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HELPING TO UNITE EUROPE 

Without the Social Democrats the problems of Europe, and especially of Austria, can
not be solved. The Social Democrats are now stronger than our political opponents 
would like us to be - more alive than many contemporary historians have predicted 
and more needed than even some of us want to believe. 

Some academics voice the opinion that the historic role of the Social Democrats is 
exhausted and that they have reached the end of their way. I am of a different opin
ion. Social Democrats are no less important than they were at the time when in Aus
tria our grandfathers set out with Victor Adler to unite the Party and to fight togeth
er for basic workers' rights. 

It is clear that the challenges of today are quite different. Thanks to our policies the 
emancipation of the oppressed working people in our country has been achieved. But 
today we face issues for which yesterday's solutions are no use. Recourse to the past 
cannot guarantee a future for Social Democrats or for our society. This is not only 
because environmental, security and employment issues are now the most important, 
but also because the end of the cold war and the collapse of the traditional blocs have 
brought about a host of serious new problems, for instance in the successor states of 
the former Soviet Union as well as in the rest of Europe. 

Moreover, the continuing integration in the west of our continent and the estab
lishment of the single market and the future political union in Europe are confronting 
our country with completely new questions. 

In addition there is the immeasurable suffering in the territories of the former 
Yugoslavia, where 90 per cent of the population are subject to the insanity of the 10 
per cent who are warmongers, nor can we disregard Somalia, Angola, Sudan, Cambo
dia, Georgia, Nagorno-Karabakh and the still unsolved problem of the Middle East. 

When, if not on questions of such complexity, when, if not now, are Social Democ
rats called on to come up with solutions? It is not simply a matter of updating, or even 
preserving, previous achievements - it is not in these areas that the main challenges 
for Social Democrats are to be found today. Where questions arise that demand a full, 
qualitative and humane answer, that is where the challenge lies. The Social Democ
rats, with their traditional values of humanity and equality, liberty and solidarity are 
best placed to find answers to these questions, and in such a way that the ensuing bur
den does not work out to the disadvantage of many and the advantage of a few. 

If you want to tackle such questions successfully, there is a need not only for tradi
tional values but also for ideas for the future. 

But it cannot suffice politically to develop visions for the future. A forward-looking 
policy must today come up with the initiatives necessary to solve the problems of 
tomorrow or the day after. Politically this means nothing less than adopting a posi
tion, initiating developments and providing proposals that may seem utopian now. 
By continuous effort and commitment, circumstances will so change that they become 
a reality before long. 

I myself have started up a whole range of such projects which lead us straight to the 
future. They are not, or not only, on questions of technology, but also on questions 
relating to the organisation of our shared future and our future economies. 

Some years ago I proposed the creation of a nuclear-free zone in central Europe. At 
the beginning I was patronised for this. A former high-ranking member of the Czecho
slovak government asked me once if I didn't have any other hobbies. This was no 
hobby, but he was right insofar as the issue of nuclear power is a very real concern of 
mine. The consequences of the Chernobyl disaster have been so devastating, and recent 
horror stories have reconfirmed that nobody can in good faith condone nuclear energy. 
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nice coincidence, but it ought not to be the only reason for appointing someone. 
Many patriotic business people give up their hard pressed time to sit on government 

committees and boards. Contrary to public perception, it is sometimes hard to get 
qualified business people to help out government because it calls on their valuable 15 

time and can cost them money and privacy. 
Labour's disclosure policy will make government more transparent, and hopefully 

will bring back some trust in the political process. We have reached a situation in New 
Zealand in which the very idea of government - of the parliamentary democracy that 
has served this country and so many other countries so well - is under threat. That is 
a betrayal that may take a generation to rectify. When I became a member of parlia
ment 20 years ago, I was proud to be called a public servant. I was proud to be a part 
of an institution at the centre of all the great concerns of the people. I was proud to 
be a member of the House of Representatives. Not so today. 

If the principle of government perishes, if people do not have confidence in the concept 
of government itself, there is little hope for parties such as mine that see government 
as an instrument of common good, that see the government as being on the side of 
the people. 

The 1980s will be remembered as the age of corporate capitalism and the entrepre
neur. I have no complaints about that. We need the skills of the entrepeneurs. We 
need their energy. We need the jobs they create. But the 1980s also exposed an omi
nous line of thinking: that all private enterprise is good, thus all government service 
is bad. 

People started questioning the skills and contribution of public servants. The view 
gained currency that if people were really any good at their jobs, they would work for 
themselves or in private enterprise rather than for the Treasury or the Department of 
Social Welfare. 

The biggest problem is not finding a solution to unemployment, or creating a new 
national park or doing away with the Employment Contracts Act, all of which we can 
do. The biggest problem is regaining the confidence of the people and trust in our sys
tem. The concept of government has evolved over many hundreds of years as an instru
ment of collective security. Our challenge is to rebuild the sacred social contract between 
the people and their government. 

Democracy must be more than something you do on election day. 
My call is for a fresh form of civic engagement and civic responsibility, where peo

ple control more of their destiny at the workplace, in their schools, and have real social 
security in their homes. Citizenship in a free society is not only about civil and legal 
rights, nor even political rights. It's about social rights. Everyone has the legal right to 
stay at the best hotel or shop at the best store. We can ensure there is no legal imped
iment because of race or gender. But unless the struggle for social rights is maintained 
and advanced, then citizens cannot fully extend themselves or exercise their civil rights 
and liberties with certainty and economic security. 

We must heed the lessons of history and of our own shortcomings and failures. I 
believe in a democratic form of government and a parliamentary form of democracy. 
It is more than just a matter of principle. It is a matter of organisational and mana
gerial fact. 

It is based on the premise that people who are involved and who own part of their 
enterprise or their home control their own future. They can manage themselves better 
because of ownership. It is based on the premise that the country does not belong to 
the government. Even less does it belong to the cabinet. It belongs to the people. ■






































































































