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Looking at Europe From Europe Day
The integration of the European Union (EU) did not happen over night 
Wu Chih-chung (EUSA secretary general): I would first like to briefly introduce Europe Day. Europe Day has a great deal to do with the European Union. Aside from marking the birth of the EU it is also held to commemorate the architects of the EU, Jean Monnet and Robert Schuman, who single-handedly launched the European project. 
Schumann was French foreign minister (during the de Gaulle era), while MOnnet served as a foreign ministry consultant. After the end of World War II enmity between Germany and France was deep-seated. As you all know, the two wars that caused the most deaths of any war erupted in Europe. A total of 20 million people died in World War I, while World War II claimed the lives of 60 million people. Therefore, we can understand depth of animosity between Germany and France. In order to promote peace in Europe, Monnet and Schuman hoped to be able to foster reconciliation between Germany and France, and therefore launched the building process which led to the formation of the European Union. On May 9, 1950 Schuman made a declaration in Paris advocating the establishment of the European Coal and Steel Community, the precursor of today’s EU. 
The establishment of the EU did not happen over night, but was completed through the signing of treaties, frequent interaction and discussion, and the renunciation of war as a means to solve conflicts. The entire process developed quickly. As a result, the European leaders decided in 1972 to designate May 9 as Europe Day. Given that in 1950 Franco-German relations were still chilly, how could we have imagined that in 2004 a draft European Constitution would be under serious consideration. 
(At its summit) in Rome in 2004 the EU adopted the Treaty Establishing a Constitution for Europe, but this does not mean that the adoption of the European Constitution has been completed as it must still be sent back to the member countries for approval by referendum. The biggest variable now is France, as the latest opinion polls indicate the country may veto the European Constitution on May 29 this year. If the European Constitution is not adopted, this does, of course, not mean that the EU is dead. It only means that everyone goes back to the previous treaty and the process slowly starts over again. 
Europe Day amounts to Europe’s national day. Over the years, the EU has every year released a different anniversary slogan to commemorate Europe Day. The EU advocates respect for diversity and seeks the greatest common interest. These are the best education and values that the EU can give us. Human society today is able to prosper and be civilized because it is a diverse society. Only if we continue to respect diversity will human civilization be able to continue to develop and to create a bright and prosperous future. 
From the “true self” to a “self that is not about me” 
Cheng Li-chiun (National Youth Commission minister): The process of European integration in the 20th century was actually a very delicate process of democratic operations. The entire operation surpassed national frameworks. The formation of the EU was a delicate integration process among states and also a mammoth project in terms of political and economic development of human society. Assuming one would want to undertake such an integration project if the European countries were not democratic state, then it would probably turn into a big disaster, because it would likely be a forced process. This also is what makes the EU so precious. EU integration established a model amid the democratic trend of human society. 
Speaking of my European experience, I went to Europe in 1993, the year after the Maastricht Treaty was adopted. In Taiwan I studied philosophy. When I arrived in France I harbored a longing to study films and particularly adored French films. But when I was there I was, nonetheless, deeply attracted by the nation’s tradition of humanist thought. At the time I deeply felt that the philosophy that I studied in Taiwan was actually some sort of archeological work on philosophy and not true philosophy. But in Europe, philosophical thinking is still pretty much alive and kicking. In European history the force of humanist thought has had a very important influence. Consequently continued to delve into philosophy. I returned to Taiwan only in 2001 after the ruling party had changed, hoping to be able to participate in Taiwan’s democratization process. 
We could say that my seven or eight years of studying in Europe were a time of self-exploration. During that period in my life I established a “true self,” that is a thinking subject. But after returning to Taiwan in 2001, I again returned to the life that I led before leaving Taiwan, and was very eager to do something. The self that wanted to do something definitely wasn’t about me. You are probably familiar with this way of putting it, as this is what Lee Teng-hui was talking about when he said he discovered that the latter half of his life was not about Lee Teng-hiu, meaning a Lee Teng-hui that does not belong to “the smaller self Lee Teng-hui,” but to the “the bigger self Lee Teng-hui.” Now that I have gotten inside the government, I also maintain such a mindset. Since I joined the Cabinet team coming from the student movement outside the establishment, a lot of people have asked me whether I will deviate from my past thinking. My stance is very simple. The self that has plunged into public affairs is my bigger self, it is equally me, but a “self that is not about me.”
From the subjectivity of individual thought to the subjectivity of the public sphere
The most beneficial aspect of studying in Europe for me was seeing the breeding ground behind European democratic culture as well as the influence exerted by humanist thought at the grassroots level. In terms of thought and culture, the Europeans several centuries ago freed themselves from old systems and relationships of rule, which also meant that human thinking and subjectivity were freed from a bigger self. It was a process of generating the modern subject. The entire process from the reform of religion, philosophy, art, and culture in the Renaissance era to the development of political thought and revolutionary action, the founding of political parties and the building of representative systems of modern democracy takes man as its subject. The subjectivity of the smaller self was anchored in culture, art, science, and philosophical thought, meaning that its place within the universe and nature was established and was different to the subjectivity in the theocratic world of the past. The smaller self was no longer dominated by rulers. The subjectivity of this smaller self expanded into political society, establishing some sort of public, collective subjectivity in the public sphere of society. The establishment of the former – the subjectivity of the smaller self-is the very crucial breeding ground and nourishment for the birth of the latter – public subjectivity. 
In contrast, Taiwan’s democratization lacks a process that springs from the subjectivity of individual thinking. It also lacks the experience of establishing subjectivity in the public sphere of society. As a result our democracy feels very hollow as numerous phenomena in politics are immensely immature. Therefore, progress needs to be dynamic and must evolve. If we lack a rich cultural breeding ground as a basis for our systemic reforms, deepening democracy will be difficult. 
Salons and coffee houses 
I will cite another example. From the perspective of cultural history, the salons that sprung up in Italy during the Renaissance era played quite an important role within the Old Order environment of that time. The salon culture fostered the creation of knowledge and its disseminated to other European countries, thus exerting wide-ranging influence. In the Paris of the 17th century, it was first of all women from the aristocracy who stepped out of the stately mansions and palaces of their social class to serve as the hosts of salons, enabling people from different classes such as philosophers, thinkers, and even business people to engage in debate. A lot of modern thought was developed here. Salons were for example also major bases for the very important Enlightenment movement of the 18th century. At the time many philosophers and thinkers depended on the tacit support of these upper class women. Baron de Montesquieu’s (1689 – 1755) work “The Spirit of the Laws” was first read at a very renowned salon. Salons were an extremely important condition for the dissemination of culture at the time and one of the roots of change that affected the entire social structure. I would like to emphasize in particular that many people don’t know at all what an important role European women played amid the forces that liberalized the old order. Were it not for the aristocratic women who came out to promote a free, open, democratic space for dialogue at the time, the development of (philosophical and political) thinking would probably not have progressed as quickly as it did. 
Coffee houses also played a very important role in history. They emerged in the latter period of the salon culture. While salons were somewhat more in the sphere of the nobles and intellectuals, coffee houses were the sites of dialogue and debate among ordinary citizens. France’s first coffee house was relocated from Italy to Paris during the 17th century and in the 18th century quickly became a literary café for thinkers. “Literary” here encompasses all philosophical, scientific, and political thinking. At the café thinkers held direct dialogue with members of the public. (French philosopher and author) Voltaire (1694 – 1778) even moved his desk to the coffee house. The French Revolution erupted on a plaza just a few hundred meters away from it. The forces of thinking and humanist debate are one of the bases for complete political, economic, and social change. More importantly, they take the people as the subjects of action. 
