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European Strategic Doctrine
Philosophy of the Series

Europe is entering an era in which its greatest challenges can no longer be understood or
addressed through isolated sectoral policies. Ethical uncertainty, democratic fatigue,
information disorder, cognitive dependency, technological disruption, financial vulnerability
and strategic insecurity are not independent crises. They are interconnected manifestations of a
deeper structural transformation affecting Europe's capacity to think independently, govern
effectively and act strategically.

This series of strategic papers is based on a simple premise: durable solutions require an
integrated framework rather than fragmented responses.

Each document therefore examines one fundamental dimension of European renewal while
remaining connected to the broader architecture of strategic sovereignty. Together they form a
coherent doctrine that links values, institutions, knowledge, economic capacity and security into
a single strategic model.

The doctrine adopts a long-term civilizational perspective. It does not seek to replace existing
democratic institutions or ideological traditions. Instead, it proposes a framework through
which Europe can strengthen its capacity for ethical reflection, democratic legitimacy,
independent judgement, technological leadership, strategic resilience and peaceful cooperation.

The series combines political philosophy, democratic theory, cognitive science, economics,
information studies, security strategy and institutional design. It is intentionally
interdisciplinary because the challenges facing Europe increasingly transcend traditional
academic and political boundaries.

Throughout the series one principle remains constant: Europe's long-term freedom depends
upon its capacity to think independently, decide democratically, act strategically and cooperate
responsibly while preserving the civilizational foundations upon which its democratic
legitimacy ultimately rests.

In this series, a doctrine is understood as a coherent framework of principles, evidence and
strategic objectives that guides long-term policy development. Unlike a political programme
or legislative proposal, it does not prescribe immediate actions but establishes a common
intellectual and analytical foundation upon which practical strategies and institutional reforms
can be developed.



Libertas - Europa

Conceptual Map of the European Strategic Doctrine

Every strategic doctrine should answer a sequence of fundamental questions. The present
framework is organised accordingly.

Fundamental Question Strateglc Core Objective
Domain
What is worth preserving? Ethlcal' Deﬁne Europ; s ?thl?al foundatlo‘ns‘, pubhc
Sovereignty interest and civilizational responsibility.
. Integrated 'Strengtl.len democratlchlegltlmagy by
Who should decide? integrating representative and direct
Democracy ; .
democratic mechanisms.
On what information Information Protect the quality, transparency and

independence of Europe's information

should decisions be based? |[Integrity environment

Develop cognitive resilience and protect
democratic judgement from cognitive
dependency and cognitive engineering.

How can Europe think Cognitive
independently? Sovereignty

Align finance with productive investment,

How can Europe finance |Financial . . .
innovation, human capital and long-term

. > .
its future? Sovereignty strategic priorities.

How can Europe protect ||Strategic Build comprehensive resilience capable of
itself while preserving Resilience and  ||deterring threats while making peace the
peace? Peace primary strategic objective.

Create a flexible constitutional architecture
that reconciles unity with diversity and
allows differentiated integration.

How should Europe be Modular
institutionally organised? |[Federation

The Strategic Logic
The sequence presented in this doctrine is intentional.

Ethics defines purpose.

Democracy provides legitimacy.

Information enables informed public debate.

Cognitive sovereignty safeguards independent judgement.

Financial sovereignty creates the capacity to act.

Strategic resilience protects the conditions necessary for freedom, prosperity and
peace.

Finally, institutional architecture translates these principles into a practical and
sustainable model of European governance.

YV VYVVVVYVY

Each document therefore addresses one strategic dimension while contributing to a unified
framework of European renewal. None should be interpreted in isolation. Their full meaning
emerges only through their interaction within the broader doctrine.



The Logic of the Doctrine

European Civilization
(values, identity, culture)

v

Ethical Sovereignty
(defines what should be preserved)

v

Integrated Democracy
(provides legitimate decision-making)

\4

Information Integrity
(protects the quality of public knowledge)

\4

Cognitive Sovereignty
(enables independent judgement)

\4

Financial Sovereignty
(provides strategic capacity)

\4

Strategic Resilience and Peace
(protects society while preserving peace)

\4

Modular Federation
(provides institutional architecture)

\4

European Renewal
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European Strategic Doctrine — Strategic Framework Overview

Strategic Central Stratesic Obiective Principal Main
Domain Question g J Instruments Document
Restore Europe's Human rights, public
. ) . ) > European
Ethical ethical foundations ||interest, civilizational )
. Why do we act? e oy 1 . ||Ethical
Sovereignty and civilizational  |responsibility, ethical .
Sovereignty
confidence renewal
Increase democratic ||[Referenda, citizens'
legitimacy through |[participation The European
Integrated . . ’ Model of
Who decides? |[integrated transparency,
Democracy . o Integrated
representative and  |laccountability,
. N Democracy
direct democracy ||subsidiarity
Media plurali .
e
. On what Restore trustworthy & Sovereignty
Information || . . . transparency,
. information do |public information ||. .7 .. |land
Integrity . information integrity, .
we decide? ecosystems e Information
public digital Inteori
infrastructure gty
. F
Strengthen Europe's COgmt.l Ve TESIICNCE, e European
o How do we - education, critical .
Cognitive . capacity for . . Doctrine of
. think . thinking, protection o
Sovereignty ||. independent » Cognitive
independently? ||. from cognitive .
judgement . y Sovereignty
engineering
Productive Strategic
Financial How do we Align finance with |[investment, Sovereignty of
. finance our Europe's long-term ([innovation, human  |[the European
Sovereignty L . . . .
future? strategic interests capital, strategic Financial
finance System
. Comprehensive The European
. Build . .
Strategic How do we . security, strategic Model of
o comprehensive . ;
Resilience protect our o . resilience, European ||Strategic
e resilience while . : o
and Peace civilization? . security architecture, ||Resilience and
preserving peace .
peaceful cooperation ||Peace
Create a flexible Modular Federation,
Institutional How should constitutional 'dlfferen.tlated A Modular
. Europe be framework Integration, :
Architecture . .. . o Federation
organised? combining unity constitutional
with diversity architecture
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Comprehensive Architecture of European Strategic Sovereignty

EUROPEAN CIVILIZATION
Values ¢ Culture « Human Dignity * Freedom

v

ETHICAL SOVEREIGNTY
Why do we exist? What is worth preserving?

v

INTEGRATED DEMOCRACY
Who legitimately makes decisions?

\4

INFORMATION INTEGRITY
On what information are decisions based?

\4

COGNITIVE SOVEREIGNTY
How do Europeans think independently?

\4

FINANCIAL SOVEREIGNTY
How do we finance Europe's future?

\4

STRATEGIC RESILIENCE AND PEACE
How do we protect society while preserving peace?

\4

MODULAR FEDERATION
How should Europe be institutionally organised?

