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Michael Brie 

Sailing against the wind 
Alliances for left politics 

“To be dialectic means to have the 
wind of history in one’s sails. The sails 
are the notions. However, it is not suffi-
cient to have the sails. The art to set 
them that is the decisive thing.” 

Walter Benjamin1 

I. Alternative majorities are possible 

There are five factors which in their sum can generate sudden political changes – economic 
collapses, diminishing trust in social institutions, the solidarity of various social groups 
against the rulers, an ideology that effectively challenges the rulers, and finally, the division 
among the ruling classes themselves.2 Due to the crisis of neoliberalism, a number of condi-
tions for such a political change have emerged in Germany. There is deep pessimism con-
cerning their personal prospects among large parts of the populations, a strong alienation 
toward the institutions of the Federal Republic seen mainly as instruments of power of the 
privileged classes. 

In the end of the year 2006, two thirds of the population had the opinion that things turned 
unjust in the Federal Republic; a third saw themselves on the losers’ side. For the first time, 
more citizens were dissatisfied with the functioning of democracy in Germany than were sat-
isfied.3 The economic recovery reached mainly the well-off. Almost everybody feels directly 
or indirectly threatened by the common insecurity. The ideology of neoliberalism has gotten 
into disrepute, even among the rulers. A turn of policy becomes possible. However, the con-
ditions necessary for that yet have to be created. 

The Hartz reforms4 were what brought the break. In 2007, 440,000 people receive Hartz IV 
(a special social support for those under the level of the basic social income) even though 
they were employed full-time; many others were assigned the infamous “mini jobs”. That 
way, it became clear to ever more people that a policy against the workers was under way. 
From resignation, there grew the readiness for protest and the search for political and eco-
nomic alternatives. In 2004 citizens, men and women, started moving.  

All of these are indispensable pre-conditions of a socio-ecological and democratic change. 
They result from the disintegration of neoliberalism and weaken or negate its claims. It is the 

                                                
1 Walter Benjamin: The Passage Work. Ed. by Rolf Tiedemann. Frankfurt a.M. 1983. Volume One, p. 
592.  
2 Theda Skocpol: States and Social Revolutions: A Comparative Analysis of France, Russia, and 
China, New York 1979; Kurt Lenk: Theories of Revolution, Munich 1981.  
3 ARD-GermanyTREND November 2006 (http://www.infratest-dimap.de/download/dt0611.pdf). Pre-
cisely under centre-left governments, however, the appreciation of democratic institutions has clearly 
improved in other countries.  
4 These reforms are named after Peter Hartz, former manager of Volkswagen and head of a reform 
commission appointed by Gerhard Schröder, than chancellor of Germany. The reforms, called also 
Agenda 2010, implemented during the second term of Schröder as chancellor had a strong neoliberal 
effect and were regarded by larger parts of the population as a direct thread. 
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task of the LEFT5 to contribute to the positive elements for a social and democratic change of 
direction of politics – especially the creation of broad social and political alliances and the 
growing awareness of alternatives to today’s misery. To split the neoliberal front of the ruling 
elites is part of the challenge. There are chances for that: “Because also the bourgeois camp 
in this erosion process… does not keep its structural capacity for hegemony and becomes 
increasingly inconsistent. We may prepare… for a growing contradiction between the impera-
tives of a neoliberal ideology and the real… conditions.”6 

How unexpectedly changes may ap-
pear, Frank Unger illustrates with the 
start of the great reform movement in 
the United States, the New Deal: “In 
the year 1932, in the midst of a great 
economic crisis, the country used a 
demoralised and disorganised Democ-
ratic Party in order to bring about the 
greatest turn in the political role of the 
state in American history. This hap-
pened not because the Democratic 
Party was an ideal vehicle for this task, 
but because there was no other in-
strument available. The elections of 
1932 were much more than the defeat 
of the up to then ruling political party; 

they were certainly something similar to the crushing down of a ruling class. The Democratic 
Party in the 30s became the recalcitrant instrument for a revolution that it had neither 
planned nor made.”7  

Currently, very different political forces are struggling for majorities in the population of the 
Federal Republic, among them also a social, political and intellectual Left in the process of 
renewing itself. Majorities for a change of direction in politics are not automatically given, but 
they can be created. Many citizens, women and men, many initiatives and social movements 
have become active. History is on the move. This supposed to mean: History must be moved 
by us. 

Ever again, the thesis was stressed that structural majorities left to the centre exist in Ger-
many. In that context, attention is drawn to the representation of SPD, Greens and PDS, or 
respectively the LEFT in the German Federal Parliament since 1998 that together make up 
consistently above 50 percent. Until now these parliamentary majorities are purely arithmetic, 
no common project for a social, ecological and democratic change of direction corresponds 
to them. In the population, however, the desire for alternatives is growing, and the readiness 
to engage for them has increased. 

Party majorities are no social majorities and the other way around. Parties of course repre-
sent social groups. Yet, they “interpret” the interests and values of these groups into the po-
litical system on the basis of their own strong goals and visions.  Ever so often, the interpre-
tation turns into an own story. On the other side the same social groups can look for different 
“interpreters” and support different party coalitions. And to many party constellations exist no 
stable interest and value alliances in the society. 

                                                
5 Further on this abbreviation is used for the German party DIE LINKE, founded in 2007. 
6  Joachim Bischoff: Future of financial market capitalism. Structures, contradictions, alternatives. 
Hamburg 2006, p. 185. 
7 E.E: Schattschneider: The Semi-Sovereign People“, New York 1960, p. 86, quoted in: Frank Unger: 
America before a ‘new deal’? In: Sozialismus, Issue 7-8/2007, p. 52. 
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Since spring 2007, fierce discussions are waged on possible party coalition to form a gov-
ernment in the year 2009 and beyond. Too often a clear examination of the social majorities 
in favour of this or the other policy is missing. The discussion focuses almost exclusively on 
the parties and their programmes. What does society “itself” say, however? Is there any po-
tential for a change of policy? And what could be the most important projects of this change? 

The experiences of the last decades in many countries testify to the tense mutual relation-
ship between society and parties under conditions of financial market capitalism and neolib-
eralism. A part of the women and men citizens by way of abstention and vote-switch exer-
cises ever stronger pressure on the parties, links ever less strongly the same party, employs 
its votes in an instrumental way. Party alignment in Germany in the years from 1976 to 2006 
dropped from 85 to 53 percent. 

From positions of weakness, the citizens try to discipline the parties. They no longer want to 
accept that government rules against them. Yet, nonetheless, most parties up to now act that 
way – on the basis of economic, foreign policy and clientele considerations of privileged in-
terest groups. Rightfully Oskar Lafontaine can stress: “Only notorious demagogues can claim 
that in our country things are handled in the interests of the majority.”8  (compare also Graph 
1). 

In the following, we shall try to examine on the basis of a number of empirical studies which 
are the social bases of the various possible political coalitions in Germany.9 We shall cor-
roborate three theses: 

First: While the better-offs of the German society are split in a liberal market and a social 
orientated group, the lower social groups are united in a strong social and to a certain ex-
tent authoritarian orientation. 

Second: Who wins the hegemony over the lower groups without losing the base in “his” 
block in the upper strata, will be able to dispose of stable majorities in Germany. 

Third: On the basis of social attitudes, majorities for opposite directions of politics can be 
created – for the liberal market and authoritarian as well as also for the social emancipa-
tive orientation. The contradictions a liberal market policy has to struggle with are greater, 
however, than those of a social policy. 

The approach chosen to prove these theses is based on opinion research. The danger linked 
to that method is to construct types of citizens and their opinions as passive objects of poli-
tics. In reality, however, the dispositions and values that are determined by opinion research 
are results and simultaneously points of departure of active action and communication. They 
are reflective forms of self-location. And they are always ambivalent. 

