at the same time the problem of social inequality be-
tween member states and within member states. | am suggesting that the next phase
of cohesion policy should be inspired by this European pillar of social rights. We should
ask: Is cohesion policy in Europe strong enough to ensure that these social rights will be
provided to all European citizens whatever the member state? | think this is the central
question to drive up to new phase of cohesion policy.

Last point, the Czech Republic is not yet a member of Eurozone, many people including
myself would like very much this to happen when you feel you have the conditions to,
but in any case, | would say it is in your interest to be involved in this discussion. We need
to have a Eurozone managed with rules, pushing for economic convergence which is not
the case now. This means that we should have a clear convergence code and we should
be prepared to support the convergence with the proper fiscal capacity. All these will be
present in the discussion the European Commission is now launching the White Paper
process. It is not by accident that it has started its first paper dealing with the Social Pillar.
As you know, the second will deal with globalisation and the third one with Economic
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Velkym problémem je zajisténi evropské soudrznosti. A jaké existuji prostfedky? Prede-
v3im bych fekla, Ze legislativa je nékdy potfeba, ale vychozim bodem je zapojenf social-
nich partnerd. Prvnim krokem bude vyzvani socialnich partnerd, aby se shodli na tom,
jak nastavit nova pravidla pro tento novy druh smluv. A pfed dvéma dny byli socialni
partnefi vyzvani, aby zahdjili jednani v evropském meéfitku. Mohou se dohodnout na
pravidlech pro takové smluv v digitdlni ekonomice, ¢i nikoliv? Evropska komise rovnéz
oznamila, Ze pokud se dohody nedosdhne do konce roku, predlozi smérnici. To je typic-
ky evropskd metoda. Druhy typ prostfedku souvisi s kombinaci hospodarské a socidlni
politiky v rdmci takzvaného evropského semestru. Evropska komise spustila novou verzi
srovnavaciho prehledu ukazatell, socidlnich ukazatell a zpGsobu, jak je interpretovat
s ukazateli ekonomickymi. To je velmi dulezité, protoze je potfeba, aby ministfi financi
a ministfi prace vedli dobry dialog. Ten dosavadni byl pfilis slaby. Je nutné zajistit dobrou
souhru, jelikoZz hospodarska a socidlni politika by se mély navzdjem posilovat, coZ nyni
dost dobfe nefunguije.

Ze vseho nejvic bychom méli vyuzit Evropsky semestr k organizaci silnéjsi hospodarské
a socidlni konvergence. To bude velkou vyzvou. Je tfeba sledovat, zda ¢lenské staty
opravdu inovuji jejich hospodarskou a socialni vykonnost. A pokud je nejsou schopni
inovovat, mély by byt vyzvany k projeveni dalsiho Usili, urcité investice nebo reformy. Ale
nékdy také potrebuji silngjsi evropskou podporu. A ma posledni poznamka je, Ze pro-
ména by méla byt aktivné podporovana evropskymi finan¢nimi nastroji. To bude velkou
vyzvou predevsim pro rozpocet Spolecenstvi. Dle mého nazoru bychom méli pfipravit
novou generaci politiky soudrZznosti, ktera se bude zaroveri vyporadavat s problémem
socialni nerovnosti uvnitf ¢lenskych statd a nerovnosti mezi nimi. Proto navrhuiji, aby se
dalsi faze politiky soudrZznosti inspirovala timto evropskym pilifem socidlnich prav. Méli
bychom se ptat, zda je politika soudrZznosti v Evropé dostatecné silna na to, aby zajistila,
Ze socialni prava budou poskytnuta viem evropskym obcandm nezdvisle na ¢lenském
statu. Myslim, Ze to je zasadni otdzka nové faze politiky soudrznosti.

Posledni bod: Ceska republika dosud neni ¢lenem eurozény. Mnoho lidi véetné mé by
bylo rado, aby se tak stalo, az si budete jisti, Ze mate pro vstup dostate¢né podminky,
ale v kazdém pfipadé bych rekla, Ze je ve vaSem zdjmu se do této diskuze zapoijit. Po-
tfebujeme eurozénu s pravidly, kterd bude prosazovat hospodarskou konvergenci. To se
bohuZel ted nedéje. To znamena, Ze by mél existovat jasny konvergencni kodex a méli
bychom byt pfipraveni konvergenci podpofit fadnou fiskdlni kapacitou. Vsechna tato
témata budou prfedmétem diskuze, kterou Evropska komise nyni zahajuje v souvislosti
s procesem spojenym s bilou knihou. A nenf ndhodou, Ze se prvni kniha zabyva pravé so-
cidlnim pilitem. Jak vite, druha se bude tykat globalizace a tfeti Hospodéarské a ménové
unie. Toto poradi neni ndhodné, ale vérim a dochazim k zavéru, ze bychom méli vyuzit
tuto diskuzi k vybéru mezi jiz zminénymi péti scénafi. Po pravdé feceno se mi nelibi ani
jeden z nich. Dle mého ndzoru bychom méli ziskat ¢as a presunout se pfimo ke scénafi
Sestému, ktery se bude zabyvat tim, jak |épe spole¢né pracovat na pfislusnych prioritach.
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and Monetary Union. This sequence is not accidental but | believe and | am concluding
that we should use this discussion not to pick between the five scenarios which are there
(I like none of them to tell you the truth). | think we should gain time and jump directly to
this 6th scenario on how to do much better together on the relevant priorities.

And my final word is the following: core and periphery. These are the terms you are sug-
gesting for our discussion today, of course there is a huge literature about the relation-
ship between core and periphery on some level in particular or on a national one, but it
is also relevant to adapt this discussion to the European level. Core and periphery have
implications for economic and social issues but the starting point for them is political.
The way to reduce the distance between core and periphery in the European Union is to
start with the issues of the political system, the way the political system works in Europe.
If we remain limited to the intergovernmental method there is no solution for the ten-
sions between core and periphery. Even we can have, | hope, a more promising Franco-
German couple in the future. This will depend a lot on the elections taking place this
year, it can make a big difference for the better, | really believe. But this is not enough
because we need to have a governance of European integration which involves all Mem-
ber states and all citizens. Let me just conclude by recalling a very simple principle of the
Lisbon Treaty (and | was part of the political team negotiating the Lisbon Treaty). It is the
principle of equality between Member States and between European citizens. From my
point of view this principle should remain our main inspiration for the phases ahead.
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Koncim nésledujicimi slovy: jadro a periferie. Jsou to vyrazy, které jste dnes navrhli k dis-
kuzi. Samoziejmé existuje velké mnoZstvi literatury o vztahu mezi jadrem a periferii na
néjaké konkrétni nebo narodni drovni, ale je rovnéz dulezZité tuto diskuzi pfizpUsobit
Urovni evropské. Problém jadra a periferie ma ddsledky na hospodarské a socidlni otazky,
ale vychozi bod je pro né politicky. Zptsob, jak zmensit vzdalenost mezi jadrem a periferi
v Evropské unii je zacit otdzkami politického systému a zptsobem, jakym funguje v Evro-
pé. Pokud budeme i nadale omezeni na meziviadni metodu, napéti mezi jddrem a peri-
ferii nema feseni. Doufam, Ze budoucnost muze dokonce pfinést slibnéjsi francouzsko-
-némecky tandem. To bude hodné zéleZet na letosnich volbach. A ja opravdu vérim v to,
Ze mohou pfinést velkou zménu k lepsimu. To v3ak nestaci, protoze je potfeba fizeni
evropské integrace, které zahrnuje vsechny ¢lenské staty, stejné jako vsechny obcany. Na
zavér mi dovolte pfipomenout velmi jednoduchy princip Lisabonské smlouvy (a j& byla
soucasti politického tymu, ktery o Lisabonské smlouvé vyjedndval). Jde o princip rovnosti
mezi ¢lenskymi staty a evropskymi obcany. Dle mého nazoru by mél tento princip zUstat
nasi hlavni inspiraci pro budouci faze.
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and Protectionism: The
European Project as a Victim
of the Consequences of
Globalization?

