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The Ventotene Manifesto:
the Balance-Sheet
of the First Fifty Years*

MARIO ALBERTINI

Question: The Ventotene Manifesto is now fifty years old, and the
MFE is also close to this milestone. How do you think the balance-sheet
of our first fifty years stands; and, looking to the future, what do you
foresee for the next fifty years?

Answer: The balance-sheet for these fifty years is somewhat veiled
and hidden, as is always the case however when great historical alterna-
tives are incubating. This is because in practice, and within certain
limitations, the countries of Europe have obtained, through the present
Community andits phases of development, at least some of the objectives
which Spinelli thought should and could be achieved only by creating a
proper federation. The fact is that the sovereignty viewpoint has won
through - Italy, France, Germany, etc., remain sovereign states. Superfi-
cially one might think that the individual states, by acting in a certain way,
could achieve these results, namely the solution of problems for which
Spinelli held a federation to be necessary.

Europe has solved problems such as the rebuilding of a democratic
order and the containment of nationalism, corporatism, and so on. These
achievements were obtained because of a de facto unity, which at the time
was American, not European. The two great instruments of government,
military and monetary policy, were in the hands of the US for the duration
of the era of competitive bi-polarism.

In the subsequent phase, the so-called cold war, these powers were
very strong because the differences between each of our countries and the
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US was so great. This gulf was increased by the overwhelming need to
be united against Stalin, and so this meant that certain achievements were
obtained in Europe without anyone understanding on what basis they had
been achieved. The confusion is so great that, for example, faced with
events in Croatia, a Corriere della Sera journalist wrote, “Europe has
been sleeping, it is time to wake her up”, as if it possessed coercive
authority and military power. The UN did nothing because it does not
have coercive powers, and since there exists no defence sector in afederal
European state, internationally it is unable to do any more than it has
done.

For this reason, concerning the Ventotene Manifesto, it has to be said
that any assessment of the new historical orientation contained in the
Manifesto has to be substantially positive. It is true that we have not
achieved a federation. However in the real situation of Europe and the
world we have obtained the result that there has been unity, even if this
complicated unity: on the one hand European, on the other American, is
unquestionably due to America’s guardianship which imposed a unitary
orientation with regard to military and economic power. If we examine
the logic of things, the unity of Europe was necessary on military, and
economic and monetary grounds, in order for the evils that were afflicting
Europe at that time to be defeated. We have obtained such result in this
precarious manner - the real power was American.

The Community, the form which Europe gave itself, has allowed that
these results, these situations, are attributed to Europe. Hence what
remains of profound reality is as follows. These type of problems, which
were internal problems, the major internal problems of each individual
state, namely nationalism, corporatism, and so on, have been solved, or
temporarily solved, because unity has been achieved de facto on these
subjects. Hence the equivalence, unity = solution of these typical Euro-
pean problems has proved true. What is missing from the balance-sheet
is specifically the foundation of the European federation. But this is a
problem in which regard the Ventotene Manifesto is itself found to be
wanting. Spinelli himself admits, in his diary and in various other
writings, that at Ventotene he and Rossi did not foresee the fact that
Europe in the post-war period would find itself in a position of submission
to the US and USSR.

As aresult, Spinelli and.Rossi thought in terms of a repetition of the
post-First World War period. They imagined a period full of turbulence,
disorder and instability, which could be exploited by even a small
democratic revolutionary party. Hence the moralists’ accusations against

Spinelli of still being a communist. This was false.

There was no disorder in the post-war period because the national
powers were no longer the ones which had to resolve the problems of
order and stability. Real power, coercive and monetary, was held by the
USSR on one side, and the US on the other. In Europe these powers were
controlled by the Americans and the Soviets, and as a result there was
stabilisation and the forms of state were consolidated.

This I believe is the essential element for the balance-sheet of
Ventotene. To sum up, it is largely positive in the sense that for the first
time in the history of the world, great objectives of internal politics were
obtained at an international level. Hence by turning normal political logic
completely on its head. Spinelli realised at Ventotene that if the major
problems in people’s lives are to be solved, they must be tackled at an
international level, and that alternative forms of international govern-
ment must be created.

The situation which Europe has reached today is precarious. At this
juncture we can talk of a Ventotene II. The situation is precatious
primarily because there is no stability - the element that provides a
political formation with stability is lacking. In this instance it is difficult
to nominate Europe as such because it is not a state, nor even a system of
states, but halfway between a system of states and a federal system. In any
event the entity in question is hard to understand because it is not a stable
figure in the history of statehood. The mostevident defectis precisely that
these political situations are precarious. They are becoming even more
precarious today than they were in the past. As long as American power
over defence and monetary policy existed, unity was imposed from the
outside, and Europe was de facto in a situation of unity. Since the
international situation has changed profoundly, Europe must, at least in
part, resolve on its own problems involving military, and economic and
monetary power.

Europe is trying to do this, but it is not succeeding. It can not succeed
because, now that the US is disengaging, such tasks fall to Europe to
manage on its own. But Europe can not manage them because the
problem is not, as journalists believe, simply a question of ‘“‘waking
Europe up”, but constructing a coercive power in Europe. International
politics has changed profoundly. Precisely for this reason I believe that
we need to talk of Ventotene II. Our countries’ great problems of
government are increasingly international problems. This is true for the
problem of political organisation in Europe. The Russian power over
Eastern Europe does not exist any more. The American supremacy does
































































