\4

EUROPEAN RENAISSANCE
Freedom ¢ Prosperity * Resilience * Lasting Peace
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Cross-cutting Strategic Priorities

These priorities appear throughout the entire doctrine and connect all strategic domains.

| Cross-cutting Priority “ Role within the Doctrine

‘Human dignity HFoundation of all public policy

‘Freedom with responsibility HEthical basis of democratic society

‘Public interest HDemocratic prioritisation of common goods

lCiVilizational competitivenesslIPreservation and renewal of European civilization

lHuman capital “Europe's greatest strategic asset
‘Technological leadership HFoundation of future competitiveness

‘Economic competitiveness HFoundation of sustainable prosperity and quality of life

|
|
|
|
|
|
|Strategic sovereignty “Capacity for independent democratic action ‘
l
|
|
|
|
|

‘Information integrity HCondition for informed democratic decisions
‘Cognitive resilience HProtection against manipulation and dependency
‘Responsible solidarity HSocial cohesion through reciprocity

‘Strategic resilience HIntegrated protection of society

‘Lasting peace HUltimate objective of the entire doctrine

Horizontal Strategic Priorities

The doctrine is supported by a number of cross-cutting priorities that permeate every
document:

e Human rights and human dignity

o Public interest and civilizational responsibility
o Responsible solidarity

e Human capital and education

o Innovation and scientific excellence

e Technological sovereignty

o Strategic competitiveness

o Information integrity

o Cognitive resilience

e Democratic legitimacy

o Long-term governance

e Peaceful cooperation in a multipolar world
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One-sentence summary of each document

‘ Document

One-sentence strategic purpose

European Ethical Sovereignty

Defines the ethical foundations and long-term
civilizational priorities of Europe.

The European Model of
Integrated Democracy

Creates a democratic system combining representative
institutions with meaningful citizen participation.

Media Sovereignty and
Information Integrity

Protects the quality of information upon which
democratic decisions depend.

The European Doctrine of
Cognitive Sovereignty

Restores Europe's capacity for independent thinking and
protection against cognitive dependency.

Strategic Sovereignty of the
European Financial System

Aligns financial systems with Europe's strategic,
technological and human development.

The European Model of
Strategic Resilience and Peace

Builds comprehensive resilience to preserve peace,
freedom and long-term security.

A Modular Federation

Provides a constitutional architecture that reconciles

European unity with national diversity.

MASTER STRATEGIC EVIDENCE MATRIX

I. ETHICAL SOVEREIGNTY

Strategic Reflection

Has Europe's ethical and political

development remained aligned with the values,

priorities and long-term interests of its citizens and civilization?

Reflection AreaH Evidence H Strategic Reflection H Sources
Are Europe's declared
Demographic  ||Fertility rate, ageing, priorities compatible with its Furostat
sustainability  ||family formation long-term demographic
survival?
" Y
gletéieris p;?)ﬁg:: Do institutional priorities
Public priorities Y, & Yy correspond to citizens' Eurobarometer
health, family, cost of o
. priorities?
living...)
Civilizational  |[European Values Study / |[Which values remain stable
- EVS, WVS
values World Values Survey across European societies?
o Green Deal, Equality Which priorities receive the
Institutional - ... . European
. Strategy, Digital Europe, ||greatest political attention and .
priorities . Commission
etc. funding?
Public Budget allocation by Does financial commitment
. . correspond to declared EU Budget
expenditure policy area S
strategic priorities?
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Reflection Area“ Evidence | Strategic Reflection H Sources
Cuura |l paietion, [ Bope e Faros
continuity & g% crently UNESCO
language continuity?
) . Does education strengthen
. Educational achievement | .. oy o1
Education . . civic responsibility and long- |[OECD
and civic education o
term resilience?

II. INTEGRATED DEMOCRACY

Strategic Refle

ction

Do European citizens possess sufficient influence over decisions that shape

their future?

‘ Reflection Area H Evidence H Strategic Reflection H Sources
. D . h
Electoral Turnout in European ocs participation st‘rengt on European
. . . or weaken democratic :
participation and national elections legitimacy? Parliament
. Reof. SETIVT T b di fl
Direct democracy eferenda, initiatives, |How muc direct influence do IDEA
recall mechanisms citizens actually possess?
Cliltri(z)re)z:n Number, success rate, ||Is participation consultative or ||[European
o legislative outcomes ||genuinely influential? Commission
Initiative
e e e I lining trust reflected i
Trust Trust 1n 1nstitutions s dec ININE trust retlec edin Eurobarometer
democratic structures?
Rule of Law Is accountability applied European
Rule of L e . L
uie ot Law indicators consistently? Commission
. Does institutional integri
. Corruption . Y ntegrity Transparency
Corruption : reinforce democratic !
Perceptions Index International
confidence?
Democratic Comparison among  |[Which institutional models IDEA
participation Member States generate higher participation?

III. INFORMATION INTEGRITY

Strategic Reflection

Can democratic societies remain sovereign if their information environment

is externally dominated or systematically manipulated?
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Reflection Area H Evidence H Strategic Reflection “ Sources
Trust in media  ||Public confidence Does information strengthen or Reuters Institute
weaken democracy?
Media Ownership Who controls public Media Pluralism
ownership concentration information? Monitor
News Main sources of Which actors shape public )
. . . .. Reuters Institute
consumption information opinion?
Platform Google, Meta, How dependent is Europe on  ||European
dominance YouTube, TikTok, X |/foreign digital ecosystems? Commission
D1g1ta! . Market concentration Who. coqtrols information OECD
advertising distribution?
Disinformation |[Public exposure HOW res111er}t are 91t1zens Eurobarometer
against manipulation?
Algorithms Platform influence .HOW mpch prubhc d%scourse OECD
is algorithmically mediated?
IV. COGNITIVE SOVEREIGNTY
Strategic Reflection
Can Europe still think independently?
Reflection Evidence Strategic Reflection Sources
Area
Programme for Is Europe strengthenin
Education International Student  ||. p sihening OECD
independent thinking?
Assessment
Scientific Publications, ERC Does Europe remain a global European
excellence grants knowledge leader? Commission
Innovation Patents Is knovyledge co pverted into WIPO
strategic capability?
Al Al investment and Who develops Europe's future OECD
foundation models intelligence infrastructure?
ICT Cloud, operating Cal? Europe think mdependeptly European
systems, browsers, while relying on foreign digital .
dependency . Commission
search infrastructure?
Cultural Film, streaming, Who shapes Europe's cultural
. D . . S UNESCO
influence publishing, music imagination?
Registered lobbyin Who shapes European polic EU
Lobbying EISIeTe! yimng 1ap pean poticy Transparency
organisations formation? .
Register
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V. FINANCIAL SOVEREIGNTY

Strategic Reflection

Can Europe remain strategically autonomous while depending on external
financial and technological systems?

| Reflection Area “ Evidence “ Strategic Reflection H Sources

‘Reserve currencies HEuro vs USD HFinancial autonomy HECB

Payment systems \\;;]s;i’{gl astercard, Payment sovereignty ECB

Cloud infrastructure AWS, Azure, Google |/Strategic technological Synergy
Cloud dependency Research

. . ||Critical infrastructure |Who owns Europe's strategic||European

Strategic ownership . ..
ownership assets? Commission

Productlve R&D, venture capital Does finance support long- OECD

investment term development?