27 April 2017, Grand Hall

The European project is losing the trust of a part of the public because they associate it
with policies of cuts, socialisation of losses of big banks, or continuing inequalities in the
standard of living among the citizens of different states. The same is true even ten years
after the last economic crisis. The benefits of globalization and free trade, which are by
a part of the public associated with the European project, another part sees as the cause
of their own poor social situation. The citizens of the EU Member States do not feel that
the social order would have become more just and brought greater equality, which leads
to political crises like the Brexit referendum.

Whether the European project is becoming a victim of globalization and what effect it
has on social cohesion was discussed by Petr Druldk, a political scientist and Ambassador
of the Czech Republic in France, Ales Chmela¥, Chief Economist of the Section for Euro-
pean Affairs of the Office of the Government of the Czech Republic, and Andrzej Leder,
a sociologist from the Polish Academy of Sciences.

Already at the beginning of the discussion, Petr Druldk stressed that to answer the ques-
tion whether globalization harms European integration and whether the European Union is
a victim of the globalizing trends is not easy. The current form of European integration and
the current form of globalization are the result of one deeper cause. And that is, according
to Petr Druldk, the Western neoliberal capitalism. European integration and globalization
are phenomena much older than neoliberal capitalism. Their current form is, however, ow-
ing to neoliberalism. European integration cannot be completely isolated from globalization.
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Evropa mezi
neoliberalismem

a protekcionismem:
Evropsky projekt jako obét
dusledku globalizace?

27. dubna 2017, Velky sal

Evropsky projekt ztraci dlvéru Casti vefejnosti, protoZe si ho spojuji s politikami Skrt,
socializaci ztrat velkych bank nebo trvajicimi nerovnostmi v Zivotni Grovni mezi obyva-
teli rGiznych statd. Plati to i deset let po posledni hospodarské krizi. Viyhody globalizace
a volného obchodu, které si ¢ast vefejnosti pravé s evropskym projektem spojuje, jsou
jinou ¢asti vnimany naopak jako pficiny vlastni Spatné socidlni situace. Obc¢ané ¢lenskych
sttt Evropské unie neciti, Ze by se spolecensky fad staval spravedlivéjsim a pfinasel vétsi
rovnost, coz vede k politickym krizim, jakou bylo a je napfiklad referendum o Brexitu.

Zda se stava evropsky projekt obéti globalizace, a jaky vliv ma na socialni soudrznost,
debatovali politolog a velvyslanec Ceské republiky ve Francii Petr Drulak, hlavni ekonom
Sekce pro evropské zéleZitosti Ufadu viady CR Ales ChmelaF a sociolog z Polské akade-
mie véd Andrzej Leder.

Jiz v Gvodu diskuze Petr Druldk zddraznil, Ze odpovédét na otazku, zda globalizace ne-
poskozuje evropskou integraci a zda neni Evropska unie obéti trendd globalizace, neni
jednoduché. Soucasna podoba evropské integrace a soucasna podoba globalizace jsou
ddsledkem jedné hlubsi pficiny. A tou je, dle Petra Druldka, neoliberalni kapitalismus za-
padniho pojeti. Evropska integrace a globalizace jsou jevy mnohem starsi nez neoliberal-
ni kapitalismus. Jejich dne3ni podoba je ale dana pravé vinou neoliberalismu. Evropskou
integraci nelze zcela izolovat od globalizace.

J. M. Keynes prisel podle Druldka ve tficatych letech minulého stoleti s tezi polidsténi
kapitalismu. Jeho model tehdy pfijali v podstaté veskeré vyspélé zemé. Nicméné v se-
dmdesatych letech se keynesianstvi dostalo do krize a z velké ¢asti bylo nahrazovano
monetarismem. Zajimavé je uvédomit si, pro¢ keynestv model mohl relativné dlouhou
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According to Druldk, in the 1930s, J. M. Keynes came up with the idea of humanizing
capitalism. At the time, virtually all developed countries accepted his model. However, in
the 1970s, Keynesianism got into crisis, and was largely replaced by monetarism. It is inter-
esting to realize why Keynes’ model could work for a relatively long time, and what then
caused the later withdrawal from it. Druldk argued that Keynes's humanizing capitalism
had worked well precisely because, in other countries, there had been a socialist system
which was to a certain extent considered a competition and a threat. In other words, the
inhuman system in the East allowed for humanizing capitalism in the West. However, in
the 1970s, at a time when it was clear that there is an alternative in the East which has no
perspective of further development, capitalism liberalizes. With the advent of the new mil-
lennium, we are finding out that what is going on in the economy is in such contradiction
with fair economy that we cannot keep the system alive in such a form.

According to Druldk, today we live in times when the model of world capitalism is go-
ing away and we must ask how to humanize capitalism like in the 1930s. The point of
departure is not very favourable. During the conference, P. Druldk was explaining that
today we are dealing with an unwell neoliberal capitalism which is about to leave, while
the best alternative is the Chinese authoritarian capitalism which is rightly unacceptable
for the European states. Looking at the current dynamics of neoliberal capitalism and
authoritarian capitalism, there begins to materialize a third stage, and that is oligarchic
capitalism. However, this form of capitalism is again far from humanizing. P. Drulak thus
brings forward that ,the task that now suggests itself is the issue of democratic recon-
struction of political authority which could ensure humanizing of our economic system*.

All three speakers were referring in their entries to the French presidential election in
April and May 2017. According to Drulak, it was possible to identify two important
divisions. One of these was a socioeconomic division. The north and the east of France,
which means the former industrial regions which are now in crisis, were won by Marine
Le Pen. In the regions about which we can say they “are winning” globalization, Macron
led significantly. However, we could notice these two statements did not apply without
exception. The exceptions are the large cities like Paris, Bordeaux, Lyon or Toulouse. In
these urban areas, although now the people are not doing that well there, Le Pen gained
almost no votes. In those large cities, people are “losing” to globalization, but they still
see an opportunity rather in an open than a closed society. “Someone benefits from glo-
balization more and someone less, but that does not necessarily mean that those who
do not benefit at the moment do not see their chances for the future. The people from
the large cities realize that if France cut itself off not only from Europe but also from the
rest of the world, then they will not benefit. They will lose. Cutting off from the world
does not solve the problem we are facing,” warned P. Druldk.

Andrzej Leder, a Polish sociologist, elaborated on the description of societies which pre-
fer the idea of either a closed or an open society. According to Leder, the endeavour to
deepen European integration is, on the one hand, interpreted in the way that the shift of
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dobu fungovat, a co tedy zapficinilo pozdéjsi odstup od néj. Drulak tvrdil, Ze Keynesovo
polidsténi kapitalismu fungovalo také pravé proto, Ze v jinych zemich existoval systém
socialisticky, ktery byl povazovan v ur¢ité mite za konkurenci a za hrozbu. Cili nelidsky
systém na Vychodé& umoznoval polidstovani kapitalismu na Zapadé. Ovsem v sedmde-
satych letech — ve chvili, kdy je zfejmé, Ze na vychodé existuje alternativa, kterd nema
perspektivu dalsiho rozvoje, se kapitalismus liberalizuje. S nastupem nového tisicileti zjis-
tujeme, Ze co se déje v ekonomice, je v takovém rozporu se spravedlivou ekonomikou,
Ze systém v této podobé nemuizeme udrZovat dal pfi Zivoté.