For the sake of methodological clarification, this remark: the following graphs on the political 
milieus differentiate according to the attitudes of the citizens toward the economic and social 
or political order. On the one hand, the different political milieus have different opinions on 
what serves them and society as a whole: is it rather the unobstructed liberation of market 
forces or is it the state/the community? This is the conflict between the orientation towards 
market freedom or respectively social justice, in brief: the socio-economic conflict line. On the 
other hand, there are groups that engage for or against a further democratisation of society, 
equal rights to women, environmental protection as well as tolerance, because they see in 
these tendencies rather chances or threats for themselves and society. Here, the libertarian 
orientations face the authoritarian and often nationalist orientations. This is the political-
cultural conflict line. 

                                                
8 Oskar Lafontaine: Freedom through socialism, FAZ of July 9, 2007, p. 7.  
9 This is not the place to discuss the methodical foundations of this study. Moreover, only a part of the 
data is publicly available. 
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(1) Split at the top – united below 

Quite different from what one usually suspects: Concerning the policy orientations society is 
split in the upper-middle tiers and united at the bottom. That is one of results of the study 
“Society in the Reform Process” conducted by Infratest Social Research Berlin on behalf of 
the Friedrich Ebert-Foundation. On the basis of qualitative interviews and quantified ques-
tions, statements on nine political milieus in Germany were made, which in the following will 
be presented very briefly with respect to their social position10 (Table 1). Let it be noted in 
advance that there is always question of empirically based constructions which, moreover, 
for the sake of sharpening of the argument are treated with a certain additional simplification. 
It is a revelation of connections that act as a general tendency, but not in the individual case. 

Four of these milieus are attributed to a very broadly conceived upper middle-class (45 per-
cent of the population), two to the lower middle-class of society (29 percent) and three to the 
lower part. The main criterion seems to be the question to what extent the respective group 
by education, work, income, social capital etc. seems relatively more resistant towards a de-
cline (upper middle-class), sees itself threatened (lower middle-class) or respectively finds 
itself at the bottom without realistic chance of climbing up the social ladder. The data raised 
in 2006 yield a relatively precise impression of the present attitudes of important political and 
social groups in the population. What is missing are the small, but extremely influential 
groups of the ruling elite in business, politics, law, culture and security apparatuses. They 
make up the real top, controlling the society.11 

                                                
10 Compare on that in more detail: Neugebauer, Gero: Political Milieus in Germany. The Study by the 
Friedrich Ebert-Foundation, Bonn: J.H.W. Dietz & successors Publishers 2007, pp. 70 ff. as well as: 
Rita Müller-Hilmer: Society in the Reform Process. Friedrich-Ebert-Foundation 2006 
(www.fes.de/inhalt/Dokumente/061017_Gesellschaft_im_Reformprozess_komplett.pdf, p. 20 ff.).  
11 Hans-Jürgen Krysmanski: Shepherds and wolves: how money and power elites seize the world or: 
Invitation to Power Structure Research, Münster 2004.  
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Table 1: Political milieus in Germany (following so cial criteria and by mentioning their 
share of the total population) 

Performance-
orientated indi-
vidualists 
11 percent 

High social status, high qualification, often executive functions in private business, 
many independent professionals, high share of men, strong professional self-
determination, high income, often private pension insurance 
Material orientation, striving for freedom and independence, orientation towards 
performance on the job in difference to the values of tradition or solidarity 

Well-established 
professionals 
15 percent 

High social status, many specialised workers, managers, independent craftsmen  
Good financial situation, far-reaching professional self-determination, high profes-
sional satisfaction 
Material orientation, high satisfaction, strong performance orientation; enemy of 
state intervention, hardly any engagement for solidarity   

Critical cultural 
elites 
9 percent 

Highest social background and education, often in service jobs 
Highest household net income, strong professional self-determination and mobility 
Open for social transformation and a tolerant and in particular solidary society, 
supporting a state providing social goods and regulating the economy U
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Well-off  middle 
class 
10 percent 

High social status, high education, many employees in public service and in socio-
cultural professions 
High income, high satisfaction and security 
Open for change, want open and above all solidary society, want providing state 
and condemn social abuse, in part strongly religiously oriented  

Contented social 
climbers 
13 percent 

Middle-level social status, risen from simple backgrounds 
Highest professional satisfaction, a lot of individual initiative in professional life 
Somewhat above-average income and high financial satisfaction, see themselves 
on the winners’ side 
In favour of free play of market forces and at the same time expecting a maximum 
in social transfers to support upward social mobility, at the same time achievement-
orientated and solidary values 
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Threatened core 
groups of wage 
earners 
16 percent 

Middle social status, simple to middle educational level 
Specialised workers and simple employees 
Lower professional scopes for manoeuvre and traditional understanding of labour 
(wage, security, regulated work schedules) 
Slightly below-average income, high insecurity, wish for a state regulating the 
economy that guarantees comprehensive social security,  
react to insecurity rather with authoritarian-ethnocentric ideas   

Self-sufficient 
traditionalists 
11 percent 

Rather low status, often from lower classes, often simple educational level, many 
pensioners, many women 
Low expectations from work and low satisfaction 
Far below-average income, strong insecurity 
Want a state committed to the common weal, condemn social abuse, frequently 
authoritarian-ethnocentric attitudes 

Authority-
oriented low-
qualified workers 
7 percent 

Rather low status, often reached “career” at a very small level, many pensioners 
and women 
Simple work, low educational achievement, frequently confronted with unemploy-
ment, relative professional satisfaction 
Far below-average income, often dependent on state transfers, fear of loss of their 
modest prosperity 
Life is experienced as a struggle, strong insecurity and challenge by society, au-
thority fixation and withdrawal, 
Strong authoritarian-ethnocentric disposition, see polarisation in rich and poor 
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sub-proletarian 
precariat 
8 percent 

Low social status, often experience of social decline, highest share of unemploy-
ment, 25 percent of the population in Eastern Germany 
Often simple and medium-level work, strong  insecurity and dissatisfaction 
Strong financial insecurity, often indebted, great fears of the future, feel on the 
margins and as losers, low self-determination 
Wish for common-weal oriented society and regulating state, react with pro-
nounced ethno-centrism to insecurity 
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Table 2: Party affiliation by party in the politica l milieus (computed as share of the people entitled  to vote 12 ; compare Gero Neugebauer: 
Political Milieus, p. 103), June 2006, missing valu es to 100 percent: “other parties” or “don’t know”)  
 

Political Milieus Share in  
percent 

CDU/CSU FDP SPD Greens Left Party Right-wing Non-vo ters 

(1) Performance-orientated individualists 11 3.85 0.99 2.64 0.55 0.66 0.33 1.32 

(2) Well-established professionals 15 7.2 0.9 3.0 0.45 0.3 0.15 1.20 

Neoliberal orientated upper middle class (1 and 2) 26 11.05 1.89 5.64 1 0.96 0.48 2.52 

(3) Critical cultural elites 9 0.9 0.27 2.07 2.52 1.8 0 0.81 

(4) Well-off middle class 10 2.7 0.2 3.0 1.6 0.9 0 1.41 

Social-libertarian upper middle class (3 and 4) 19 3.6 0.47 5.07 4.12 2.7 0 1.41 

Upper third of society as a whole 45 14.65 2.36 10. 71 5.12 3.66 0.48                 3.93 

(5) Contented social climbers 13 5.72 0.39 3.12 0.65 0.91 0.13 1.04 

(6) Threatened core groups of wage earners 16 4.48 0.48 4.16 0.64 2.56 0.16 2.08 

Medium Third of Society 29 10.2 0.87 7.28 1.29 3.47 0.29 3.12 

(7) Self-sufficient traditionalists 11 3.85 0.22 2.75 0.44 0.66 0.11 1.32 

(8) Authority-oriented low-qualified workers 7 2.17 0.28 1.96 0 0.49 0.14 0.91 

(9) Sub-proletarian precariat 8 1.12 0.32 1.04 0.24 2.24 0.64 1.44 

Lower third of society 26 7.14 0.82 5.75 0.68 3.39 0.89 3.67 

Approval of parties in  percent of the people entit led 
to vote  

100 31.99 4.05 23.74 7.07 10.42 1.66 10.72 

  

                                                
12 Thus, for instance, 11 percent of the population following this study are “performance individualists“, and 3.85 percent of the population entitled to vote are at 
the same time “performance individualists” and say they vote CDU; 0.99 percent are “performance individualists” and at the same time said they voted FDP etc.  
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On the one hand members of one and the same social class belong to different milieus. Mi-
lieus, thus Elmar Altvater, testify to the divisibility of classes. On the other hand, the same 
parties are elected by members of different political milieus and the same milieus refer to 
different parties – even if with relatively clearly recognisable points of emphasis (Table 2). 