Industrial Manufacturing and Can Europe sustain Eurostat

competitiveness productivity technological leadership?

VI. STRATEGIC RESILIENCE AND PEACE

Strategic Reflection

Is Europe building the capabilities required to preserve peace through

resilience?

Reflection Evidence Strategic Reflection Sources
Area

Defence Defence expenditure Mlh‘.cary capability as one pillar of NATO
resilience

Technology Al, semiconductors, |Security 1pcrea51ngly erends on |lyecp

space technological leadership

Energy Import dependency Strategic au jtonomy fequires Eurostat
energy resilience

Critical Rare earths and Industrial security depends on European

materials supply chains resilient supply chains Commission

Industry Industrial production Economlc st'r('ength underpins Eurostat
strategic resilience

Public Peace, security, Do citizens support the strategic Eurobarometer

opinion

defence

direction?




Strategic Reflection
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VIL INSTITUTIONAL ARCHITECTURE

Is Europe's institutional architecture fit for democratic legitimacy, strategic
effectiveness and long-term renewal?

lReﬂection Area“ Evidence H Strategic Reflection “ Sources
Institutional Elected vs non-elected ||Where does democratic
. P . EUR-Lex
balance institutions legitimacy originate?
Legislative Delegated and Is decision-making sufficiently||[European
process implementing acts transparent? Commission
Citizen European Citizens' Can citizens effectively shape |European
influence Initiative European legislation? Commission
Access to documents, |[Is institutional power Transparency
Transparency . . .
lobbying sufficiently accountable? Register

Media freedom

Pluralism and freedom
indicators

Can democratic debate remain
open?

Media Pluralism
Monitor

Rule of Law

Annual reports

Are common standards applied

consistently?

European
Commission
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REFLECTION INDICATORS

‘ Reflection

H What should be examined?

Possible evidence

Politics of deception

Do public policies correspond to
citizens' priorities and declared
objectives?

Eurobarometer priorities, EU
strategic documents, budget
allocations.

Institutional hypocrisy

Are identical principles applied
consistently across comparable
situations?

Rule of Law Reports,
sanctions, official documents,
comparative case studies.

Systematic double
standards

Are similar situations treated
differently without objective
justification?

Comparative legal analysis,
sanctions, human rights
reports, case law.

Perversion of language

Have key political concepts
gradually changed meaning
through legislation and
institutional practice?

Comparative analysis of legal
definitions, policy documents
and institutional terminology.

Cognitive dependency

To what extent does Europe
depend upon external
technological and information
ecosystems?

ICT platforms, Al models,
cloud infrastructure, browsers,
search engines, social media.

Cognitive engineering

How strongly do algorithmic
systems influence perception and
public judgement?

OECD Al reports, DSA
reports, Reuters Institute,
platform transparency reports.

Information
manipulation

Is the public information
environment sufficiently
trustworthy?

Media trust, perceived
disinformation, media
pluralism indicators.

Strategic dependency

Which critical capabilities remain
externally controlled?

Energy, semiconductors, rare
earths, payment systems,
cloud, defence technologies.

Institutional opacity

Can citizens effectively
understand and oversee decision-
making?

Transparency International,
delegated acts, public access
to documents.

Bureaucratic self-
preservation

Do institutions increasingly serve
their own continuity rather than
public purpose?

Growth of agencies, delegated
legislation, administrative
expenditure.

Short-term political
opportunism

Do political decisions favour
immediate gains over long-term
resilience?

Public debt, R&D investment,
infrastructure, education,
demographic indicators.

Radical individualism
detached from
responsibility

Has the balance between rights
and responsibilities shifted?

EVS/WVS, volunteering,
family indicators, social
capital.

Fragmentation of the
shared civic ethos

Does Europe still possess
sufficient civic cohesion?

European identity,
institutional trust, social
cohesion indicators,
EVS/WVS.
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Reflection

What should be examined? H

Possible evidence

Cultural nihilism and
civilizational self-
denigration

Does Europe sufficiently preserve
confidence in its own civilization
while remaining capable of self-
criticism?

Cultural participation,
heritage indicators, education,
qualitative policy analysis.

Trivialisation of
education, knowledge
and culture

Is intellectual development
receiving lower strategic priority?

PISA, reading habits,
education expenditure,
cultural participation.

Mediocrity replacing
excellence

Does Europe continue to reward
excellence, innovation and merit?

Innovation Scoreboard, ERC
grants, patents, scientific
excellence.

Unlimited greed and
materialism

Does economic activity primarily
serve human flourishing or
financial accumulation?

Financial sector size, wealth
distribution, productive vs
speculative investment.

Financial speculation
detached from
productive value

Does capital adequately support
innovation and long-term
development?

Venture capital, productive
investment, R&D
expenditure, financial market
indicators.

Demographic
indifference

Are demographic decline and
intergenerational continuity
treated as strategic priorities?

Fertility, ageing, migration
balance, demographic
projections.

Superiority complexes
and paternalistic
international relations

Do European external policies
consistently reflect the principle of
sovereign equality?

Comparative analysis of
external relations, trade
agreements, development
policies.

Ethical relativism
preventing legitimate
public priorities

Can democratic societies still
distinguish between universal
rights and legitimate public
priorities?

EVS/WYVS, Eurobarometer,
comparison of citizens'
priorities with institutional
agendas.
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Principles of Interpretation

The purpose of this evidence framework is not to confirm predetermined political conclusions
but to support transparent strategic reflection based on verifiable evidence, comparative
analysis and democratic debate.

Individual indicators should not be interpreted in isolation. Strategic conclusions emerge only
from the combined assessment of empirical evidence, institutional analysis, historical context
and ethical reflection.

Throughout the series, descriptive evidence, normative reflection and strategic
recommendations remain conceptually distinct. Facts describe reality, reflection evaluates its
significance, while strategic proposals identify possible directions for Europe's future
development.

The Strategic Reflection Cycle

Reality
!

Evidence

!

Strategic Reflection
!

Diagnosis

!

Strategic Doctrine

!

Strategic Priorities

!

Institutional Reform

!

Implementation

!

Evaluation

!