Podle Druldka dnes Zijeme v dobé, kdy model svétového kapitalismu odchazi, a my si
musime poloZit otdzku, jak polidstit kapitalismus tak, jako ve tficatych letech. Vychozi
situace neni pfilis pfizniva. P. Druldk béhem konference vysvétloval, Ze dnes mdme na
jedné strané churavéjici neoliberalni kapitalismus, ktery je na odchodu, pficemz nejlepsi
alternativou je autoritarsky kapitalismus Ciny, coZ neni pro evropské staty spravné pfija-
telné. Kdyz sledujeme soucasnou dynamiku neoliberalniho kapitalismu a autoritarského
kapitalismu, za¢ne se nam rysovat tfeti stadium, a tim je oligarchicky kapitalismus. Ov-
sem tato forma kapitalismu ma od polidsténi opét daleko. P. Druldk tedy naznacuje, ze
. Ukol, ktery se ted nabizi, je otazka demokratické rekonstrukce politické autority, ktera
by dokdzala zajistit polidsténi naseho ekonomického systému”.

Vsichni tfi vystupujici ve svych prispévcich odkazovali na francouzské prezidentské volby
z dubna a kvétna 2017. Podle Druldka bylo mozné identifikovat dvé dulezitad déleni.
Jedno z nich bylo délitko socioekonomické. Na severu a vychodé Francie, tedy v byva-
lych prmyslovych regionech, které jsou nyni v krizi, vitézila Marine Le Pen. V krajich,
o kterych mazeme fict, Ze v globalizaci ,vitézi”, ved| vyrazné Macron. Nicméné moh-
li jsme zaznamenat, ze predchozi dvé véty neplatily bez vyjimek. Témi vyjimkami jsou
velkd mésta jako Pariz, Bordeaux, Lyon nebo Toulouse. V téchto aglomeracich, a¢ se
zde v soucasné dobé lidem také nedafi prilis dobfe, Le Pen neziskala skoro zadné hlasy.
V téch velkych méstech lidé s globalizaci sice ,, prohravaji”, ale presto vidi pfileZitost spiSe
v oteviené spolecnosti, neZli v té uzaviené. ,Nékdo profituje z globalizace vice a nékdo
méné, ale to nemusi nutné znamenat, ze ti, ktefi z toho momentdlné neprofituji, nevidi
svoji sanci do budoucna. Ti lidé z velkych mést si uvédomuiji, Ze pokud by se Francie od-
fizla nejen od Evropy, ale i od zbytku celého svéta, tak tehdy oni na tom nevydélaji. Oni
na tom prodélaji. Uzavienost pred svétem nevyresi problém, pred kterym tu stojime,”
upozornil P. Drulak.

Polsky sociolog Andrzej Leder v popisu spolecnosti, které davaji pfednost uzaviené, resp.
oteviené predstavé spolecnosti pokracoval. Snaha o prohlubovéni evropské integrace je
podle Ledera na jedné strané vykladana tak, Ze posun suverenity nad Uroven narodniho
statu je spravny a nepostradatelny, nebot nabizi Sanci na politiku spravedinosti a rovnosti
na kontinentalni Urovni. Na druhé strané se stéle objevuji nazory, ze politickd svrcho-
vanost ndrodd zmizi na Urovni anonymnich globdlnich instituci a Ze prohloubi socialni
rozdily na narodni Urovni. Andrzej Leder fikal ve svém vystoupeni, Ze tyto dva odlisné
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sovereignty above the nation state level is right and essential, since it offers the chance
for a policy that is just and equal at the continental level. On the other hand, you can
still hear views that the political sovereignty of nations at the level of anonymous global
institutions will disappear, and that it will deepen the social disparities at the national
level. Andrzej Leder said in his speech that these two distinct views divide citizens into
two groups. In almost every EU State, the political conflicts are set by those who want
to return political sovereignty to the nation state level against those who want the Euro-
pean project to become the institutional framework of their lives.

“It is good that Andrzej Leder mentioned that it is at the EU level that we can promote
a real policy of equality and freedom. But it is not just these two phenomena. The is-
sue of equality is talked about alot at present, which is certainly right because the
current economic system radically violates equality as a norm. But if we want to create
a real political authority that will be able to control the forces of global and economic
capitalism, we will not do solely with insisting on freedom and equality. We also need
a third element, namely fraternity. We need to rediscover the bond that the political
authority is based on; this bond will give this political authority enough legitimacy to
effectively tax large corporations and to invest this tax in our society,” added P. Drulak
to Leder’s speech.

Ale$ Chmelar returned to the cyclical crises narrative in his entry. He said that an essential
thing for the end of the last cycle was the fact that the last financial crisis did not come
to a complete catharsis, as it happened with previous crises, but the money remained
with the institutions people did not cease to trust. As a result, a new narrative could
not be formed, and room for a national solution was created, represented in the last
few elections, which in fact does not answer the nature of the problem. According to
Chmelaf, a fundamental economic issue needs to be discussed, that is a fairer division
of values at a global level.

He sees a key problem for so far not too successful convergence in the fact that a pro-
tective case for Europe has not been created at the time when it became a place for
experimentation with abolishing borders. States then felt like being about to dissolve
in globalization. The neoliberal narrative, in which the struggle for the convergence of
states and the abolition of borders was played out, contributed to this when saying that
the external borders were also something bad. That is why, according to Chmelaf, there
was no room for internal convergence in the European Union.

“Today we face the question of whether we want to be a laboratory of globalization,
in which individual states can reach a uniform level and live peacefully, even in a closed
system, and then apply this model elsewhere. Europe is in fact a laboratory of whether
humanity can survive, settle internal tensions and imbalances so that it would benefit all
at the same time,” concluded Chmelar.
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pohledy rozdéluji obcany na dvé skupiny. V témér kazdém unijnim staté politické kon-
flikty urCuji ti, ktefi chtéji vratit politickou suverenitu na droveri ndrodniho statu, a to
proti tém, ktefi chtéji, aby se evropsky projekt stal institucionalnim ramcem jejich Zivota.

.Je dobre, Ze Andrzej Leder zminil, Ze prévé na unijni Urovni mizeme prosadit skutec-
nou politiku rovnosti a svobody. Ale nejde jen o tyto dva fenomény. Otdzka rovnosti se
dnes hojné fesi, coz je rozhodné spravné, protoze pravé rovnost jako norma, je zdsadné
porusovana soucasnym ekonomickym systémem. Ale pokud chceme vytvorit skute¢nou
politickou autoritu, kterd bude schopna kontrolovat sily globalniho a ekonomického ka-
pitalismu, nevystacime si s tim, Zze budeme bazirovat jen na svobodé a rovnosti. Potre-
bujeme jesté tieti prvek, a to bratrstvi. Potfebujeme najit zpatky to pouto, na némz se
postavi politickd autorita, a to pouto da této politické autorité dostate¢nou legitimaci
k tomu, aby mohla jiz efektivné zdanit velké korporace, a aby toto zdanéni mohla inves-
tovat do nasi spole¢nosti,“doddval k Lederovi P. Drulak.

Ales Chmelar se ve svém pfispévku vratil k narativu cyklickych krizi. Jako zésadni pro
konec posledniho cyklu uvedl, Ze posledni finan¢ni krize nedosla az k uplné katarzi,
jako se tomu stalo u predchozich krizi, ale penize zGstavaji u instituci, kterym lidé pre-
stali véfit. Diky tomu nemohl byt nastolen novy narativ a vytvofilo se misto pro narodni
feSeni zastoupené v nékolika poslednich volbach, které ve skutecnosti nedava odpovéd
na podstaty problému. Podle Chmelafe je tieba fesit zakladni ekonomickou otazku, tedy

Jako zasadni problém pro dosud ne pfilis Uspésnou konvergenci vidi nevytvoreni ochran-
ného obalu pro Evropu v dobé, kdy se stala mistem experimentu ruseni hranic. Staty tak
mély pocit, Ze se tzv. rozpusti v globalizaci. Zdsadné k tomu pfispél i neoliberalni narativ,
ve kterém se snaha o sblizovani statl a ruseni hranic odehravala, ktery fikal, Ze i vnéjsi
hranice jsou néco Spatného. | diky tomu nebyl podle Chmelafe prostor pro vnitfni kon-
vergenci v Evropské unii.