Only three of the parties represented in the Federal Parliament are represented in all three 
larger groups of society (upper middle-classes, middle, bottom) – the CDU/CSU, the SPD 
and the LEFT. The non-voters are also a Volkspartei (people’s party: party representing dif-
ferent social groups of all parts of the society) – they form “people’s party of abstention”. Pre-
cisely the fact that the LEFT is at least potentially a people’s party, makes it far beyond the 
Greens a serious competitor to the SPD. 

The classical people’s parties, the CDU/CSU and the SPD, were represented with ca. 46 or 
45 percent respectively among the upper social groups in the study by Infratest. That corre-
sponds more or less exactly to the upper classes’ share in the overall population (45 per-
cent).  Also in the other large groups, they held shares that corresponded more or less ex-
actly to their shares in the overall population. 

By contrast, the voters of right-wing extremist parties were clearly overrepresented in the 
lower social groups (from there originate almost 55 percent of their mostly male voters). The 
LEFT in absolute numbers, however, also in this group receives up to now a higher support 
than the right-wing extremists (more than the 3.5-five-fold of the adherents) and simultane-
ously next to them (and the groups of the non-voters) was the only party that was clearly 
over-represented among the lower classes (more than 32 percent of its adherents). 

While the CDU/CSU as well as the SPD, therefore, are represented in a relatively even way 
at all levels of the splitting society, the supporters of FDP and the Greens derive mainly from 
the upper middle classes. The FDP receives almost 60 percent of its voter support from the 
upper middle classes; in the case of the Greens, it is even over 72 percent!  On the contrary 
the supporters of the LEFT and the non-voters are represented at all levels, even if their 
share in the lower brackets is somewhat higher than in the average of the population. 

(2) The upper middle classes 

From the fact that many women and voters of CDU/CSU and SPD or respectively FDP and 
the Greens come from the upper middle classes (in the sense of relatively well-off strata) it is 
precisely not possible to deduce that the voters of the respective parties have identical opin-
ions on the most important political issues. Top is after all not the same as top. There are 
essential splits as far as the views on market and state, freedom rights and tolerance are 
concerned. These splits are conditioned by the opposite social and cultural anchoring of the 
upper middle classes. 
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Graph 2: Value orientations in the upper middle str ata 

 
Graph 2 illustrates that the upper middle strata of society are split. There is, on the one hand, 
the market-economy-oriented and moderately authoritarian group, and there is, on the other 
hand, the social-libertarian group. The market-economy oriented and moderately authoritar-
ian group consists of the milieus of the performance-orientated individualists and the well--
established professionals. Their overall share of the population with right to vote is around 26 
percent. The social-libertarian group is composed of the critical cultural elites and the well-off 
middle classes. It has a share of around 19 percent of all male and female citizens. 

The market economy-oriented, moderately authoritarian group is larger in the sector of the 
private economy, among the free professionals, the managing personnel of business. The 
members of the social-libertarian group are mainly active in the service sector, the public 
service and the socio-cultural sectors.13 The members of the critical cultural elites are often 
public servants, academics, many of them are students and pupils. The well-off middle 
classes are constituted of many qualified employees and public servants in the higher or me-
dium-level career track. The critical cultural elites and the performance-orientated individual-
ists often consist of the younger groups of the social-libertarian and the neoliberal upper-
middle classes, they constitute their successors.14 

The market-economy-oriented group and the social-libertarian groups have their focal points 
in two different sectors of society. The former are active mainly in the private sector, the latter 
mostly in the public sector. This different social and cultural anchoring of the two groups has 
serious consequences. The opposite attitudes of the two groups result from basically differ-
ent daily experiences. The market-economy-oriented group sees their interests safeguarded 

                                                
13 This as well holds, let it be mentioned once more, only in tendency. It only matters for the purposes 
of this analysis where the majorities of the relative groups are anchored. Relevant majorities can also 
be found in the relatively different sector.      
14 Compare: Rita Müller-Hilmer: Society in the Reform Process, opus cit., p. 89. 
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mainly by a competition-oriented economy, the social-libertarian groups in their majority by a 
healthy and strong public sector. 

The private and the public sector in their logic and in their reproductive interests are com-
pletely different. The market-economy sector is subject mainly to the logic of concurrence 
and the market, in its upper levels rewards primarily individual performance and often ag-
gressive self-assertion. To these groups, the society appears as completely permeable from 
the bottom to the top – if the individuals only made the necessary efforts for that. Market suc-
cess is the decisive criterion. High financial and professional recognition is considered as 
commensurate to personal performance. The members of these groups often participate in 
the profits of their firms or receive performance-oriented bonuses. The view on society is 
mainly business-centred and short- to medium-range. The state appears – at least with view 
to the economy – as an inefficient and costly interference into the markets. An authoritarian 
management according to business criteria is considered appropriate. 

The public sector functions differently. The function of the public sectors consists mainly in 
securing the social reproduction (shaped by capitalism) and to assure the supply of those 
goods on which the development of society depends: education, culture, health, environ-
ment, security. In this sector, the higher middle strata are often also confronted with prob-
lems that are devoid of any business-economic rationality. These are problems that develop 
from the crises of reproduction, of integration, of legitimacy and security of society. Capital-
ism has another face here than in the private sector. 

The success of those who are active in the public sector measures itself mainly by the con-
tribution to the long-term security of these public services. It is a success that cannot be de-
termined by the market economy. Governance in the public sector demands the ability to 
combine management with democratic intermediation of contrary interests on the basis of 
broad participation. In these sectors, a special “densification of relationships of forces” takes 
place.15 They are the terrain of social struggles and conflicts with a stronger impact of de-
mocratic legitimacy and the balance of interests. 

Performance is evaluated and recognised differently in the public and in the private sector. 
Socio-economic interests and values acquired by academic studies and professional experi-
ence or values brought into these areas point in the same direction. The attitudes of the mi-
lieus differ, because their realities of life “tick” in opposite ways. 

How differently the milieus mentioned are disposed becomes apparent if one survey their 
relationship to state interventions in the economy (“The state should set the rules for the 
economy and secure their implementation.”) or respectively to an authoritarian leadership 
(“In order to solve our problems in the country, a strong political leadership is more important 
than democratic participation of the citizens.”). The split is quite obvious and relates to basic 
problems of social policy (Graph 3). The stronger is the claim for state intervention, the 
stronger also the claim for democratic participation. The more roughly the market freedoms 
are demanded, the more authoritarian ultimately also the disposition. While the social-
libertarian groups follow the guiding image of a social democracy (mainly the well-off middle 
classes) or of democratic socialism (mainly the critical cultural elites), the market-oriented 
forces are obligated to liberalism with more or less strong authoritarian elements. 