Continuous Strategic Reflection

Strategic renewal begins with reality rather than ideology. Empirical evidence informs strategic
reflection; reflection enables diagnosis; diagnosis guides doctrine; doctrine shapes priorities
and institutional reform; implementation is continuously evaluated through evidence and
renewed reflection.
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Facts and figures — the background for civilizational reflection

oy ’ . oy . . . oy
Citizens’ Priorities vs. Institutional Priorities
WHAT EUROPEAN CITIZENS CONSIDER MOST IMPORTANT WHAT THE EU INSTITUTIONS PRIORITISE
% of respondents who mention each issue among Share of mentions in key EU strategic documents
the top 3 priorities facing the EU (Strategic Agenda 2024-2029, Commission Work Programme 2024,
(Standard Eurobarometer 100 - Spring 2024) and related flagship initiatives)

E Inflation / rising prices / cost of Iving | N N 2% ﬂ Green Deal / climate neutrality I 3%

€ Health I 36% {3} Digital transition / technological sovereignty [ INMMINNNEE 15%

Ja%  Poverty / social exclusion / inequality NN 31% 3% Equality / inclusion / human rights I 5%

o Crime / public security I 250 ° Security / defence / geopolitical stability NN 14%

@ The economic situation I 27 44 Competitiveness / economic growth I 1%

@ Immigration I 22 W% Social Europe / well-being . 7%

@ International situation / defence I 0% @ Global Europe / external action 6%

W Climate change I 8% T Institutional reforms / rule of law 4%

% Education 7% & Education / research / innovation B 2%

-

ML The functioning of democracy . 7%

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25%
% of respondents Share of total priority mentions
o Citizens are most concerned about everyday economic and social issues, . Citizens (Standard Eurobarometer 100 - Spring 2024)
while EU institutions focus more on long-term structural and strategic priorities. . EU Institutions (Strategic Agenda 2024-2029; Commission Work Programme 2024)
Source: Standard Eurobarometer 100 (Spring 2024); European Commission, Strategic Agenda 2024-2029; Commission Work Programme 2024.

Strategic Reflection (Evolution of European Public Value Promotion)

Over the past three decades, European institutions have significantly expanded programmes
and public funding promoting equality, inclusion and individual autonomy, while several
value orientations have evolved in parallel. At the same time, Europe's most enduring
civilizational values—family, health, honesty and responsibility—have remained remarkably
stable. This raises a broader strategic question: to what extent should democratic institutions
promote new normative frameworks, particularly those originating outside Europe's own
civilizational tradition, rather than primarily strengthening the values that European societies
have consistently preserved across generations?

European citizens consistently prioritise affordability, health, security and family, while EU
institutions place greater emphasis on climate transition, digitalisation and equality.
Education—foundational for long-term competitiveness, innovation and human capital—
receives only 2% of institutional attention despite its strategic importance.

The divergence is unlikely to be accidental. It reflects an institutional agenda shaped not only
by democratic preferences but also by regulatory frameworks, transnational policy networks,
organised advocacy and long-term political programmes. Ethical sovereignty therefore requires
continuous democratic scrutiny of how strategic priorities are defined, whose interests they
ultimately serve, and whether they remain aligned with the long-term public interest of
European citizens.



Green Deal / climate neutrality I 23

Inflation / rising prices / cost of lving I 420

- a
©  Health I 36 &} Digital transition / it ignty I 15%
& Poverty / social exclusion / inequality GG 1% &%  Equality / inclusion / human rights I 15
©Q  Crime / public security I 25 ©  Security / defence / geopolitical stabiity I 1%
@  The econmic situation I 27 @il Compatitiveness / economic growth I 1%
g  immigration I 00 ¥ Social Europe / well-being T
@  International situation / defence I 20% @  Global Europe / external action 6%
v  Climate change I 157 M institutional reforms / rule of law LI
™ Education 17 = Education / research / innovation - 2%
m The functioning of democracy I 7%
o% W0 20% 30% 40% 50% 0‘4 S‘% 10-6‘{. ‘.‘;3‘4 ?‘(;N. 25;‘2
% of respondents Share of total priority mentions

Source: Standard Evrcbarometer 100 (Spring 2024); European Commission, Strategic Agenda 2024-2029; Commission Work Programme 2024,

European Values Stability (1990-2020)

Share of respondents who say each value is "very important” in their life
100% 94%

i f_ ——e—53% 92% 1% —e— Family
92% — -~ oo ¥ 4
6% e e S e 0K —+— Health
- 8*@ — 7 .- 78% 83% —+— Honesty
2 . 79% o— — — . 76% .- T3%. . 79% —s— Respect for others
3 P
g 62% o— — 5 61% 60% = . 59% el Gremdonof ko
53% = 55% b4 56% S6% —s+— Responsibility
§  ao% 5i @ ) 53% s
5 46% — ———45%— —— .- — - 43% Peace
® —— Loyalty
20%
—s— Tolerance
= —+— Helping others
1990 2000 2010 2020

Source: European Values Study (EVS) 1990, 1999/2000, 2008, 2017/2020; World Values Survey (WVS) 1990-2020 (Europe aggregate).

Strategic Reflection (European Values Stability)

Over three decades, European citizens have consistently ranked family, health, honesty, peace
and respect for others among their most important values. These priorities have remained
remarkably stable across generations, national borders and political changes.

Equally significant is what does not appear among these values. Identity-based political
agendas, institutional identity promotion and other contemporary ideological themes are
absent from the values that Europeans themselves regard as fundamental. The data do not
show a European public demanding institutional focus on gender identity, sexual orientation
or other identity markers. These priorities originate elsewhere—from activist networks,
institutional bureaucracies and transnational policy communities—rather than from citizens
themselves.

If family and health remain Europe's strongest social values while demographic decline
continues, and if peace remains a core value while defence expenditure rises, the evidence
requires us to ask: in whose interest are institutional priorities defined? Ethical sovereignty
demands that public policy reflect the values citizens actually hold, not those imposed by
institutional or ideological agendas.
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FIGURE 16: TREND IN SUPPORT FOR EUROPEAN VALUES (1990-2020)
Share of people who believe each value is “very important” in their lives (%)
Source: European Values Study (EVS) 1990-2020

FIGURE 17: CITIZENS' ATTITUDES TOWARDS DIRECT DECISION-MAKING
Based on the OECD Trust Survey 2023/2024
Source: OECD Trust Survey 2023/2024

%
00| o) 93

olE——=tg t < 91 e Question: Citizens should have the opportunity
go | 87 : - i ﬁ to make direct decisions in referendums.

71
% "

60 | 59
54 53

k_,.’l.,a,—/"/"_’—‘ @ Agree ~88%
40 { 43
@ Don't know ~12%
0 ca
. v v = S T—— @ Disagree ~0-1%
1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 ° ..
VALUE i peCHANGE &
(in percentage points) e
0 Democracy 91 93 +2 OECD e@e A large majority of people
Q Haalth 90 91 1 citizens #@0 in OECD countries support
e giving citizens the opportunity
@ Environment 87 87 0 to decide directly in referendums.
'\ ) Tolerance towards others 79 78 -1 (The share of “Don't know” is ~12%.
@ Individual freedom 59 Al +12 The share of “Disagree” is below 1%.)
@ Responsibility 54 71 +17
© in 43 53 +10
Support for most European values remains high and stable. OJ There is strong support for direct decision-making, which can
The strangest increases are in responsibility and individual freedom. strengthen citizens' voice and democratic processes.

Strategic Reflection (European Values Stability)

Europe's core civilizational values have remained remarkably stable despite profound
political, social and technological change. The growing emphasis on newer normative
agendas therefore reflects institutional and cultural evolution more than a spontaneous
transformation of society itself. Democratic legitimacy depends upon strengthening enduring
civilizational values rather than gradually replacing them through political and cultural
engineering.