»Dnes stojime pred otdzkou, zda chceme byt laboratofi globalizace, ve které se jednot-
livé staty mohou dostat na jednotnou Uroveri, mohou Zit mirumilovné, i tfeba v uzavre-
ném systému, a tento model pak aplikovat i jinde. Evropa je v podstaté laboratofi toho,
jestli lidstvo m0ze prezit, vyrovnat vnitfni pnuti a nerovnovahy tak, aby to bylo zarover
ke prospéchu vsech”, uvedl Chmelaf na zavér.
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Toward Convergence:
The Role of the European

Union. The EU as a Co-
creator of Social Justice

28 April 2017, Grand Hall

One of the big themes of the European Union is guaranteeing social justice and the
pursuit of convergence between Member States. The panel consisting of Laszlé Andor,
former European Commissioner for Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion, Allan Lars-
son, Special Advisor on the European Social Rights Pillar, and Terezie Pisafova from the
Senate of the Parliament of the Czech Republic, who is a representative of the European
Parliament, discussed the subject. At the beginning, the host Patrik Eichler introduced
a few figures. With an average unemployment rate of 9.4%, unemployment in some
states is only 4.5%, while in others it is around 25%. In one country there is youth un-
employment of 7.2%, while in others it is up to 49.8%. These figures alone sufficiently
open the issue of an unaccomplished process of convergence.

Laszlo Andor suggested that the EU has the potential primarily in the field of long-term
policies, such as the Europe 2020 Strategy. Their aim is to improve the social status of
millions of people living in poverty. The important thing is that the EU is not toothless
when it comes to naming such goals. It has the means to reach them, whether it be
funds, legislation or policy coordination.

According to Andor, however, we can find two imbalances in the EU, between the East
and the West and between the North and the South. The first imbalance is income
inequality, with the so-called wage gap between states. The second imbalance, North-
South, is related to the monetary union and the issue of a growing gap during a crisis,
when the southern EU states with the common currency grow poorer, while the north-
ern ones grow richer.

Both aspects, the single market and the monetary union, need to be addressed. The sin-
gle market offers great legislative options, or alternatively cohesion policy which helps to
reach convergence using funds. The issue of monetary union has then been addressed
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Jednim z velkych témat Evropské Unie je zajistovani socidlni spravedinosti a snaha o kon-
vergenci mezi jednotlivymi ¢lenskymi staty. Panel, ve kterém na toto téma diskutovali
Laszlé Andor, byvaly evropsky komisal pro zaméstnanost, socialni véci a zaclefiovani,
Allan Larsson, zvlastni poradce pro Evropsky pilif socidlnich prav a Terezie Pisafovd ze
Senatu Parlamentu CR, kterd je zastupkyni pfi Evropském parlamentu, uvedl moderator
Patrik Eichler nékolika Udaji. Pfi primérné nezameéstnanosti 9,4 % je nezaméstnanost
v nékterych statech pouze 4,5 %, v jinych se pohybuje az kolem 25 %. Zatimco v jedné
zemi je nezaméstnanost mladych lidi na hodnoté 7,2 %, v jiné dosahuje az 49,8 %. Jen
tato ¢isla dostatecné oteviraji otdzku nedotazeného procesu konvergence.

Laszlé Andor nastinil, ze EU m& moznosti predevsim v oblasti politik s dlouhodobym ho-
rizontem, jako je napfiklad Strategie Evropa 2020. Ty maji za cil zlepsit socidlni postaveni
miliona lidi Zijicich v chudobé. Dulezité je, Ze EU u ur¢ovani podobnych cilt neni bez-
zuba. Ma nastroje, jak jich docilovat, at uz jde o fondy, pravni pfedpisy nebo koordinaci
politik.

Podle Andora ale miZeme v EU nalézt dvé nerovnovahy, mezi Vychodem a Zapadem
a mezi Severem a Jihem. Prvni nerovnost je mzdova, kdy mezi jednotlivymi staty vznika
tzv. mzdova mezera. Druhy rozmér, Sever-Jih, je navazan na ménovou unii a problém
rozevirajicich se nazek, kdy v dobé krize jizni staty EU se spole¢nou ménou chudnou,
kdezZto ty severni bohatnou.

Obéma aspekty, jednotnym trhem a ménovou unii, je tfeba se zabyvat. U jednotné-
ho trhu jsou velké legislativni moznosti, pfipadné moznosti politiky soudrznosti, ktera
pomoci fondl napomahd konvergenci. Problematiku ménové unie pak resilo mnoho
rlznych dokumentd, vCetné moznosti zavést automatické stabilizatory, napf. pojisténi
pro pfipad nezaméstnanosti, které by pomohlo jak s finan¢ni, tak i sociadlni a institu¢ni
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by many different documents, including the possibility of introducing automatic stabi-
lizers, such as unemployment insurance to help with financial, social and institutional
stabilization. Andor ended with the call for us to realize after the crisis years that the
EU has a number of shortcomings that need to be rectified, especially concerning the
monetary union, because the next crisis can come at any time.

Alan Larsson, at the beginning of his entry, tried to grasp the contemporary era. He char-
acterized it as the end of a long wave of globalization and neoliberal economics, which
also meant the integration of two major economies, China and India. This wave believed
that the money would so to speak drip down the society. However, the system has been
found not to work. Money stays on top. According to Larsson, we stayed in an empty
room, which is on top of that full of explosives like Brexit, Trump and so on. At the same
time, we are not able to fill this room with a different economic theory.

We need to realize that social and economic policies are two sides of the same coin. It is
not true that the reduction of social policy would make the economy more productive.
There is no growth without a strong social policy. The central issue of equality is not only
a social but also an economic problem. Alan Larsson also pointed out that the European
Social Rights Pillar certainly does not have the ambition to unify the social pillars of in-
dividual countries but should support them towards increasing convergence. Individual
systems (Anglo-Saxon, Scandinavian and continental) should learn from each other.

According to Larsson, the fundamental thing in any social right is respect for each indi-
vidual citizen. The next level is the Member State which is responsible for these social
rights. The European Union does not want to adopt it. It wants to support each Mem-
ber State in the development of these rights. In conclusion, Larsson drew attention to
the perils of the emerging digital economy, when work ceases to be linked with social
protection.

Terezie Pisafova concluded her contribution with remembering the Treaty of Versailles as
a moment which already a hundred years ago established the question of social justice
in Europe. The creators of the Treaty included things such as a universal requirement for
such wages which would guarantee a good standard of living to workers, as well as the
adoption of a 48-hour work week. It is important to note that it was in Versailles that
the International Labour Organization was founded. According to Pisafovd, social peace
is an important requirement, but we are still not fully aware of it, even though the EU
tries to emphasize it. To be able to promote it, it is important that the necessary reform
of the EU should not lead to renationalisation, but to modernisation and strengthening
of the collaboration between the governments.
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stabilizaci. Andor sv{j pfispévek zakoncil vyzvou, abychom si na zékladé krizovych let
uvédomili, Ze EU vykazuje spoustu nedostatkd, které musime pfedevsim v socidlnim roz-
mé&ru ménové unie rychle napravit, protoZe dalsi krize mdze pfijit kdykoliv.

Alan Larsson se na Uvod svého pfispévku snazil uchopit souc¢asnou dobu. Charakteri-
zoval ji jako konec dlouhé viny naplnéné globalizaci a neoliberaini ekonomii, kterd mj.
znamenala integraci dvou velkych ekonomik, Ciny a Indie. V rdmci této viny se véfilo, Ze
penize tzv. prokapou spole¢nosti dolu. Zjistilo se ale, Ze tento systém nefunguje. Peni-
ze zUstavajl nahore. Podle Larssona jsme tak zUstali v prazdné mistnosti, kterd je navic
doplnéna o vybusniny v podobé Brexitu, Trumpa apod. Zaroven tuto mistnost neumime
naplnit jinou ekonomickou teorii.