                                                
15 Nicos Poulantzas: State Theory, Political Superstructure, Ideology, Authoritarian Etatism. Hamburg, 
p. 159.  
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Table 2 made clear that CDU and FDP, on the one hand, and Greens and SPD on the other 
are anchored in respectively different groups of the upper middle of society. 

(3) The lower middle of society 

The lower part of the society is split as well, but in a different way. The two groups that the 
above-mentioned study makes out in the middle, locate themselves along the socio-
economic as well as also the political-cultural conflict line in completely different areas. 

Graph 4: Value dispositions in the lower middle cla sses 
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The contented social climbers occupy an unusual position. They are both more market-
economy minded and rather more libertarian, even if not quite so market-economy minded 
as the neoliberal parts of the upper classes and also not so libertarian as the critical educa-
tional elites or the involved bourgeoisie. Among the contented social climbers belong many 
“peasants and petty free professionals, but also workers trained on the job”16, who have 
“made it.”  Many of them share directly in company profits. From their experiences of climb-
ing up, they support a society that honours and promotes performance. Yet, they also know 
that this does not come from alone: They expect support by state transfers and state subsi-
dies in order to be able to make it. They are ready to accept social responsibility and invest in 
personal development. According to them a good life is measured both by material recogni-
tion as well as democracy and tolerance.  

The threatened core groups of wage earners, by contrast, are composed mainly by industrial 
workers in the plants of the giant corporations that stood at the centre of “model Germany” 
and now feels threatened. Over decades they formed the stronghold of the SPD. but now 
they feel left alone by the SPD and by the state in general. They are not fuelled by hopes for 
career, but experience fears of decline. They do not wage upon free competition, but upon 
social security. Therefore, they ask for social (and also national) protection. They perceive 
the transformation of the social state of Germany into a state concentrating on economic 
competition and global export an immediate threat. 

As among the upper middle classes, the split of this lower middle of society is conditioned 
likewise by the socio-economic interests and by direct personal job experiences. Again both 
groups, contented social climbers as well as threatened core groups of wage earners, are 
centred in sectors with different logics. They are integrated in different ways in the social di-
vision of labour and confronted in different ways with markets and the state. They have 
clearly different attitudes towards the relationship between state and economy as well as 
between leadership and democracy (Graph 4). Yet differently from the higher groups, espe-
cially among the threatened core groups of wage earners the advocacy of state intervention 
into the economy goes partly hand in hand with that of authoritarian leadership.  

32

16

68

35

Contented social climbers Thretened core groups of w age earners

Graph 5: Attitudes of the lower middle classes (Ger o 
Neugebauer: Political Milieus in Germany, opus cit. , p. 88,90)

State interventions in the economy Authoritarian leadership
  

(4) The bottom of society 

After World War II, the Federal Republic resembled an elevator society in which all moved 
upwards; even those who needed to get one's bearings on the ever better carpeted floor of 
that elevator. With the neoliberal policy shift, the floor of this elevator got knocked out. Freed 
                                                
16 Gero Neugebauer, opus cit., p. 76 f. 
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from “ballast”, the upper groups rise faster. Those, who dispose of sufficient social, economic 
and cultural capital, hold on with all their abilities ever more ferociously to the ever weaker 
support line. The weaker rest of the society, however, drops. It is fear that chains the centre 
to this policy. 

In other words: “In the last years, the lower and middle-class quarters have decoupled them-
selves more and more from each other. At the latest when their children reach school age, 
those who can afford it move away from those districts marked by social problems… Left 
behind is a socially homogenous under-class without self-confidence, without network com-
petences, without social capital.”17 And this hits mainly the young generation: “Fear of the 
future, tensions in the family, failures at school, unemployment, readiness for violence, health 
problems, lack of social contacts, prejudices against minorities – all these indicators are 
much more marked among the worse placed youth groups.”18 

At the bottom of society, the study by the Friedrich-Ebert Foundation reveals three groups 
(Graph 6).19 This is on the one hand the already “dying” species of the self-sufficient tradi-
tionalists, many of them retired, mostly with simple education, who were often active as un-
skilled workers or trained on the job. Many of them are active church goers. The share of 
women is above-average. Abuse of social support is condemned; at the same time, however, 
there is the expectation that the state should intervene in a regulatory manner in the interest 
of the common weal. 

Among the authority-oriented low-qualified workers are many unskilled workers. Many of 
them are also already retired. Their incomes are far below average. They often experience 
their life as a battle; many of them are affiliated to religious institutions. They are still be-
holden to the idea of performance and react to the threat of their status both by calling on the 
state as an ordering power, demand protection against foreigners and advocate state regula-
tion and prevention. They notice a split of society into rich and poor in a particularly drastic 
way. Although they rather vote CDU, they think that socialism is a good idea.20 

As far as precarisation goes, East Germany has really turned out the avant-garde. While in 
West Germany only 4 percent of the population belong to the sub-proletarian precariat, it is 
25 percent in East Germany. Many people have had to make dramatic experiences of de-
cline and deprivation, among them many former specialised workers and simple employees. 
Two-thirds were already unemployed. The precariousness of the personal life corresponds 
with the experience to be the loser of the reforms (and of German unity). They expect from 
the state that it works for a common-weal-oriented society and intervenes in a strongly regu-
lating manner in order to provide for social security and real equality of chances. They judge 
the idea of socialism rather more positively and at the same time consider themselves disap-
pointed by the way today’s democracy is functioning. They are looking for alternatives in 
party policy and have turned far above proportion to the Left Party. 

                                                
17 Matthias Micus; Franz Walter: Integration through separation. In: Bätter für deutsche und internatio-
nale Politik, Heft 1/2007, p. 91. 
18 Klaus Bullan: Youth 2006 – Sword of Damokles Insecurity. On the 15th Shell youth study. In: Sozia-
lismus, Issue 12/2006, p. 22. 
19 Gero Neugebauer, opus cit., p. 79 f. 
20 Compare ibid., p. 82. 
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Graph 6: Value disposition at the bottom of society  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For the better understanding of the lower class, it is best to look at the sector for unqualified 
services. In the area of private household assistance alone around two million people are 
employed in Germany, of which 95 percent are working without a legal labour contract.21 If a 
woman after 38 years of regular work gets a pension of 350 €, she has all reasons not to 
submit her earnings to taxation. 

More than the other social groups the lower classes are united in their values and expecta-
tions toward the state and society (Graph 7). And they see themselves in great consensus 
with the threatened core groups of the wage earners. From below and from the perspective 
of groups menaced by decline, the look on the society is much more unified than from the top 
– namely unjust, impermeable to climbing, undemocratic, threatened from the outside and by 
“others”, split in poor and rich; fears of decline and lack of orientation provoke misanthropy 
against other groups.22 Facing the lack of alternatives they expect mainly from the state a 
solution for there social problems. The support for authoritarian policy forms is moderate to 
strong. 

As Gero Neugebauer summarises: “Two thirds of those asked concur with the statement: 
‘The changes that are taking place in society these days are causing fear. The rate of ap-
proval to this statement in the political milieus of the lower social tiers lies above 70 percent; 
in the political milieus of the medium tiers over 60 percent; and in the milieus of the upper 
third, it lies at over 50 percent.”23 The view on society and also the look into the future bear – 
not unexpectedly – class character. 