For three decades, Europeans have consistently ranked family, health, honesty, peace and
responsibility as their core values. These priorities transcend national borders, generations and
political changes.

Equally significant is what does not appear: identity-based political agendas, gender ideology,
institutional identity promotion. These are not citizen-driven priorities. They originate from
activist networks, institutional bureaucracies and transnational policy communities.

If family remains Europe's strongest value while demographic decline continues, and peace
remains central while defence spending surges, democratic societies must ask: whose interests
are served by ignoring what citizens actually value?

Strategic Reflection (Support for Direct Democracy)

Strong public support for direct participation demonstrates that representative democracy
alone is increasingly perceived as insufficient. Citizens seek not only representation but
meaningful influence over decisions that shape their future. Democratic renewal therefore
requires institutions that share responsibility with citizens rather than concentrating decision-
making within political and administrative elites.
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Direct Democracy in Europe: Opportunities for Citizens to Decide

Comparative overview of key instruments of direct democratic participation

PANEL 1 - CITIZEN POWER INDEX (0-10) PANEL 2 — AVAILABILITY OF DIRECT DEMOCRACY INSTRUMENTS

How much direct power do citizens have Share of countries where the instrument exists
to decide on important public issues? at national level (among EU-27)

o] 10

® ® Binding referendum _ 74%
Switzerland I ©.3 @0 (mandatory or optional)
2= Denmark L [J:¥

- Citizens’ initiative _ 59%
== Sweden L[} “® (national level) .
E® Germany I, 6.0 o\ Righ i
t to recal
s e . 8 4 ot |
B0 rreland 57 \?} (elected officials) 37%
B 0 France I .6
= Spain I 3 «®» Citizens’ assembly _ nak
f-\ (regular or ad hoc use) 9
B italy == oo (RN
R e 1 @ ire st |
== Hungary I 6 (local level)

'l Romania I 2.2 E-voting in national

o B E—
B cu ge (27) l 4.2 elections or referenda

0 2 4 6 8 10 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Citizen Power Index (0 = very limited, 10 = very strong) Share of EU-27 countries
Citizens in some European countries have strong CITIZEN POWER INDEX METHODOLOGY INDEX SCALE Notes:
constitutional rights to decide directly on laws and Composite index (0-10) based on the existence and strength of 2_;2 ::fy Aok « Data refer to legal frameworks in 2024
policies. In most countries these possibilities are six instruments: binding referencum, citizens’ initiative, right to : TS0e. * Some instruments exist only at regional

e 4-59  Moderate
limited or used rarely. recall, citizens’ assembly, participatory budgeting, e-voting. 2-39  Weak or local level.

0-1.9 Very weak + Use in practice varies significantly.

Source: International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance (IDEA), The Global State of Democracy Indices 2023/2024;
Venice Commission, European Code of Good Practice on Referendums (2020); European Commission, E-participation in Europe 2023

Strategic Reflection (Direct Democracy in Europe)

Opportunities for direct democratic participation vary considerably across Europe, while
many countries still provide citizens with only limited influence over major public decisions.
This diversity demonstrates that stronger citizen participation is both feasible and compatible
with stable democratic governance. Integrated democracy therefore seeks not to replace
representative institutions, but to strengthen their legitimacy by expanding meaningful
opportunities for responsible citizen participation.

88 % of Europeans believe citizens should have the right to decide directly on important
issues. This overwhelming mandate is ignored by institutional actors who benefit from limited
citizen participation.

The limited scope of the European Citizens' Initiative is not an accident—it reflects
institutional resistance to sharing power. Expanding direct democracy is not merely desirable;
it is democratically necessary.
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. . 9 aae
European citizens have
Who Decides aa War or Peace in Europe? o
very limited direct influence over
Decision-making powers at EU and national level decisions concerning war and peace.
1. DECISION-MAKING LEVELS AND COMPETENCES 2. PARLIAMENTARY APPROVAL FOR MILITARY DEPLOYMENT
i i ?
LEVEL  INSTITUTION /ACTOR WHAT THEY DECIDE LEGAL BASIS / NOTES Bossinationsal par iament;approval spply;
COUNTRY PARLIAMENTARY APPROVAL?
4 « Political decisions and strategies Treaty on European Union @ Yes, approval —
b Ye
European Union * Sanctions and restrictive measures (TEU) Title V required == Doy =
European Council / « CSDP (civilian and military missions) Decisions in CFSP** s Denmark Yes
Council of the EU « Military assistance, financing (e.g. EPF*) usually require unanimity ] Yes, inmost cases / == Finland Yes
« Diplomatic positions. in the Council. with exceptions == Sweden Yes
- —
Member States — « Miitary deployment and use of armed forces | According to national Eaverament decties. ' == Netherlands e
3 i parliament informed TS Ustall
Governments * Concludh d laws, or approval for long aly ually yes
(Executive) « Conduct of foreign policy deployments = Spain Yes
: 0 1 France Government decides;
Member States — « Approval required for military operations Requirements differ @ M. ot required Parliament informed /
Parliaments in most countries by country; in many states Unclear / “ approval for long
@ (Legislative) . gvarsigm and control of the exacutive approval is mandatory. c:;i;rcase deployments ‘
+ Budgetary approval . 2 mm Poland Mostly executive
B w (parliament in defined
» Collective defence decisions Decisions by consensus cases)
NATO « Military planning and cperations among Allies. Mok psiv reve ray = %
North Atlantic Council within NATO ISR QTSN ek = Hungary Parliament in defined
the general situation in 2024, iR
3. THE ROLE OF CITIZENS 4. KEY FACTS
Citizens have NO direct Parliamentary elections Only a small minority feels ' «‘ A o0
— Vvote on war or peace are the main indirect that their voice counts in % 1 I ! l ‘.‘
S/ ecisions in any A channel of influence. decisions on foreign . —_—
EU Member State. and security policy. There is no EU army EU decisions on National constitutions Democratic oversight
and the EU cannot CSDP missions require determine who decides and public debate
00/ 52(y 13 (y declare war, unanimity in the Council on war and peace. vary widely across
(4} () 0 by
Member States retain Every Member State Parliaments play a key :
52% of EU citizens say they have little or no influence on full sovereignty over can block a decision. role in most democracies. 1’3"‘5_9““5’ isnot
what the EU does. (Standard Eurcbarometer 100 - Spring 2024) the use of armed force consistent.
e, oy 5 Sources
European citizens have very limited direct influence over decisions concerning war and peace. + European Union: TFEU (TEU) Title V, CFSP legal framework
: y : " y N + National constitutions and parfiamentary rules (2024)
CIs| E ainly take el 2nts arilaments, v 2d tra enc ew 2Ct aemocratic ols,
Decisions are mainly taken by governments and parliaments, with limited transparency, few direct democratic tools, + NATO Parflamentary Assombly, Report 2023
and no EU-wide citizens' vote on military interventions or major peace decisions. + Standard Eurobarometer 100 - SPiNG2024 oo e e iy
**CFSP - Common Foreign and Security Policy

Strategic Reflection (Who Decides on War and Peace?)