Dulezité je si uvédomit, Ze socidlni a ekonomickd politika jsou dvé strany téze mince.
Neni to tak, ze by se pfi redukci socialni politiky stala ekonomika produktivnéjsi. Rist se
neobejde bez silné socidlni politiky. Ustfedni téma rovnosti nenf jen socialnim, ale i eko-
nomickym problémem. Alan Larsson také upozornil, Ze Evropsky pili¥ socidlnich prav
rozhodné nema ambici socidlni pilife jednotlivych zemi sjednotit, ale ma je podporit ke
vzrastajici konvergenci. Jednotlivé systémy (anglosasky, skandindvsky a kontinentalni) se
od sebe maji ucit.

Zasadni podle Larssona je, ze v jakémkoliv socidlnim pravu jde primdrné o kazdého jed-
notlivého obcana. Dalsi urovni je ¢lensky stat, ktery ma odpovédnost za tato socialni pra-
va. Evropska unie ji nechce prevzit. Chce kazdy ¢lensky stat podporovat v rozvoji téchto
prav. Na zavér Larsson upozornil na Uskali nastupujici digitalni ekonomiky, kdy prestava
byt provazana prace se socidlni ochranou.

Terezie Pisafova uzavrela ve svém pfispévku panel pfipomenutim Versaillské smlouvy jako
chvile, kterd uz pred sto lety nastolila otdzku socialni spravedinosti v celé Evropé. Tvarci
smlouvy do ni vepsali napfiklad univerzalni pozadavek na placeni takové mzdy, ktery
pracujicim zajisti dobrou Zivotni Uroven, stejné jako na pfijeti 48 hodinového pracovniho
tydne. Je dulezité si uvédomit, Ze ve Versailles byla také zaloZzena Mezindrodni organi-
zace prace. Podle Pisafové je socidlni smir ddlezitym pozadavkem, kterého si ale nejsme
stale plné védomi, i kdyZ se ho EU snaZi zdUraznovat. Aby se ho dafilo prosazovat, je
dualezité, aby nutnd reforma EU nevedla k renacionalizaci, ale k modernizaci a posileni
modell spoluprace mezi vladami.
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Populism — Challenge for
the European Status Quo
in both Good and Bad:

A Thorough Analysis of
Populist Movements in the
Western World

27 April 2017, Mirror Lounge

Over the last few years the Western world has many times been a witness to dramatic
elections that had a strong presence of the so-called representatives of anti-systemic
atmosphere or populist movements and parties. The question of how to grasp the chal-
lenge of populism, how to learn from it and how to work with it while not overusing
the term was examined by Francisco Panizza, a professor at London School of Econom-
ics and Political Science, Vaclav Stétka, a lecturer at Loughborough University, and Lasse
Thomassen, a lecturer at the University of London.

In the discussion, populism was defined as a discourse dividing society into two parts, the
so-called people and the establishment, or the people and the entities representing the cur-
rent state of things. The question is what kind of phenomenon populism itself is. According
to various political theorists, it labels a kind of a political strategy, political representation
or political style. As one of the consequences, its presence in political life redraws the
boundaries of public discourse, which breaches the limits of what could be said in public.

For long, populism was not a frequent term. We have to put its emerging on the political
scene into the current context. Populism is a response to the crisis of representation and
the legitimacy of elections, parties and institutions. The people do not feel represented.
According to Thomassen, the people dropped out of the discourse of all the political
movements. And if it remained, then it was in such a form with which it could not iden-
tify. Little by little, “demos”, the people, disappeared from democratic politics. Populism
is the indicator.
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Populismus — vyzva
evropskému statu quo
v dobrém i ve zlém:
Peclivy rozbor
populistickych hnuti

v zapadnim svété

27. dubna 2017, Zrcadlovy salonek

Zapadni svét byl nékolikrat v poslednich letech svédkem napinavych voleb, ve kterych
méli silné zastoupeni tzv. reprezentanti protisystémovych nalad, pfipadné populisticka
hnuti a strany. Na otdzku, jak uchopit vyzvu populismu, jak se z néj poucit a jak s nim
pracovat, aby nebyl naduzivan, hledali odpovéd Francisco Panizza, profesor na London
School of Economics and Political Science, Vaclav Stétka, vyucujici na Loughborough
University, a Lasse Thomassen, vyucujici na University of London.

V diskuzi byl populismus na zakladé definic popsan jako diskurs délici spole¢nost na dvé
¢asti, na tzv. lid a establishment, pfipadné lid a prvky reprezentujici soudoby stav véci.
Otazkou je, co samotny populismus predstavuje za fenomén. Podle rdznych politickych
teoretikl oznacuje politickou strategii, druh politické reprezentace nebo politicky styl.
Jednim z dasledk( jeho pfitomnosti v politickém provozu je prekreslovani hranic verej-
ného diskursu, diky cemuz se posouvaji hranice verejné vyslovitelného.

Populismus ale dlouho nebyl frekventovanym pojmem. Ze se vynofil na politické scéné,
musime zasadit do soudobého kontextu. Populismus je odpovédi na krizi reprezentaci
a legitimity voleb, stran a instituci. Tento lid se neciti reprezentovén. Podle Thomassena
vypadl z diskurzu viech politickych hnuti. A pokud v ném zdstal, pak ve formé, se kterou
se nedokazal identifikovat. Postupné se z demokratické politiky vytratil ,demos”, lid.
Populismus je toho ukazatelem.
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An issue of its own is the relationship between the people, that is “populus”, and its
representatives. This relationship is by no means unilateral. The representatives respond
to the people’s demands that it wants to be represented and has not found an answer in
political institutions. The core of this people which does not feel represented is the social
groups that have difficulties searching for a positive social identity, or in the case of the
so-called white men, they experience a sense of loss of the old status and changes of
the old order. At the same time, populos is constructed by a populist leader who actively
creates this people by assigning characteristics and themes to it. This leader is strongly
dependent on the people that they deliberately constructed, since the people has to
accept and find itself in the proposed image. One cannot exist without the other; they
both shape and keep each other alive. For this specific mutual relationship, according to
Thomassen, it does not make sense to attack the populist leaders for not representing
an actual people. They represent the people they themselves constructed. The answer
to this challenge of populism is to construct one’s own image of the people, one’s own
story, which for example is not exclusive but inclusive.

But this relationship between the people and its leaders is nothing new in society. It also
applies to the established political institutions, yet it is much more evident when it comes
to populism.

Although, according to Thomassen, to create one’s own image of the people is the an-
swer, it is necessary to acknowledge the dangers which populism brings to democracy.
Panizza sees one of the dangers in the demand of a part of the society (the so-called
people) to speak for the whole. One must constantly bear in mind that in democracy,
every citizen has the same rights. Populism breaches this by refusing to recognize the
so-called others who have not fit into the definition of the people, and by interpreting
democracy as the will of the majority.