Yet: The upper middle classes see society and their future by contrast to those below share 
no common view. By their anchoring in different sectors of society, the public or the market-

                                                
21 Claudia Gather: Cleaning for the middle classes. In: Neue Gesellschaft/Frankfurter Hefte, Hefte 
9/2006, p. 26.  
22 „The devaluation (of other – M.B.) weak groups for persons without orientation fulfils the function of 
an alleged restoration of control over the undifferentiated separation into ‘good’ and ‘bad’ and ‘right’ 
and ‘wrong’…”, Sandra Hüpping/Wilhelm Heitmeyer: Social crises, social disintegration, and the 
change in the social climate. In: Neue Gesellschaft/Frankfurter Hefte, Issue 12/2006, p. 40 f.  
23 Ibid., p. 84. 
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economy, this division is stable. This split of the upper middle classes is a chance to create a 
social-orientated majority in the society. 
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Graph 7: Attitudes of the lower social groups (Gero  
Neugebauer: Political Milieus in Germany, opus cit. , p. 88, 90)
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(5) A new contract of dominance and its weaknesses 

What are the chances to win majorities for a socially oriented policy as against a liberal mar-
ket policy? Both political orientations have a basis in the upper groups of society. That also 
means: majorities must be won below! The representatives of the political direction that wins 
hegemony over the lower groups of society without at the same time losing the basis in “its” 
respective block in the upper class can dispose of stable majorities for decisions over basic 
directions in Germany. Facing this fact which became obvious in the elections 2005 the rul-
ing parties have developed new strategies    to shape financial market capitalism. These 
strategies offer two types of a new social contract – a neoconservative and a social and de-
mocratic contract. 
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Graph 8: Alternative majorities for different polic ies 

As Graph 8 illustrates, political majorities in Germany can be created in three ways. First, it 
can come to an alliance of the upper middle-classes in which the liberal market and the so-
cial libertarian groups join forces. The neoliberal project itself began mainly with the transition 
from the hegemony of the social-libertarian elites of the late 60s and early 70s to the elites 
oriented more towards the liberal market of the 80s and 90s. The mutation of the SPD from 
Willy Brandt to the basta! chancellor of the Agenda 2010, Gerhard Schröder, is maybe the 
clearest expression of this change of hegemony.  

On this basis, all parties in the federal parliament with the exception of the PDS in the late 
90s decided for a policy of less solidarity, less basic security and less social integration. They 
voted for more market, competition, privatisation, and redistribution to the top. Franz Walter 
noted ironically: “Such unanimity in the history of German parliamentarism was experienced 
before only on August 4, 1914.”24   The neoliberal Agenda 2010 was based on the united 
front of the elites against large parts of the population, the social middle and the bottom. The 
Hartz IV reforms threatened mainly employees with long-time professional experience were 
practiced as a class struggle from above. 

Hartz IV meant no less than the revocation of a social contract over hundred years old which 
Bismarck had imposed as an authoritarian answer from above toward the challenge by the 
social democratic forces of the workers. He wanted to prevent a revolution from below. This 
social contract had been cherished for over a hundred years until it came to an end with the 
Agenda 2010. As Fritz Scharpf noted: “It was mainly the broad middle class of professionally 

                                                
24 Süddeutsche Zeitung, September 22, 2004. On August 4, 1914 all parties in the German parlia-
ment, the Reichstag, supported the budget for World War I. 
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qualified workers and employees, who by way of Hartz IV lost privileges that they believed to 
be sure (in other words social rights or social property – M.B.). For this group, the reform 
cancelled the basic social contract of the ‘Bismarck’ countries that had more or less the fol-
lowing content: Who in his or her youth finishes a professional training or passed his high-
school exams, who is then ready to work for his or her whole life in a disciplined way and pay 
high social insurance contributions – he or she will find a socially appreciated and well-paid 
work and, moreover, in the case of illness, invalidity, unemployment and old age will be able 
to rely on wage replacement services that will approximately secure the living standard he or 
she attained during his or her professional life.”25   

Anti-Hartz-Demonstration, fall 2004 

  

 
The first neoliberal attack came from the right, from the conservatives, from Thatcher and 
Reagan, from those who defamed the social state as authoritarian socialism. It was a political 
project of the upper classes under the hegemony of the liberal market, authoritarian repre-
sentatives. It was the high time of neo-conservatism. The second attack came from the  cen-
tre-left parties, from Clinton, Blair and Schröder. Hegemony switched to the libertarian mar-
ket pole of the upper classes and was represented by a “renewed” social democracy. The 
variants of this project were “based on the combination of moderately neoliberal positions in 
economic and fiscal policy with an insistence on a certain role of the (social) state and the 
emphasis on a liberal-progressive standpoint in cultural and value questions…”26         

This alliance of the ruling elites with the upper middle classes had two central weaknesses. 
First of all, the hegemony of the liberal market forces resulted in the demolishment of the 
socio-economic basis of the social-libertarian upper middle classes, the public sector. A shift 
in power and incomes followed that negatively affected the interests of these relatively well-
situated strata. In that context, the value conflict within the upper middle classes increased. 
Social conservative, social-libertarian and social-democratic forces from Heiner Geißler (for-

                                                
25 Fritz Scharpf: How to continue after Hartz IV? In: Berliner Republik, Issue 1/2006, p. 30.  
26 Ernst Hillebrand: Between old recipes and new challenges: The European Left must orient itself a 
new way. International Policy Analysis of the Friedrich-Ebert-Foundation, July 2007, p. 2 (li-
brary.fes.de/pdf-files/id/04660.pdf).   

Jobs instead of Hartz IV! There is enough money aro und!  

“Poor man and rich man stood there, looking at each other: And the poor one 
looked pale and said: If you weren’t rich, I wouldn’t be poor!  
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mer secretary general of the CDU) to Oskar Lafontaine (former chairman of the SPD) articu-
lated the dissent. 

Heiner Geißler wrote in the Zeit that the voters saw themselves confronted with a “grand coa-
lition” that apparently confuses the Republic with a butcher’s shop where such deep cuts are 
made into the social flesh that the blood only splashes, instead of by citizens’ insurance and 
tax financing finally freeing wages from auxiliary wage costs. Only idiots and know-it-alls can 
make the people believe that one could … put solidarity and partnership in a society at stake, 
without at some point having to pay a political price for that.”27 And Norbert Blüm, former 
CDU minister for social policy, asked with regard to the introduction of the privatisation of the 
pension system: “Could it maybe also be the case that the death notices for the pension in-
surance are steered by quite sturdy interests of the insurance economy?”28 

Oskar Lafontaine briefly after his resignation from government and from the SPD chairman-
ship formulated the dissent in his writing “The heart beats left” as follows: “My book turns… 
against the radical change of course of the Red-Green coalition towards neoliberalism and 
against simply sweeping the electoral promises off the table. The governmental programme 
that we promised to the voters was worked out by myself and I continue to feel bound to my 
work. Social democrats only have a chance to win political majorities in the Federal Republic, 
if they defend the interests of the workers, the unemployed and the pensioners. In the enter-
prise area they need to take care mainly of small and medium-level enterprises. If they fall for 
the babbling of a minority that for years has been proceeding according to the slogan to ask 
for reforms and concessions only by the socially weak and to pay even in the case of high 
incomes and fortunes as little taxes as possible and to transfer as much money as possible 
abroad, then they will miss their calling. The last two years stand for the confrontation be-
tween these two worlds.”29 

The neoliberally dominated alliance of the power elites with the upper middle classes as the 
core basis was put into question by the medium and lower social groups. They saw their in-
terests massively hurt. The policy “new middle”, proclaimed by Schröder, was not able to 
bridge the top and the bottom, but demanded that those below converted from social state 
citizens into “working poor”. They were supposed to provide the lacking public services for 
the well-to-do at poverty wages as private services of child care, old-age care etc. From 2000 
and 2006, the gross wage quota declined from 72.2 percent to 65.2 percent, while the gross 
profit quota jumped upwards from 27.8 percent to 36 percent.30 The wage quota in Germany 
had never been as low since 1945. 

