
un long processus continu d’apprentissage et d’expérimentation à la grandeur du
continent.

Cet ouvrage est ainsi stimulant et rafraîchissant. Sa structure entraîne une lec-
ture dynamique et nous amène tout droit au cœur de vastes débats. En effet, chaque
chapitre cerne d’abord une problématique, où se confrontent les visions parfois con-
vergentes et parfois divergentes de praticiens et de chercheurs d’expérience, puis se
conclut par «l’état de la question» réalisé par de jeunes chercheurs. Ainsi, tout au
long de la lecture, nous prenons connaissance de la teneur des débats et de la diver-
sité des angles d’analyse, révélant la nature complexe et multidimensionnelle de l’UE
et, par conséquent, des réformes institutionnelles à engager.

Ce collectif est d’une extrême richesse grâce aux visions d’Europe qu’il pro-
pose. Il décloisonne les débats, en les situant dans une perspective pluridisciplinaire
nécessaire pour saisir leur nature et leur portée. En invitant autant des acteurs poli-
tiques de la construction européenne que des journalistes et des universitaires, Ger-
emek et Picht réussissent à rendre compte de la réalité européenne. Contrairement à
ce qui est souvent dit, celle-ci évolue rapidement, mais les auteurs ont su anticiper la
relance du processus avec un traité modificatif désormais appelé le Traité de Lis-
bonne, dont la ratification est actuellement en cours. Cet ouvrage est ainsi plus que
jamais d’actualité, car il nous aide à saisir les développements actuels, mais aussi
ceux à venir puisque les analyses abordent des questions de fond, s’inscrivant dans
la perspective à moyen et à long terme de la construction européenne.

Enfin, ce livre se présente à la fois comme un ouvrage de référence et comme
une boîte à idées. Il est susceptible d’intéresser autant les représentants des cercles
politiques, actifs à l’échelle nationale et européenne, les chercheurs et les intellectu-
els de tous les horizons que les individus européens et non européens voulant com-
prendre l’état actuel et les perspectives de l’intégration européenne, en cette période
charnière de son histoire. L’UE amorce, en effet, un processus de réforme institution-
nelle aussi nécessaire que difficile et devant lui permettre de relever les défis posés
par l’élargissement et par la nouvelle donne internationale. Bronislaw Geremak, con-
sidéré un grand européen, est décédé le 13 juillet 2008, á l’âge de 76 ans.

CHANTAL LAVALLÉE Université du Québec à Montréal
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Many think that income differentials are increasing in advanced industrial democra-
cies, Canada included. Richard Ziegler calls upon the Canadian left to be true to its
overarching founding goal: the attenuation, if not elimination, of economic inequal-
ities. With the NDP avoiding such inequalities in its rhetoric and policies, Ziegler
wants a new party, one committed single-mindedly to limiting income and wealth,
both within Canada and between Canada and the world’s poor nations. For Canada,
very high taxes will handle the wealth issue and tight limits on income—four to one,
top to bottom—will handle the income issue. Canada will redistribute its wealth to
the poor of the world, again on a four-to-one basis.

Zeigler attacks many, but not the usual, targets—CEOs and corporations. Instead,
he hits at leftish forces. The NDP is excoriated because it avoids divisiveness—that
is, class issues—and accepts “the market intact” ~4!. Social movements ~such as gays,
lesbians, disabled persons, feminists, and ethnic minorities! are criticized because
their focus on “democracy, personal autonomy, marginalization and challenging cul-
tural norms” ~17! has been overly influential in the NDP, to the detriment of eco-
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nomic equalization. Environmentalists fail to see that all people need to have a lower
standard of living. Medicare supporters do not recognize that economic inequalities
cause many of the health problems the poor experience. Unionized workers are inter-
ested in material improvements rather than eliminating economic stratification. And
the anti-poverty movement is anti-egalitarian and reactionary: it seeks to ease the
pain of the poor but avoids confronting the fundamental problem of what causes
poverty.

Two components comprise the fundamental problem. First, is the widespread
belief in the right to be rich; even leftists accept that people have the right to earn
as much as they can and to accumulate as much wealth as possible. Second, people
have more income and wealth than they need. Zeigler never explains how the needs
of people are to be determined, but they seem to be at the bottom of Maslow’s
hierarchy. Ziegler’s differentiation between absolute poverty and relative poverty
is not helpful. He claims that the former, “income below the threshold of the abso-
lute poverty level ... @that# ... often results in an inability to provide for basic needs”
~54!, is easily addressed, but the latter is problematic. People, he argues, estimat-
ing their situation in light of the circumstances of others, are provoked by the
wealthy to want more than they objectively need. Is envy the only motivator for
human action?

Since for Ziegler no occupation is more valuable to society than another, one
might presume that he would want equal rates of compensation. However, he argues
that it “is almost unimaginable how strict uniformity of income could be introduced
or sustained” ~68!. He opts for the four-to-one ratio because some professions “need
to regard themselves as more deserving than others, that a minimal amount of strat-
ification is required, that incentives may be necessary to choose certain careers, and
that attempts to convince the majority to accept absolute equality would invariably
fail” ~68–69!. Further, there must be a moderate reward for ability. A ten-to-one ratio,
however, is too generous, allowing people to satisfy myriad wants.

Ziegler thinks that the left lost its way after the Second World War when it
engaged in “intense reflection” ~3! about its future. He does not cite anything about
that debate or how the left developed new understandings—indeed, acceptance, if
not appreciation—of the market. His book would have been better with a chapter on
why economic equality should be our central ~only?! political value.

A party committed to limiting wealth and incomes would run headfirst into the
widespread acceptance of the right to be rich; many people, especially those in the
middle class, would face sharp lowering of their living standards. Still, Ziegler is
hopeful that the party would become competitive as the working-class allies with the
middle class who see the justice of economic equalization.

Is there room in the political marketplace for such a party? Its project would
be contrary to what most voters look for: materially better times. Zeigler hopes for
a global commitment to economic egalitarianism. Until then, however, upon elec-
tion the new party would face the same problem as the Saskatchewan CCF: the
constraint of external forces and attractions, especially those coming from the United
States. In order to prevent the southbound flight of capital and talent, Canada would
have to become a closed society more akin to North Korea than anywhere else in
the world.

This book might be useful in an introductory course on political ideas. Many
students will easily dismiss Ziegler as utopian, but the thoughtful will appreciate that,
writing in a tradition extending back to Plato, he speaks to a contemporary issue:
What is the role of the left in a world of one economy ~rather than many national
ones! and with weaker national governments than in the left’s early days?

PETER WOOLSTENCROFT University of Waterloo
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