Finally, one can paraphrase Panizza when saying that populism is not a problem but it is
problematic. We need to analyse it and observe its reactions, why it has appeared with
such force. How to make the people feel that there is demos in democracy?
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Samostatnou otazkou je vztah mezi lidem, tj. populus, a jeho predstaviteli. Tento vztah
v zadném pfipadé neni jednostranny. Predstavitelé odpovidaji lidu na jeho poZadavky,
které chtéji byt reprezentovany a v politickych institucich nenasly odpovéd. Jadrem toho-
to lidu, ktery se neciti byt reprezentovan, jsou skupiny ve spolecnosti, které tézko hledaji
pozitivni socidlni identitu, nebo v pfipadé tzv. bilych muzd zaZivaji pocit ztraty starého
statusu a zmén starych pofadkd. Zarover je populos vytvaren populistickym lidrem, ktery
tento lid aktivné vytvafi vlastnostmi a tématy, které mu pfipisuje. Tento lidr je na lidu,
ktery sam konstruuje, silné zavisly - lid ho totiz musi pfijmout, najit se v nabizeném obra-
ze. Jeden bez druhého tak nemdZe existovat; oba se vzajemné utvafi a udrzuji pfi Zivoté.
Pro tento specificky oboustranny vztah nema podle Thomassena smysl napadat populis-
tické lidry, Ze skutecny lid nereprezentuji. Pfedstavuji jimi samymi vytvoreny lid. Odpovédi
na tuto vyzvu populismu tak je vytvoreni vlastniho obrazu lidu, vlastniho pribéhu, ktery
napf. neni exkluzivni, ale inkluzivni.

Tento vztah mezi lidem a jeho predstaviteli ale neni ve spolecnosti nic nového. Plati
i u zavedenych politickych instituci, u populismu je vSak mnohem evidentnéjsi.

| kdyZ je ale podle Thomassena odpovédi vytvaret vlastni obraz lidu, je tfeba rozpoznavat
nebezpeci pro demokracii, kterd populismus pfindsi. Panizza jedno z téchto nebezpeci
vidi v pozadavku ¢asti spolecnosti (tzv. lidu) mluvit za spole¢nost celou. Je nutné mit
neustale na paméti, Zze v demokracii ma kazdy obcan stejnd prava. To je v populismu
nabourdvano zneuznavanim tzv. ostatnich, ktefi se nevesli do definice lidu, a interpretaci
demokracie jako vile vétSiny.

Na zavér Ize citovat Panizzu s jeho slovy, Ze populismus neni problém, ale je problema-
ticky. Je tfeba ho analyzovat a hledat, na co reaguje, proc se objevil v takové sile. Jakou
cestou dat lidem pocit, Ze je v demokracii demos?
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Global Challenges

for Rural Regions:
Structural Disadvantages
of the Countryside in

a Globalized World and
How to Approach Them

28 April 2017, Mirror Lounge

The countryside and the city evolve unevenly. Advancing globalization makes it increas-
ingly clear. The centre of development is in the cities and the periphery loses the possibil-
ity to fully take part in it. How to, despite this, create a sustainable and fair society in the
rural areas, was discussed by Milan Fta¢nik, former Mayor of the city of Bratislava, a so-
ciologist from the Charles University Libor Prudky, and a demographer from the Charles
University Jitka Rychtafikova.

According to Libor Prudky, while searching for the answer to the role of the regions in
a globalized world, one primarily needs to get to know the regions. He himself is the
author of several analyses dedicated to value structures in the regions, among those the
book called Peripheries, regions, values... (Brno 2017). This book served him as a basis
when showing, on the example of the Czech Republic, that there are many structurally
affected regions. When you value-analyse them, however, you come to the conclusion
that they can highly differ in their state of affairs. When comparing Moravian-Silesian
and Usti Regions, both of which are now affected by closing coal mines, there is confi-
dence of the populace in the ability to modernize in Moravia-Silesia, also thanks to the
tradition of mining and heavy industry. Usti is an example of a region with low confi-
dence in the ability to modernize. Prudky’s analysis in a way elaborated on the thesis of
a closed and an open society presented in the panel discussion dedicated to the impact
of neoliberalism on the citizens’ confidence in the European project.
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Globalni vyzvy pro
venkovské regiony:
Strukturalni nevyhody
venkova v dobé
globalizovaného svéta
a jak k nim pfristupovat?

28. dubna 2017, Zrcadlovy salonek

Venkov a mésto se vyvijeji nerovnomérné. Cim dal tim vice je to vidét s postupujici glo-
balizaci. Ohnisko rozvoje je umisténo do mést, periferie ztraceji moznosti se na rozvoji
plnohodnotné podilet. Jak i pfesto vytvaret udrzitelnou a spravedlivou spole¢nost i ve
venkovskych oblastech, se ptal panel, jehoz hosty byli Milan Ftacnik, byvaly priméator
mésta Bratislavy, sociolog z Univerzity Karlovy Libor Prudky a demografka z Univerzity
Karlovy Jitka Rychtarikova.

Podle Libora Prudkého je pfi patrani po odpovédi na otdzku role regiont v globalizova-
ném svété predevsim nutné regiony poznat. On sém je autorem fady analyz, které se
vénuji hodnotovym strukturdm v regionech a mj. autorem knihy Periferie, kraje, hod-
noty... (Brno 2017). Z ni také vychazel, kdyZ na pfikladu Ceské republiky ukazoval, ze
existuji mnohé strukturdlné postizené regiony. Pokud je v3ak podrobime hodnotové
analyze, zjistime, Ze jejich situace muaze byt i velmi vyrazné odlisnd. Pokud dojde na
srovnani Moravskoslezského a Usteckého kraje, které jsou oba postizeny dnes koncici
tézbou uhli, pak na severni Moravé Ize pracovat s dvérou obyvatelstva ve schopnost
modernizace, dané mj. pravé hornickou tradici a tradici t&zkého pramyslu. Ustecky
kraj je pfikladem regionu s nizkou dlvérou v moZnosti modernizace. Prudkého ana-
lyza svym zplsobem navazovala na teze k predstavé uzaviené a oteviené spole¢nosti
prezentované v panelu vénovanému vlivu neoliberalismu na ddvéru obcanl v evropsky
projekt.
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While Libor Prudky acquainted oneself with the regions with the help of the value
analysis, Jitka Rychtafikova examined the possible differences between the city and the
countryside using a demographic survey. One of the biggest differences, contrary to
expectations, was revealed by the examination of migration balance in relation to the
size of the municipality. The expectation was that rural municipalities, that is those under
19,999 inhabitants, would have a negative migration balance. But the data show the
opposite: the rural communities have on average a higher migration balance than large
cities. Generally speaking, the differences in demographic indicators according to size
categories of municipalities are not very significant. Possibly one of the reasons is the
small distance between villages in the Czech Republic which means a low number of
isolated locations.

Milan Ftacnik asked how to avoid or alternatively halt the polarization between the city
and the countryside. For this purpose, he works with the concept of the so-called urban
region which encompasses, in addition to the city, the surrounding area from which the
people commute for work, culture or social services. The EU calls it a “functional urban
area”. Ftac¢nik then claims that to have an even development, the city and its functional
area has to develop integrally. According to Ftacnik, it makes no sense for a city to make
decisions only within its borders because the city and the surroundings, with which it
forms a functional whole, affect each other. For this reason, he opposes the cities that
form a separate region. Under the terms of the integrated development of the so-called
urban region, he suggests you need to take care of the integration of transport, waste
disposal, polycentric urban development, but also a common development of educa-
tion. To do this you need to support the development of smaller settlements with a good
connection to the centre of the region, to prepare a joint developmental strategy and
to create an institutional base for the planning. Lest rural areas or regions get lost in
globalization, according to Ftacnik, there must be constant communication not just with
the centres but also between them.
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Zatimco Libor Prudky poznaval kraje na zakladé hodnotové analyzy, zkoumala Jitka
Rychtafikova moznd pole diference mezi venkovem a méstem na zakladé demografic-
kého prizkumu. Jeden z nejvétsich rozdild oproti ocekavani pfineslo zkoumani migrac-
niho salda v poméru k velikosti obce. Ocekavalo se, Ze u venkovskych obdi, tj. obci pod
19999 obyvatel, bude migracni saldo negativni. Ale podle dat je to naopak: Venkovské
obce maji v prdméru vyssi migracni saldo nez velka mésta. Obecné pak lze fici, Ze rozdily
demografickych ukazatell podle velikostnich kategorii obci nejsou pfilis vyznamné. Je
mozné, Ze jednim z dlivod( je mala vzdalenost mezi obcemi Ceské republiky, diky které
je nizky pocet izolovanych mist.