In 2005, the sum of gross wages and incomes for the first time since 1967 dropped below the 
level of the preceding year (by 0.7 percent), while national income increased by 1.5 percent 
and the difference of 2,2 percent of the national income accordingly was redistributed to the 
benefit of the businesses and the well-to-do. The poverty quota under the Red-Green gov-
ernment increased from 12.1 percent in the year 1998 to 17.4 percent in the year 2005. The 
“rationaisation” of the work force in the larger corporations, the extension of precarious em-
ployment, the cuts in social benefits and pensions produced among the medium and lower 
groups a social atmosphere that turned ever more fiercely against the rulers. They saw them-
selves confronted with a wave of expropriations in favour of the well-off classes. In West 
Germany, the approval to the question: “Do you consider socialism a good idea that was 
badly executed?” rose from 30 percent in the year 2000 to 45 percent in the year 2007.31  

                                                
27 Heiner Geißler in: Die Zeit, November 11, 2004.  
28 Quoted after: Stefan Welzk: “The ‘old-age catastrophe’ and the crash of pensions”, In: Blätter für 
deutsche und internationale Politik, Issue 6/2006, p. 720.   
29 Oskar Lafontaine: The heart beats left. Munich 1999, p. 10. 
30 Claus Schäfer: Without remorse – the policy of hypocrisy – on the development of income distribu-
tion. WSI Communications 11/2006, p. 583.  
31 Thomas Peters: The magic sound of socialism. In: FAZ of July 18, 2007, p. 5.  
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Neither had the promised “educational revolution” the promised success, nor could the rela-
tive decline in the influence of the workers and their trade union counter-power in Europe be 
stopped. Germany’s retirement system from a system of securing of living standards became 
a system of poverty in old age precisely of the people with lower income. The constitutional 
principle of Germany as a social state command was massively hurt.32 The campaign of “de-
bureaucratisation” opened the gates to social and environmental dumping.33 As measured by 
its promises, the whole project of “New Middle” or “Third Ways” has failed in Germany. This 
rung its end in 2003 and 2004. 

By voter switches and electoral abstention, the votresses and voters put the parties under 
pressure. The workers ran away from the SPD. On occasion of the Anti-Hartz IV-
demonstrations frustrated workers and employees in their middle age threw the glove to the 
elites and evoked a political earthquake that has its reverberations in Germany until today. 
The Monday demonstrations of 2004 were a provocation already for the reason that the 
“people” thereby consciously hooked on to the protests that had brought a “Communist dicta-
torship” to its demise in 1989. And they signalled that large social groups no longer felt rep-
resented in the political realm. From the demonstrators, all parties except for the PDS re-
ceived grades from “unsatisfactory” to “insufficient” (Graph 9). Those, who could only bring 
“weak interests” to bear in society (Frank Nullmeier), because they do not represent any 
power on the labour market and are no significant consumers, made their claims heard very 
clearly. 

At the Federal Parliament elections of September 2005, the citizens made clear that they 
reject a pure upper-class alliance on the basis of liberal market ideas. Under their pressure, 
the party competition between CDU and SPD unfolded its own logic. A “renaissance of the 
social” (Karl-Rudolf Korte) in public discourse was put on the agenda as a result of the mas-
sive dissatisfaction in the population. The parties were reminded by the sovereign that as a 
“party in government” they lived of being effective as “party among the voters” and remain 
alive qua “party as organisation”.34        
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Graph 9: School grades for the parties by the demon strators against 
Hartz IV (Dieter Rucht; Mundo Yang: Who are the dem onstrators against 

Hartz IV?, WZB: Press paper Hartz IV, September 200 4)

 
CDU just like SPD, since they formed the government together in 2005, have tried to com-
bine the neoliberal market radical approach with an offer to the lower social groups.35 That 
way, the financial market capitalism produced by the neoliberal vague is supposed to be es-
tablished for the duration. In the light of the obvious fact that unleashed markets undermine 
the social and cultural basis of society both parties now react with a limited extension of the 
state and public functions. That concerns especially the educational system, the integration 

                                                
32 Martin Kutscha: Memories of the social state. In: Blätter für deutsche und internationale Politik, Is-
sue 3/2006, p. 359. 
33 Olaf Münichsdorfer: EU: De-bureaucratisation as de-democratisation. In : Blätter für deutsche und 
internationale Politik, Issue 1/2006, p. 16 ff. 
34 Frank J. Sorauf: Political Parties and Political Analysis. In: William Chambers at al. (ed.): The 
American Party System. New York 1967, p. 37 f.  
35 Konrad Adam: The erosion of the middle. In: Merkur, Issue 11/2006, pp. 1085.  
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of women and men migrants, a limited ecological modernisation, and reinforced investments 
into science and research. Moreover, CDU/CSU and SPD stand for an extension of military 
security. 

Departing from the interests and attitudes of the “well-established professionals” of private 
economy, the middle and bottom groups are offered a new social contract – subordination 
under performance criteria of the market economy in exchange for state provision of the 
necessary conditions to accomplish to the demands of the new capitalism. This social con-
tract is a contract of dominance that is offered in order to counteract the protest of the 
women and men citizens. The state is supposed to make the society more “permeable” for 
those who are ready for that. The large group of the excluded, marginalised and precarious, 
should be transformed into agents of low-paid services for the established performers, in the 
private households as well as in a state-sponsored low-wage sector. Part of the profits from 
growth should flow into increased state incomes in order to finance public tasks that are 
growing again, including increased public investment. The time of complete wage restraint 
was declared as finished even by the FDP. 

The “mobilisation and activisation discourse” of the neoliberalism36 of the mentioned social 
contract produces an over-stress, since the social, cultural, and economic conditions for the 
realisation of these demands are not there or are even unredeemable  in principle. The social 
pathologies of neoliberalism in their consequence manifest in deep insecurity, fears and ag-
gressions. From the mainstream, there grow as a result social disintegration, uncontrolled 
anger, and right-wing extremism. 

The appreciation that the party cartel from CDU/CSU to SPD and Greens is based on a neo-
liberal basic consensus continues to hold. Yet, this basic consensus is supplemented by dif-
ferent types of a social contract that tries to involve the lower groups in a functional way. At 
the same time, it represents a certain concession to the interests of the upper strata in the 
public sector.37 

Whether this policy will be successful, is an open question. That also shows itself by the fact 
that on the basis of the structural dissolution of the German welfare model, the current eco-
nomic recovery has very different effects at the top and at the bottom of society. 82 percent 
of those, who only dispose of a net household income of less than 1,500 €, state that they do 
not profit from this upswing at all. Among those, whose net household income lies above 
3000 €, 46 percent already see positive impulses.38 Real social integration won’t happen by 
way of this policy. The frustration of the women and men citizens will grow. 

The policy of CDU and SPD has a common foundation – the above-mentioned consensus of 
an enlightened neoliberalism. Yet, there are important differences. The CDU wants, as much 

                                                
36 Compare on that Christina Kaindl: Neoliberal pattern of production: Mobilisation of subjects and the 
rise of right-wing extremism. In: Michael Brie (ed.): Brave new democracy – elements of total rule, 
Berlin 2007 (forthcoming)  
37 The political project of the French right under Nicolas Sarkozy seems to be a particularly aggressive 
variant of this contract of rule. As Jean-Yves Camus writes:  “In today’s France, the right synthesis 
built by Sarkozy is above all a Bonapartist and populist right, even if we do not know well enough up to 
now whether it is a matter here of an ideological sequence that may change again later on or of the 
profound nature of the system… We encounter in the style of Sarkozy four major components of popu-
lism: the assumed ideological contradiction (Europeanised liberalism/protectionism; Atlanti-
cism/national independence; valorisation of money/defence of the “small folks”); the wish to break with 
the past (“from now on, everything becomes possible”, which was the electoral campaign slogan of 
Sarkozy as a candidate) and the glorification of modernisation which reminds predecessors of the right 
and opponents of their assumed “archaism”. Finally, and mainly, the wish to arrive, by way of opening 
the government towards the “left”, at a simulation of national unity which like in all plebiscitary regimes 
has the function of devaluing ideology and keeping the social question out of the way.” Jean-Yves 
Camus: Nicolas Sarkozy: a model for the European right?, Paris 2007.   
38 ARD-Germany TREND July 2007 (http://www.presseecho.de/politik/NA3731012236.htm). 
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as possible, to leave free wheel to the neoliberal markets and interfere only if the functioning 
of these markets themselves is endangered. The SPD, by contrast, puts its stakes on a more 
comprehensive social regulation and on the stronger protection of the core groups in large-
scale industry. That way, it wants to win over lower and middle strata. The CDU, on the other 
hand, offers the lower classes not a social, but an authoritarian security pact. In questions of 
inner security, it advances by quick steps towards a conservative and also authoritarian vot-
ership. 