Decisions concerning war, peace and military interventions remain primarily in the hands of
governments and parliaments, while citizens have only limited direct influence over such
choices. Although constitutional arrangements differ across Europe, the democratic
legitimacy of decisions with potentially irreversible consequences deserves continuous public
reflection. Integrated democracy therefore asks whether existing mechanisms provide citizens
with sufficient oversight and accountability in matters of peace, security and the use of armed
force.

European citizens have no direct vote on war or peace. Only 13 % feel their voice counts in
foreign and security policy. Decisions affecting millions—military deployments, sanctions,
alliances—are taken by governments with limited transparency and almost no democratic
accountability.

This deficit is not constitutional necessity. It is executive preference. As defence expenditure
rises, the absence of democratic oversight becomes increasingly indefensible. The question is
not whether security matters—it does. The question is why decisions of war and peace remain
exempt from democratic scrutiny.
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Trust in Institutions & Voter Turnout in Europe

Low trust — low turnout: a democratic warning signal

1. TRUST IN INSTITUTIONS (EU-27 AVERAGE, 2024) 2. VOTER TURNOUT TRENDS
% of citizens who tend to trust % of registered voters

e The European Union _ 47% European Parliament elections National elections (EU-27 average)
70% 70%
— . 61%  gge 2% 6% 1% g
TN National governments | 36° 60% FO% s 60% 2 gy
50% s0% 51% 52%
3 3 % 50% |
m National parliaments I 2 ) % |
40% 40%
ula The legal system I 1 |
30% \ Turnout at European elections fell 30% @g@ Tumoutinnational elections

y = from 61% in 1979 t0 43% in 20%4, Fgl has steadily declined from 62% |
P 1
Gl Resionsiorlocalathories I 30% o || I i st ] | e i o dci.

)

e0e .. .

itical parties 17%
= g  — 1979 1984 1989 1994 1999 2004 2009 2014 2019 2024 2000 2004 2008 2012 2016 2020 2024

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%  60%
Less than half of Europeans trust the EU, and even fewer trust o Trust in institutions is low, and voter turnout—especially at EU level—has been declining
national governments and political parties. for decades. Democratic engagement remains a major challenge in Europe.

3. THE RELATIONSHIP: TRUST AND TURNOUT GO TOGETHER 4. COUNTRY EXAMPLES (2023/2024)

Countries with higher trust in national parliament tend to have higher voter turnout TRUST IN NATIONAL PARLIAMENT VOTER TURNOUT
(national elections, 2023/2024) COUNTRY (% who tend to trust) (NATIONAL ELECTIONS, %)
—~ B80% am Denmark [ = e R = —— ==
5 o e C°‘“‘““S°7’.‘;“'m 4= Finland —— 50 —— 75%
3 ‘E 60% i T o = Netherlands  IEEECGNN 0% I 77 %
EE (strong positive
- i pot = S —aseemai N 71%
28 0% o " .. relationship) Semoary A%
i P e o Il France . 258% I 7%
o
2 5 20% .® . = B0 haly I 20% I 37%
ore trust,
g more participation, W Bulgaria — 3% — 26%
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% Il Romania 1% I 33%
Trust in national parliament (% who tend to trust)
Key message Sources:
Democracy depends on trust and participation. Strengthening transparency, + Standard Eurabarometer 100 — Spring 2024 (Trust in institutions)  « International IDEA: Voter Turnout Database, 2023/2024
accountability and citizen influence is essential to rebuild trust and increase turnout. - European Parliament: Historical voter turnout data (1979-2024)  « National Electoral Authorities (official results)

Strategic Reflection (Trust in Institutions and Democratic Participation)

Democratic legitimacy depends not only on elections but also on sustained public confidence
in institutions and meaningful opportunities for participation. Trends in electoral turnout and
institutional trust therefore provide important indicators of democratic resilience. Where
participation weakens or trust declines, democratic societies should ask whether existing
institutional arrangements continue to provide citizens with sufficient influence over decisions
that shape their future.

Trust and participation are inseparable (r = 0.73). Where trust is high, turnout is high; where
trust collapses, citizens withdraw from democratic life. Trust in national parliaments ranges
from 66 % (Denmark) to 11 % (Romania); turnout follows accordingly.

Citizens do not withdraw accidentally—they withdraw when they perceive that their voices
do not matter. Institutional self-preservation, bureaucratic inertia and the capture of
policymaking by organised interests have gradually alienated citizens.

The recovery of European Parliament turnout to 51 % in 2024 offers limited comfort. It
remains significantly below national election turnout. Restoring trust requires genuine
institutional reform, not communication campaigns.
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1. WHERE EUROPEANS GET THEIR INFORMATION

s - Europa

2. TRUST IN THE MEDIA

Main sources of news and information Share of respondents who tend to trust most news most of the time
% of respondents (EU-27 average, 2024) % (EU-27 average, 2024)
| @ i et 5 BY AGE GROUP 4= Finland 69%
and apps _ = Top 3 sources 8= Denmark L — =
18-24  25-54 55+ = Netherlands |G o
eesn I IZ Sweden N S ®
Social  Online
O ek Al R A El Portugal I 527
&%) Socisl media [ — : : .
0% | wen M H U2 v N 6% Tt e pads
varies widely across
YouTube / Video B Germany = ——————ssamni
o I Europe.
B YouTube/ . Online B France I 33%
8 Almost 7 in 10 pecple
; 2,f g nske = span I i
| @ Radio . o a2 = spal in Finland trust the
C———
2 BE naly 28% news, compared to
il T _ 16% s " = Greece I 2% less than 2in 10 in
| (mostly offline) Online  Social = : g
| Al nens I et Radio mm Bulgaria I 8% Bulgaria and Slovakia.
K (24%)
@ Podcasts I @20 (7% Em Slovakia 7
| Online blogs O% 0% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% B80%
& e onus I o Younger Europeans rely % of respondents
much more on social
media and video
| S R e R T e TREND OVER TIME (EU-27 AVERAGE)
Share of respondents (multiple answers possible] itizans sill prefer L R,
| raditional media. so% A% ey e kst e U
47% 46% 5% 46% has been gradually
45% a8 declining, with only a
0% slight recovery in 2023
KEY TAKEAWAY SUnGE x 2024, remaining below
TR i g o Reuters Institute Digital News Report 2024 o
| niine channels dominate information consumption in Europe, YouGov survey, EU-27 avamge) 30%
especially among younger people. Social media is already Base: 74,000 respondents in 47 markets, 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
‘ the third most used source overall. including ~1,500 in EU-27.
KEY TAKEAWAY SOURCE
| Less than half of Europeans trust the news Reuters Institute Digital News Report 2024
media. Low trust threatens social cohesion ;“i’;:‘;’;;’;;‘;f:d:m"e‘:f; o,
and the quality of democratic debate including 1500 in EU-27

| 3t Information shapes democracy. Europeans increasingly get their news online, but trust in the media
| ! Strengthening media independence, transparency and accountability

ains fragile

al for an informed and resilient democracy.