Milan Ftacnik se ptal, jak zajistit, aby nenastala, pfipadné nebyla prohlubovéna, polariza-
ce mezi méstem a venkovem. Za tim Ucelem pracuje s pojmem tzv. méstského regionu,
do kterého spada kromé mésta i okoli, ze kterého do mésta lidé dojizdi za praci, kulturou
¢i socidlnimi sluzbami. EU tuto oblast nazyva ,funkénim zdzemim mésta”. Ftacnik pak
tvrdi, Ze aby dochézelo k rovnomérnému rozvoiji, je tfeba, aby se mésto i s jeho funkd¢-
nim zadzemim rozvijelo integralné. Dle Ftac¢nika nema smysl, aby mésto rozhodovalo jen
ve svych hranicich, protoZe se s jeho okolim, se kterym tvoii funkéni celek, navzajem
ovliviuji. Z tohoto dlvodu se stavi proti méstiim, ktera tvori samostatné kraje. V ramci
integrovaného rozvoje tzv. méstského regionu je podle néj tfeba dbat na integraci do-
pravy, likvidaci odpadu, polycentricky urbanisticky rozvoj, ale i spolecny rozvoj vzdéla-
vani. K tomu je potfeba podporovat rozvoj mensich sidel s dobrou vazbou na centrum
regionu, pfipravit spolecnou strategii rozvoje a vytvorit pro toto planovani institucional-
ni zazemi. Aby se venkovské oblasti, pfipadné regiony, v globalizaci neztratily, je podle
Ftac¢nika nutna neustald vzajemna komunikace s centry, nejen mezi centry.
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Programme
Prague Social Europe Conference 2017
“Globalization and European cohesion”

27-28 April 2017

Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Czech Republic
Czernin Palace, Loretanské namésti 5, Prague

The European project has always been understood as a tool for improving quality of lives
of the European citizens. Recently, we can observe that this goal faces some serious chal-
lenges — whether in the form of globalization, lack of convergence within the EU, or ris-
ing social and economic inequalities. Prague Social Europe Conference 2017, organized
by the Ministry of Foreign affairs of the Czech Republic, Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung Prag,
Ecumenical Academy and Masaryk Democratic Academy, will explore these challenges
and answer some of the pressing questions as they pertain to social aspects of Europe.

27 April
EUROPEAN PROJECT COPING WITH THE GLOBALIZATION SETBACK

Globalization was always perceived as both a threat and an opportunity. However the
outcomes of globalization are recently seen as more bleak than exciting. The rise of pop-
ulism in the European states, financial scandals such as Panama papers or the increase in
Euroscepticism are all often interpreted as failings of globalization. How can we sustain
the European project in this environment? First day of the conference will focus on ques-
tions such as these.

15:30 — 16:00 Registration

16:00 - 16:30 Opening Remarks
Bohuslav Sobotka (Prime Minister of the Czech Republic)
Anne Seyfferth (Director of Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung Prague)
Vladimir Spidla (Director of Masaryk Democratic Academy)

16:30 — 17:15 Keynote Speech
Paul Mason (Visiting Professor, University of Wolverhampton; Freelance
Journalist)
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Program

Program
Prague Social Europe Conference 2017
~Globalizace a evropska soudrznost”

27. a 28. dubna 2017

Ministerstvo zahranicnich véci Ceské republiky
Cerninsky palac, Loretanské namésti 5, Praha

Evropsky integracni projekt byl vzdy chapan jako néstroj pro zlepSovani kvality Zivota
Evropan(. V posledni dobé vSak mizeme sledovat, Ze tento cil Evropské unie Celi vaz-
nym vyzvam, at jiz v podobé globalizace, nedostate¢né konvergence uvnitf unie, nebo
rostoucim socidlnim a ekonomickym nerovnostem. Konference Prague Social Europe
Conference 2017, organizovana Ministerstvem zahrani¢nich véci CR, Friedrich-Ebert-
-Stiftung Prag, zastoupeni v CR, Ekumenickou akademii a Masarykovou demokratickou
akademii, se bude zabyvat témito vyzvami a hledat na né mozné odpovédi.

27. dubna
DOPADY GLOBALIZACE NA EVROPSKY PROJEKT

Globalizace byla vzdy chdpana jako hrozba a zédroven jako prileZitost. V posledni dobé
se vsak zda, ze dopady globalizace jsou spiSe negativni a tento proces s sebou nese vice
problém( nez pozitivnich ocekavani. Vzestup populismu, finan¢ni skandaly, jako napfi-
klad Panama Papers, nebo nardst euroskepticismu jsou ¢asto interpretovdny pravé jako
selhdni globalizace. Jak zajistit, aby byl evropsky projekt udrzitelny i v téchto podmin-
kach? Prvni den konference PSEC se bude soustfedit pravé na tato témata.

15:30 - 16:00 Registrace

16:00 — 16:30 Zahajeni konference
Bohuslav Sobotka (predseda vlady Ceské republiky)
Anne Seyfferth (feditelka Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung — Praha)
Vladimir Spidla (feditel Masarykovy demokratické akademie)

16:30 — 17:15 Hlavni vystoupeni
Paul Mason (hostujici profesor, University of Wolverhampton; nezavisly
novinar)
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Grand Hall
European Union between Neoliberalism and Protectionism:
The European Project as a Victim of the Consequences of Globalization?

Almost ten years after the crisis, the world keeps blowing economic bubbles and con-
templating new crises. While the economic problems were systemic, the costs of the
crisis were born by ordinary citizens, mostly in deindustrialised regions due to austerity
policy largely encouraged by European institutions. Income and wealth inequality is ris-
ing and citizens have lost their trust in the benefits of globalisation and free trade, which
—for many — are closely linked with the European project. European citizens in particular
do not feel that the social order has become fairer and more equal which leads to criti-
cal political situations epitomised by the British referendum. What should be the ways
forward from this situation?

Chair: Ales Chmelar (The Office of the Government of the Czech Republic)

o Petr Druldk (Czech Ambassador to France, Political Scientist)
¢ Andrzej Leder (Professor, Polish Academy of Sciences)

Mirror Lounge
Populism - Challenge for the European Status Quo in both Good and Bad:
A Thorough Analysis of Populist Movements in the Western World.

In recent period there has been an obvious increase in anti-system sentiments, protest
vote, as well as anger, fear, insecurity, across the Western world. From Brexit referen-
dum to the recent U.S. election, populist and anti-establishment groups seem to benefit
from these trends, while left-wing and progressive forces, primarily social democrats,
socialist and labour parties, seem to be the main losers. How can populist challenges be
addressed without falling into the trap of overusing the term “populist” as an universal
delegitimizing formula? In other words, what can we learn from the populist era?

Chair: Katefina Knapova (Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs)

e Francisco Panizza (Professor, London School of Economics and Political Science)
* Vaclav Stétka (Lecturer, Loughborough University)
e Lasse Thomassen (Senior Lecturer, University of London)
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Velky sal
Evropa mezi neoliberalismem a protekcionismem
Evropsky projekt jako obét diisledkt globalizace?