By way of the criminalisation of globalisation-critical activities against the G8 summit in Heili-
gendamm, inner security policy was tightened even more. The reproach of terrorism was 
extended ever further. Protest was made illegal and behaviour that before would have been 
sanctioned as light infractions, are now considered severe crimes. This strategy pursues a 
double goal: State emergency is declared ever more often. Authoritarian attitudes and secu-
rity needs are satisfied. This strengthens the position of conservative parties and is supposed 
to secure their aspiration to leadership. On the other hand, the Left on the whole is being 
placed in the intellectual and political proximity to terrorist violence. That way, it is supposed 
to be robbed of the chance for a democratic majority. In that context, it is ultimately taken into 
account that a spiral of illegalisation of socio-critical protest develops and an interior dynamic 
of isolated groups is unfolded. Out of such a spiral, terror might really be born. The Left will 
have to find a positive answer to this strategy by the conservatives. 

The acute fundamental conflict between the ruling parties of German politics is the conflict 
between two basic forms of a common policy of CDU/CSU, SPD, FDP and also the Greens. 
They all comprehend financial market capitalism as the basis without alternative of any suc-
cessful “modernisation” policy and want to continue the orientation towards market solutions 
and privatisation. The conflict begins were a stronger liberal market and moderately authori-
tarian hits a socio-liberal variant of this shaping of financial market capitalism. 

In comparison with the policy announced at the Leipzig Party Congress of the CDU of 2005 
and also with the time of the arrogant announcement of the Agenda 2010 by Gerhard 
Schröder of the SPD, a partial moderation has occurred without, however, the two parties 
having left the liberal market road. CDU/CSU and FDP in 2005 did not succeed to win a neo-
liberal majority at the elections to the federal parliament. And the SPD already during the 
elections themselves had campaigned against core elements of its own governmental policy. 
After the election debacle both had to make concessions to social concerns. However, be-
hind that, there stands the need to acknowledge that with out concessions to the middle and 
lower social classes, neither CDU nor SPD can form stable parliamentary majorities without 
the respective other. 

The reason for that lies in the already described split of the broad upper middle classes into a 
rather more liberal market and moderately authoritarian and a rather more social-libertarian 
wing. While the SPD managed, by a very aggressive election campaign, to partly win back 
the social-libertarian forces that it had betrayed with the Agenda 2010, the working-class 
middle and the decoupled precariat voted so strongly for the LEFT that the SPD in the end 
lay shortly behind the CDU/CSU. 

Social forces that want to avoid a grand coalition need a social anchoring at the bottom of 
society. The CDU and the CSU adjusted to that. The executive secretary of their parliamen-
tary fraction, Norbert Röttgen, with view to the challenge by the LEFT and its ever more ef-
fective critique of capitalism, stated in an interview with Die Welt: “Critique of capitalism - that 
is a term by which somebody like Oskar Lafontaine tries to kindle fears. I do not use this 
term, I share the view, however, that we need to take the insecurities produced by globalisa-
tion more seriously in the political respect. For me, we face a double challenge: On the one 
hand, we need to perpetuate the recovery, guarantee growth and the increase in employ-
ment and take further steps towards modernisation, so that we won’t miss the connection to 
a rapidly developing world. However, it is equally important, on the other hand, to organise 
and to guarantee the participation of the weak in this process. Different from the way it used 
to be, that no longer happens of its own accord. If the economy is booming, every individual 
is better off as well – this relationship does no longer automatically hold under globalisation. 
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And that makes the poorer people afraid. And these weaker people today no longer live on 
the margins of society. They are in its middle. And therefore, we have a phenomenon of fear 
in the middle of our society.”39 Such a neo-conservative double strategy of “growth and par-
ticipation”40 places the responsibility to offensively create those conditions by which the inte-
gration of as many people as possible into a market-determined society can be secured to 
the state.  

The SPD – under the pressure of the anticipated re-elections it had to call – executed a turn 
back to the rediscovery of the social question already in summer 2005. The hedge-funds it 
had itself called to Germany were suddenly declared a grasshopper plague of capitalism, 
and neoliberalism that since the Schröder-Blair document of 1999 had been governmental 
creed, was suddenly declared public enemy no. 1 next to the Left Party. Within the grand 
coalition, the SPD in a number of questions (minimum wage, savings allowances for working 
people, health reform) has pushed for solutions that in comparison to the CDU ideas put their 
stakes on greater state regulation. On the one hand, the continuity to the Agenda 2010 is 
emphasised, the corporate tax reform supported, and on the other hand, the inheritance tax 
reform demanded.41 Renewal in conformity with the market and justice continue to be the 
guiding orientations of the SPD. This includes the real dominance of neoliberal economy.42 
At the same time, however, basic security, future investments and a well-performing state 
are demanded that are supposed to harness the “centrifugal forces” of the market.43  

The Left Party did not accidentally surface as a Germany-wide project in the wake of the 
mass protests of the precarious (especially East-German ones) against the Hartz IV expro-
priations of social and retirement claims.44 Under their pressure, CDU/CSU and SPD have 
been able to pick up the struggle for the bottom in society. By this, the conditions of party 
competition in Germany have been changed. The CDU/CSU apparently has a much easier 
time than the SPD to react to these changes successfully. In July 2007, its survey ratings lie 
by 8 to 10 percentage points ahead of the SPD. It succeeds increasingly well combining mar-
ket orientation, modern conservatism and performance-oriented integration offerings and 
challenges with authoritarian and repressive policies. In the result it wins backing among the 
“established performers” and among the “performance individualists”, the “satisfied career-
ists” as well as among “authority-oriented low-qualified workers” as well as among “self-
sufficient traditionalists.” 

