This is a modified version of the section of the Diem25 platform entitled “A non-aligned
Europe”. The full text of the manifesto itself is reproduced here.

Nicolas has added draft ‘talking points’ highlighted in light grey. This is the text we are
working on. Feel free to modify or add to the text.

We also added some notes, highlighted in blue, during the meeting. These were put forward
by participants in the meeting and summarised here. They should be worked into the text.

A Non-Aligned Europe

Europe is simply a follower of the United States on all matters that affect international
affairs, global trade, and the economy. America bans Huawei, so do we. The United States
Congress introduces unilateral sanctions, so do we. The White House deems China a
strategic threat, so do we. A continent that was once at economic parity with the United
States, is now languishing behind. All the while, in the digital domain, we keep being
dominated by large US technology companies.

As we cast our eyes to the next decade, we see a strong possibility of the emergence of
military blocs, headed by the United States on the one hand, and People's Republic of China
on the other: generating a wave of destructive forces, from a New Cold War to an upsurge of
regional conflicts. These destructive forces risk diverting global action away from
cooperation on planetary challenges such as the climate catastrophe.

We believe that lasting peace and prosperity can be achieved only by replacing all military
blocs with an inclusive international security framework that de-escalates tensions, expands
freedoms, fights poverty, halts exploitation, pursues social and environmental justice, and
ends the domination of one country by another. We are for peace and against war.

This means pursuing a policy of political and military Non-Alignment for Europe. It does not
mean being neutral in the face of aggression, but instead, flexibility to pursue pathways to
peace even if this means going against the interests of global powers.

NATO membership, however, stands in the way of advocating for an independent foreign
policy for Europe. We would thus introduce an alternative Common Security and Defence
Policy for the European Union that will seek to decouple Europe from NATO. Key elements of
this programme would include:

1. Narrowing down the mission of the European External Action Service (EEAS) to
strictly diplomatic means.

The EU effectively does not, currently, have its own security policy. Its policy decisions
essentially support NATO policies or the consensus position among member states. The



resulting policy is not so much, therefore, a policy aimed at EU security. For instance, the EU,
for instance, was entirely inactive in the run up to the recent international conflicts in the
European periphery, such as the war in Nagorno-Karabakh, the Ukraine war and the war in
Gaza. The EU could have played a role to prevent each of these conflicts, but it failed to do
so.

Under such conditions, leaving the military option in the EU’s policy toolkit increases the risk
of armed conflict on the continent, rather than reduce it.

2. Ending formal cooperation of EEAS with NATO, including terminating dual EEAS/NATO
command and communication structures

The EU is currently subservient to NATO, should be independent
NATO is pushing us to war

The EU maintains a very close cooperation with NATO. This does not appear in the form of
joint institutions, because some of the EU’s members are not NATO members. However, the
two organisations are in fact embedded to the point that it is inconceivable to develop EU
security or peace strategies that are not compatible with, or in support of NATO strategies.

Cooperation is close at the political level, with regular summits and joint declarations and
initiatives.

Among other aspects of this cooperation, the two institutions have set up a framework for
operational cooperation as well (“Berlin Plus” in the jargon). It allows NATO to put its
facilities and infrastructure at the service of the EU to carry out military operations in the
context of “crisis management”. Though such arrangements are presented as a support to
the EU, they also ensure that infrastructure is shared, so that the EU is effectively dependent
on NATO.

Permanent military liaison arrangements have thus been established to facilitate
cooperation at the operational level. A NATO Permanent Liaison Team has been operating at
the EU Military Staff since 2005 and an EU Cell was set up at SHAPE (NATQ's strategic
command for operations in Mons, Belgium) in 2006.

For more information on EU-NATO cooperation: EU-NATO cooperation - Consilium

!euroga.eu!

However, NATO has clearly repeatedly failed to guarantee peace and security in Europe.
Instead of addressing the security needs of individual states and of the continent as a whole,
this organisation has accentuated the fracture within the continent and has promoted unity
through fear and confrontation with an enemy and rearmament.

Furthermore, relying on NATO for Europe’s security is ill-advised for another reason. Tthe
organisation is entirely reliant on the USA for its political cohesion and operational
capabilities. A change of priorities in the USA, such as a pivot away from Europe, could
jeopordize NATQ'’s integrity and hence the continent’s security.


https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/defence-security/eu-nato-cooperation/#seven
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/policies/defence-security/eu-nato-cooperation/#seven

3. Strengthening arms control protocols in Europe, starting with the adoption of the
Treaty on Prohibition of Nuclear Weapons across the continent.




4. Managing conflicts through a reformed United Nations (UN) and transfer planning
and control of existing European military and civilian missions to the UN