Témeér deset let po konci krize, ve svété stale pretrvavaji ekonomické problémy a obavy
z dalsich moznych krizi. Zatimco ekonomické problémy byly systémové, tvrdé za né za-
platili obycejni lidé, zejména v méné industrializovanych regionech, a to kvali politikdm
skrtd, které podporovaly i evropské instituce. Prijmové nerovnosti stéle rostou a lidé ztra-
cf davéru ve vyhody globalizace a volného obchodu, které si mnozi z nich spojuji pravé
s Evropskym projektem. Evropsti obcané neciti, Ze by se spolecensky fad staval spraved-

referendum. Jaka cesta vede z této situace?
Moderéator: Ales ChmelaF (Ufad viady Ceské republiky)

e Petr Druldk (Cesky velvyslanec ve Francii, politolog)
¢ Andrzej Leder (profesor, Polska akademie véd)

Zrcadlovy salonek
Populismus - vyzva Evropskému statu quo v dobrém i ve zlém
Peclivy rozbor populistickych hnuti v zapadnim svété

V zdpadnim svété dochazi v poslednich letech k nérlstu protisystémovych nalad a stale
Castéji se setkdvame s Uspéchy protestnich kandidatd. Ruku v ruce s timto trendem také
stoupa nejistota a obavy z budoucnosti. Od referenda o Brexitu az po volby v USA, po-
pulisté a protisystémova hnuti posiluji, zatimco levice a progresivni sily, zejména socidlni
demokraté, socialisté a strany prace, naopak ztraci. Jak mdzeme pojmenovat a uchopit
populistické vyzvy, aniz bychom spadli do pasti naduzivani samotného pojmu populis-
mus jako delegitimizujici fraze? Co se mizeme naucit z éry populismu?

Moderatorka: Katefina Kiapova (Ministerstvo préace a socidlnich véci)

e Francisco Panizza (profesor, London School of Economics and Political
Science)

o Vaclav Stétka (vyucujici, Loughborough University)

e Lasse Thomassen (docent, University of London)
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28 April
“CENTRE - PERIPHERY” THROUGH THE OPTICS OF GLOBALIZATION

The concept of the centre — periphery cleavage is well known to both political scientists
and practitioners. Whether we take in a literal sense — e.g. looking at Prague, with over
170% of EU average GDP, comparing to 70% for the rest of the Czech Republic — or if
we change our perspective and look to a Europe as such. The idea of new EU member
states converging towards the standards of the Union remains ever-present in domestic
debate in these countries and in the EU as a whole. Exploring the concept of the centre
- periphery division would be a topic for the second day of the conference.

Maria Joao Rodrigues (Member of the European Parliament, Commit-
tee on Employment and Social Affairs)

Grand Hall
Toward Convergence: The Role of the European Union.
The EU as a Co-creator of Social Justice.

The panel will explore the role of the EU in ensuring social justice and promoting social
convergence among Member States. The proposed European Pillar of Social Rights is
often seen as constituting a step towards a stronger social dimension of the EMU and
the single market. There is renewed debate on more ambitious proposals, such as an EU
unemployment benefit scheme, as well as politically contentious ideas, such an EU-wide
minimum wage. Going forward, what is the appropriate toolbox for the EU to promote
social convergence? How viable is a vision of a common EU social policy? What are the
main political fault lines and how to overcome them?

Chair: Michal Sime¢ka (Institute of International Relations Prague)

¢ Laszlé Andor (Former European Commissioner for Employment, Social Affairs
and Inclusion)

e Allan Larsson (Special Adviser on the European Pillar of Social Rights, European
Commission)

* Terezie Pisafova (Representative to the European Parliament, Senate of the Par-
liament of the Czech Republic)
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28. dubna
+~CENTRUM - PERIFERIE” OPTIKOU GLOBALIZACE

Koncept Stépeni na centrum a periferie je dobre znamy jak politickym védctim, tak i sa-
motnym politikm. At jiz chdpeme tuto dualitu doslova a srovndvame napfriklad HDP
Prahy, které predstavuje 170 % primeéru HDP EU, se 70 % praméru HDP EU ve zbytku
republiky, nebo at se jiz divdme na Evropu jako celek. Predstava novych ¢lenskych statl
konvergujicich smérem ke standardu unie zUstdva jako zcela zasadni téma jak ve vnitini
debaté clenskych statd, tak iv Evropské unii jako takové. Debata o Stépeni na jadro
a periferie bude tématem druhého dne konference.

Maria Jodo Rodrigues (europoslankyné, ¢lenka Viyboru pro zaméstna-
nost a socialni véci)

Velky sal
Vstfic konvergenci: role Evropské Unie
EU jako spolutvirce socialni spravedinosti.

Tento panel se bude soustfedit na roli EU v zajistovan( socialni spravedInosti a podpory
konvergence mezi ¢lenskymi staty. Tuto debatu do velké miry strukturuje diskuze o na-
vrhovaném Evropském pilifi socidlnich prav. Tento pilif je ¢asto chdpany jako zasadni
krok smérem k posileni Evropské ménové unie a jednotného trhu. Otviraji se zde vsak
i dalsi témata, jako je schéma evropskych zaméstnaneckych benefit ¢i dokonce velmi
kontroverzni navrhy, jako napfriklad celoevropskd minimaini mzda. Kromé samotného
socialniho pilife je viak nutné rovnéz resit, jaké jsou vibec nastroje EU k zajistovani so-
cidlni konvergence? Jak Zivotaschopna je idea unijni socidlni politiky? Jaké jsou nejvétsi
hrozby a rizika pro dalsf vyvoj socialni Evropy a jak je prekonat?

Moderator: Michal Sime¢ka (Ustav mezindrodnich stavd Praha)

e Laszlo Andor (byvaly evropsky komisaf pro zaméstnanost, socidlni véci
a zac¢lenovani)

e Allan Larsson (zvlastni poradce pro Evropsky pilif socialnich prdv, Evropska
komise)

o Terezie Pisafova (zastupkyné pfi Evropském parlamentu, Senat Parlamentu CR)
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Mirror Lounge

Global Challenges for Rural Regions:

Structural Disadvantages of the Countryside in a Globalized World and How to
Approach Them.

With ongoing process of globalization, we discover that automatization tends to be
much easier in industries that are tightly connected to rural areas, leading to faster
decreases in job opportunities and in precarization in these areas. Economic structure
of cities is also more tightly connected with capital revenues and globalization. Both of
these factors lead to the reproduction of traditional “labour — capital” divide on a new
basis — “city — countryside”. Globalization creates clusters of effectivity and activity in
urban areas, leaving periphery to its own devises. How can we address this structural
pressure and create a sustainable and socially just environment for rural areas?

Chair: Markéta Vinkelhoferova (Ecumenical Academy Prague)

e Milan Ftac¢nik (Former Mayor of Bratislava, Slovakia)
e Libor Prudky (Sociologist, Charles University in Prague)
¢ Jitka Rychtarikova (Professor, Charles University in Prague)
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Zrcadlovy salonek
Globalni vyzvy pro venkovské regiony

Strukturalni nevyhody venkova v dobé globalizovaného svéta a jak k nim pfi-
stupovat?

S postupujici globalizaci zjistujeme, Ze automatizace byva vyrazné snazsi v odvétvich ve
venkovskych oblastech. V dasledku této automatizace viak dochazi k rychlejsimu dbyt-
ku pracovnich mist a ndrdstu prekarizace. Ekonomicka struktura mést je navic tésnéji
spojena s kapitalovymi vynosy. Oba tyto faktory vedou k rostoucim strukturdlnim rozdi-
[Gm a doplfuji tradi¢ni Stépeni , prace — kapitdl” o nové déleni na ,vesnice — mésto”.
Globalizace vytvéfi tzv. ohniska efektivity v méstskych regionech a ponechéva periferii

jejimu vlastnimu osudu. Jak mdZeme pracovat s timto strukturalnim tlakem a vytvorit
udrzitelnou a socialné spravedlivou spole¢nost i ve venkovskych oblastech?

Moderatorka: Markéta Vinkelhoferova (Ekumenicka akademie)

¢ Milan Ftacnik (byvaly primator mésta Bratislava, Slovensko)
e Libor Prudky (sociolog, Univerzita Karlova v Praze)
e Jitka Rychtarikova (profesorka, Univerzita Karlova v Praze)
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