Strategic Reflection (Information Sources and Media Trust)

Europeans increasingly rely on digital platforms as their primary source of news and
information, while fewer than half express general trust in the media. This combination
highlights the growing importance of information integrity, media transparency and digital
resilience. Democratic societies should therefore continuously examine whether their
information ecosystem enables citizens to make informed, independent and evidence-based
judgements.

Trust in media has declined from 50 % in 2016 to approximately 30 % in 2026. Young
Europeans rely primarily on social media and video platforms—sources where algorithms
prioritise engagement over accuracy, polarisation over pluralism.

The decline is not evenly distributed: trust ranges from 69 % (Finland) to 17 % (Slovakia).
Media concentration, commercial pressures and algorithmic curation have eroded public
confidence.

Restoring trust requires investment in public service media, independent journalism and civic
education. Regulation alone cannot replace what has been lost.
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EUROPEAN INFORMATION ECOSYSTEM: EXTERNAL DEPENDENCIES

Share of dominant providers in key information domains (2024)

SHARE OF DOMINANT PROVIDERS (%)
I USA / ANGLOSPHERE W EUROPE (EU-27) I CHINA OTHERS

Search Engines g
sz N 1
Web Browsers 7
Mobile Operating Systems et
Global market share ~99% ! “ <%
Social Media Platforms | =
Public Cloud Infrastructure 70% |

Market share (laaS + PaaS) AL ‘
Foundation Al Models iE
Leading large language models ~60-70% ~10-15% ~15-20% ~5-10%
Scientific Publishing

International News Agencies Reuters, AP, Bloomberg AFP, dpa, ANSA, EFE Xinhua, CCTV ‘ it

Use by European media ~65-70% ~25-30% ~5-10% 5% |

INFORMATION DOMAIN

POOOOO® 0O

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
ll SOURCES
European Commission OECD StatCounter Global Stats Synergy Research Group Stanford Al Index 2024 Reuters Institute Clarivate / Web of Science
Digital Decade 2024 Going Digital Toolkit 2024 Search Engine, Browser, Cloud Market Share Al Models and Systems: WE Digtal News Report 2024 I Journal Gtation Reports 2024 |
DESI 2024 Digital Economy Outlook 2024 0S Market Shares (2024) Q42024 Landscape Scopus Content Overview 2024 |

@ Note: Shares are approximate and based on latest available data in 2024. "USA / Anglosphere” includes United States and United Kingdom providers.

Strategic Reflection (European Information Ecosystem: External Dependencies)

Europe possesses world-class universities, researchers and innovative industries, yet many of
the digital infrastructures through which information is created, distributed and consumed
remain dominated by non-European actors. Such dependence does not preclude international
cooperation, but it may gradually limit Europe's capacity to define its own technological
standards, information environment and strategic priorities. Information integrity therefore
increasingly requires not isolation, but competitive European capabilities in critical digital
domains.

Europe's information environment is dominated by non-European providers: search (90 %),
browsers (85 %), mobile operating systems (99 %), social media (70 %), cloud (70 %), Al
(60-70 %). European citizens increasingly receive information through algorithms developed
in California, governed by corporate interests.

This is not economic dependency—it is cognitive dependency. The absence of European
alternatives reflects a strategic failure: Europe has chosen regulation over innovation,
protection over competition, dependency over sovereignty.

The question is not whether Europe should regulate platforms—it already does. The question
is whether Europe will invest in its own digital infrastructure or continue outsourcing its
cognitive environment to foreign corporations.
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EUROPEAN CULTURAL AND INFORMATION EXPOSURE: EXTERNAL DEPENDENCIES

Extent to which Europeans encounter content, news and digital services originating in the US/UK (English-language) versus European and domestic sources

(@) v veowrom oo J(f3)  zwiscaoo ] (D) 2 ewscne [(@) + oo wasTcre o |
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KEY TAKEAWAY p WHY IT MATTERS STRATEGIC QUESTION
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| services originating in the US/UK and in English than to content o, read and search - influencing public debate, cultural ignty while ining open, cooperative and
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Strategic Reflection (European Cultural and Information Exposure)

Europeans consume a large share of their digital content, news and online services through non-
European platforms and predominantly English-language ecosystems. While international
openness remains a strength, high external dependence in strategic cultural, informational and
digital domains may gradually reduce Europe's capacity to shape its own narratives,
technological standards and public discourse. Cognitive sovereignty therefore requires not
isolation, but stronger European capabilities that complement global cooperation while
preserving Europe's cultural diversity and strategic autonomy.



1. TRENDS IN PUBLIC INVESTMENT PRIORITIES 2. CITIZENS’ PRIORITIES vs PUBLIC EXPENDITURE

EU BUDGET (EU-27) & MEMBER STATES - 2014-2024 WHAT EUROPEANS CONSIDER IMPORTANT
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Strategic Reflection (Public Investment Priorities)

Public budgets represent one of the clearest expressions of political priorities. Comparing long-
term expenditure with citizens' declared concerns does not determine which priorities are
inherently right or wrong. It does, however, provide a transparent basis for democratic reflection
on whether public resources remain aligned with the long-term public interest, strategic
resilience, technological competitiveness and the well-being of future generations.

Declining trust and uneven electoral participation indicate not only political dissatisfaction but
a weakening relationship between citizens and public institutions. Democratic resilience
depends less on electoral procedures alone than on the continuous perception that institutions
genuinely serve the public interest rather than institutional or partisan objectives.

Budgets reveal political priorities more clearly than declarations. Long-term expenditure
patterns show where institutions choose to concentrate strategic resources and which objectives
receive sustained support. Democratic accountability therefore requires continuous assessment
of whether public investment strengthens Europe's competitiveness, resilience and
civilizational continuity, or primarily reinforces institutional agendas.
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EVOLUTION OF EUROPEAN PUBLIC VALUE PROMOTION: FAMILY & CHILDREN (1990-2025)

Trends in societal values and institutional focus — with financial commitments

1. EUROPEAN VALUES STUDY (EVS): IMPORTANCE OF “FAMILY" 2. EXPANSION OF INSTITUTIONAL FOCUS ON CHILDREN & YOUTH
% of people who say “family” is very important in their life Key EU initiatives and policies
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91% 91% ﬁ European EUStategyon S EUYouth European Child ? EU Strategy on
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Source: European Values Study (EVS) 1990-2020 £ (EUR billion, current prices) Between 2014
EU FINANCIAL COMMITMENTS: FAMILY vs CHILDREN (2014-2025) 4  EAMILY SUPPORT & RECONCILIATION CHILDREN & YOUTH INVESTMENT % and 2025, EU
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o
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ide key EU progra ly support and to children & youth.

Source: European Commission ~ MFF 2014-2020 & 20212027, programme factsheets and budget documents

ework (MFF) 20142020 and 2021-2027 + mid-term adjustments.

To what extent should democratic institutions actively shape societal values and direct resources,
rather than primarily reflect those held by citizens and their communities?

Strategic Reflection (Family, Children and Public Investment)

Family has remained one of the most stable and widely shared values across European societies
for more than three decades. At the same time, institutional programmes and public investment
have increasingly focused on broader child, youth and rights-based policies rather than direct
support for family formation. This comparison invites democratic reflection on whether current
policy priorities and financial commitments sufficiently address Europe's long-term
demographic sustainability and intergenerational continuity.

While family remains Europe's strongest and most stable value, public investment has
increasingly shifted towards broader regulatory and identity-related agendas. This imbalance
does not diminish the legitimacy of individual rights, but it raises fundamental questions about
strategic priorities. Civilizational continuity ultimately depends upon supporting the institutions
that sustain future generations.
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EVOLUTION OF EUROPEAN PUBLIC VALUE PROMOTION (1990-2025)

Values in society and the expansion of institutional programmes promoting individual autonomy, equality and identity

1. EUROPEAN VALUES STUDY (EVS) 2. EXPANSION OF INSTITUTIONAL PROGRAMMES AND POLICIES
Importance of “freedom of choice” as a personal value (%) Key EU initiatives promoting equality, identity and individual self-determination
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Source: European Values Study (EVS) 18902020 Sources: European Commission, EUR-Lex, Official Journal of the EU

3. EU FINANCIAL INVESTMENTS SUPPORTING EQUALITY, IDENTITY AND INDIVIDUAL AUTONOMY
EU budget allocations (commitments, current pricesg prices)
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el Butdget ) ~0.17 billion per year (avg.) ~0.67 billion per year (avg.) ~2.19 billion per year (avg.) gt s s o)

To what extent should democratic institutions actively shape societal values
rather than primarily reflect those held by citizens?

Strategic Reflection (Evolution of European Public Value Promotion)

Over the past three decades, European institutions have progressively expanded programmes
and financial commitments promoting equality, inclusion and individual autonomy, while
public surveys show a simultaneous increase in the importance attached to freedom of choice.
These parallel developments do not by themselves establish causation, but they invite
democratic reflection on the appropriate relationship between public institutions, public funding
and the evolution of societal values. Ethical sovereignty requires that such influence remain
transparent, proportionate and democratically accountable.
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Common References for the Series

Volume 0 provides the common intellectual, empirical and institutional foundation for the
European Strategic Doctrine series. Rather than repeating references throughout subsequent
volumes, it consolidates the principal literature, legal sources, institutional documents and
empirical indicators on which the doctrine is based. This common reference framework
ensures methodological consistency, transparency and academic credibility across the entire
series while allowing each subsequent volume to focus on its specific strategic theme.

Key References
Foundational Legal Sources
e Treaty on European Union (Consolidated Version, 2016).
e Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (Consolidated Version, 2016).
e Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union (2016/C 202/02).
e European Convention on Human Rights.
Institutional Sources
e European Commission.

o European Parliament.
e European Council.

e Eurostat.

o Standard Eurobarometer.

e OECD.

o Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism.
e NATO.

e United Nations.

e UNESCO.

e World Bank.
e European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA).

Methodological Principle

Unless otherwise stated, all empirical evidence used throughout the series is derived from the
latest publicly available datasets issued by the above institutions.

2. Intellectual Foundations

Intellectual Foundations

The European Strategic Doctrine is grounded in established traditions of political philosophy,
democratic theory, strategic studies, economics, cognitive science and European integration.
Rather than advocating a single ideological perspective, it draws upon diverse schools of
thought to develop a balanced framework for analysing Europe's long-term challenges and

institutional evolution.

The selected literature reflects six complementary dimensions:



Libertas - Europa

The doctrine deliberately combines classical political philosophy with contemporary
empirical research. The selected works are intended to provide conceptual diversity rather
than ideological uniformity, reflecting different intellectual traditions relevant to Europe's
strategic development.

e Normative and philosophical foundations (Aristotle, Burke, Tocqueville, Arendt,
Rawls, MacIntyre, Havel);

o European integration and sovereignty (Weiler, Majone, Nicolaidis, Schmitter,
Bradford, Manners);

o Democracy and institutional legitimacy (Dahl, Barber, Pateman, Gutmann,
Habermas);

e Cognitive science, media and information (Kahneman, Lippmann, Herman &
Chomsky, Postman, Zuboff, Sunstein, Gigerenzer);

o Economics, competitiveness and innovation (Smith, Keynes, Hayek, Porter,
Acemoglu & Robinson, Rodrik, Mazzucato);

o Security, strategy and resilience (Clausewitz, Schelling, Liddell Hart, Gray,
Freedman, Mearsheimer, Waltz).

Together, these works provide the conceptual basis for analysing strategic sovereignty,
democratic renewal, institutional resilience, economic competitiveness and Europe's capacity
for independent long-term decision-making.

Political Philosophy

o Aristotle — Politics

e Burke — Reflections on the Revolution in France
e Tocqueville — Democracy in America

e Arendt — The Human Condition

e Rawls — A4 Theory of Justice

European Integration
o Weiler — The Constitution of Europe
e Majone — Dilemmas of European Integration
o Bradford — The Brussels Effect

Democracy

e Dahl — Democracy and Its Critics
o Habermas — The Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere

Cognitive Science
o Kahneman — Thinking, Fast and Slow
e Herman & Chomsky — Manufacturing Consent
e Postman — Amusing Ourselves to Death

o Zuboff — The Age of Surveillance Capitalism

Economics
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e Smith — The Wealth of Nations
o Porter — The Competitive Advantage of Nations
e Acemoglu & Robinson — Why Nations Fail

Strategy

e Clausewitz — On War
e Schelling — Arms and Influence
e Freedman — Strategy: A History

3. Institutional and Empirical Sources
Institutional and Empirical Sources

The doctrine is supported by authoritative legal, institutional and statistical sources to ensure
that its conclusions rest on verifiable evidence rather than opinion. Core legal references
include the Treaty on European Union (TEU), the Treaty on the Functioning of the European
Union (TFEU), the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, the European
Convention on Human Rights and major EU regulatory acts, including the Al Act, Digital
Services Act and Digital Markets Act.

Empirical analysis relies primarily on data published by Eurostat, Standard Eurobarometer,
the European Commission, the OECD, Reuters Institute, NATO, the United Nations and other
internationally recognised institutions. These sources provide consistent indicators on
demography, economic performance, technological development, education, public trust,
security, competitiveness and social resilience.

Whenever possible, the most recent publicly available data have been used. Subsequent
volumes reference these common sources, ensuring consistency across the entire European
Strategic Doctrine series.

Principal Sources

e European Commission.

o FEurostat.
e Standard Eurobarometer.
e OECD.

o Reuters Institute for the Study of Journalism, Digital News Report.
e NATO.

e United Nations.

o UNESCO.

e World Bank.

o European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights (FRA).
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