                                                
39 http://www.norbert-roettgen.de/content/view/259/1/ (June 25, 2007). 
40 Ibid. 
41 „We stand for renewal“, Mitteldeutsche Zeitung in an interview with Hubertus Heil on reforms and 
ruling (May 28, 2007) (http://www.mz-
web.de/servlet/ContentServer?pagename=ksta/Page&atype=ksArtikel&aid=1174661686185). 
42 Frankfurter Allgemeine Sonntagszeitung: Mr. Beck, almost half of the SPD adherents thinks Oskar 
Lafontaine’s demands are correct: Down with Hartz IV, down with pension at 67, out of Afghanistan. 
Do you also recognise these sympathies in the SPD? 
Kurt Beck: I recognise them in large parts of the population. Almost as many adherents of the Union 
answer the same way to the same question. But we cannot make politics this way. Because at the 
same time, people expect that we look beyond our fence. A policy oriented towards the social must 
have the economic in view also. If I ignore that, I shall destroy the very basis for the social. To promise 
to the people that whenever the money in a social cash register is not sufficient, the state will compen-
sate for that is hypocritical. The promise cannot be kept. Precisely that, however, is done by the Lafon-
tainians. The Left Party cheats the people.” http://www.kurt-beck.de/menu/1720099/index.html (FAS of 
July 15, 2007).  
43 Peer Steinbrück: What the state needs to accomplish in the renewed social market economy. In: 
Berliner Republik, Issue 6/2006, pp. 66-69.  
44 Michael Brie: Citizens searching for alternatives. In: Michael Brie (eds.): The Left Party: Origins, 
Goals, Expectations. Berlin 2005, p. 14 ff. 
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The weakness of the SPD compared to the CDU is likely not to be only of cyclical, but of 
structural nature. Its programmatic positions are based on the Agenda 2010. The “politics of 
the new way of value creation” are shifted into the centre that is supposed to be backed up 
by a “preventive social state”. Opening up of new markets, technical progress, fair competi-
tion and guarantee of “security through change” are guiding orientations.45  The “many differ-
ent chances to act should be seized without fear.”46   

It is not recognisable how the SPD with this orientation wants to catch up its lag to the CDU. 
By its market-oriented policy, it dramatically weakens its support among its standing voters in 
the upper third of society. Its representation of the threatened working-class middle and 
lower groups also stands under the primacy of the market and only represents a gradual dif-
ference from the CDU. As Frank Walter writes: “The programmatic slogans by the social de-
mocrats of the year 2007 – education, life-long learning, chances, performance – reflect the 
lesson from the successful biographies of social-democratic upstarts of the federal German 
welfare state era. Yet, they have nothing to do with the new experiences of failure, of humilia-
tion by educational failure in the several times broken life contexts of the lower social third. 
These two worlds are completely alien to one another.”47 

While the increasingly renewed CDU can be recognised as a impressive force for a liberal 
market orientation of politics that has at the same time a “heart” for the representation of the 
weak, the SPD as the leading force of a socio-ecological change of direction at this point is 
still out of the question. For the market-oriented authoritarian direction by contrast, CDU and 
FDP erect themselves ever more stiffly, and the CDU even increases its anchoring in the 
bottom of society. 

A social and democratic re-orientation of politics in Germany is not seriously envisaged by 
the leading groups of the SPD. It acts rather like a state party that wants to defend almost all 
positions at the same time and that way becomes indeterminate and cheats almost everyone 
and makes them upset. The SPD seems to be ruled by the dispositions of contented social 
climbers, similar to these torn between the attraction of the market and the call for a state 
that guarantees this upward mobility. The strong representation of the liberal market groups 
is apparent. And also the Greens cannot make up their mind up to now whether they want to 
be an avant-garde of socio-libertarian change or pioneer of a “green market economy” and 
compete with the FDP for the modern segments of the neoliberal performance elites. How-
ever, the Greens do not find their standing voters there, but rather among the critical cultural 
elites and the well-off middle classes. From the point of view of party politics, the chances for 
a conservative-liberal coalition are still stronger than those for a social and democratic 
change of policy.  

(6) Social majorities do not develop automatically 

On the one hand, top and bottom in Germany, more than ever in the last 40 years, are di-
vided according to income and wealth, position and recognition, access to education and 
health. Simultaneously, there is a quicker “speed of upward or downward move”48 – from 
working rich you can turn very quickly also into working poor or into unemployed. 

Along with the project, for the time being failed in 2005, of a neoliberal alliance between the 
upper strata of societies and the project now pursued of a social cushioning of market-

                                                
45 Social Democracy in the 21st century. “Bremen Draft” for a new Basic Programme of the SPD, 
January 2007. 
46 Ibid., p. 14. 
47  Franz Walter: Why Beck has no chances against Lafontaine. In: 
http://www.spiegel.de:80/politik/deutschland/0,1518,489729,00.html. 
48  Siegmar Mosdorf: Parties need to reflect social diversity in a credible way. In: Neue Gesell-
schaft/Frankfurter Hefte, Issue 9/2006, p. 36. 
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centred politics by the social contract of “challenging and encouraging”, there is given a third 
possibility to win majorities in Germany. This would be an alliance between the socio-
libertarian upper middle classes and the rather socio-authoritarian middle and lower-level 
political milieus of German society. A different contract than that of neoliberal conservatism is 
possible. This is still a mere possibility, however, for which many prerequisites are lacking. 

As Graph 10 exemplifies, the social-libertarian upper groups are close to those in the work-
ing-class middle and the groups further below mainly as far as the social question is con-
cerned. Together, in their majority, they support the demand: “The state should guarantee 
comprehensive social security of the citizens.” The well-off liberal market groups, by contrast, 
are united with the same groups at the social bottom of the society by an understanding of 
the state as national protection community. They admit to the thesis: “The state should limit 
the influx of foreigners, so that these don’t take away jobs from the Germans.” 

A centre-left alliance for a social change must solve the conflict between the strong emphasis 
on democratic values of the better-off groups, on the one hand, and the authoritarian pat-
terns and ethno-centric positions in parts of the lower middle classes and those at the bottom 
of the social pyramid in a way that social and democratic orientations win the upper hand. A 
centre-right alliance, by contrast, needs to deal with the contrast between the liberal market 
positions in a part of the upper middle-classes and the social orientation further below in the 
Federal Republic. And for this contrast of attitudes, there is every conceivable reason. From 
1990 to 2005, the net profits and net incomes from wealth grew by 38 percent, the net wages 
on the contrary by merely 2 percent – for the lower wage groups, they even sank drasti-
cally.49 Together with the deep cuts in the supply of public services, the lower groups of soci-
ety have hard times behind themselves and probably – so they see it – even harder ones 
ahead. 
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Graph 10: Rejection of entry of foreigners and soci al cushioning (Gero 
Neugebauer: Political Milieus in Germany, opus cit. , p. 91)

Rejection of entry of foreigners In favour of social cushioning

And nevertheless, there is a difference between the centre-left and the centre-right alliances 
with regard to its ability of majority formation. In the German society, social values as op-
posed to those of market freedom enjoy a clear hegemony. Thus, in 2006, 83 percent con-
sidered social justice, but only 26 percent the free play of market forces to be very important 
or important. Only a fifth of the citizen considers the economic system to be really social. 
Freedom of social misery (78 percent) and solidarity (77 percent) range far ahead of the 

                                                
49  Joachim Kreimer-de-Vries, Berhard Müller: False distribution policy. Work and capital incomes 
1991-2006. In: Sozialismus, Issue 5/2007, p. 35.  
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profit motive (23 percent). The social values in combination with values such as equal rights 
of man and woman (81 percent), responsibility for future generations (79 percent), openness 
to the world and tolerance (69 percent) as well as fulfilment of duties (71 percent) and order 
(67 percent) in a moderate alliance with responsibility for oneself (56 percent) and perform-
ance orientation (50 percent) constitute the contradictory core of the value system of the 
population in Germany.50  

“As against the ever again quoted myth of a ‘culture of the centre’”, thus Gerd Mielke, “the 
national election study 2002 locates… 44.3 percent of those questioned left of centre; 29.3 
percent of those questioned settled at the middle, and only 26.4 percent placed themselves 
right of centre.”51 Along the axes social justice v. market freedom and libertarian v. authoritar-
ian orientations, the dispositions of the majority are clearly shifted towards the social and 
slightly to the libertarian. 72 percent demand more commitment of politics to social justice. 
Put differently: a democratic, social policy can mobilise majorities. The contradiction to which 
it is exposed is lower than that to which a liberal market policy is confronted. The majority 
consensus in German society has clearly shifted to the left. 

The policy orientation of the grand coalition since 2005 is in its core in deep contradiction to 
this consensus of the majority in Germany. Of course, the government is granted by 70 per-
cent of the population that it has created better conditions for business and the economy, 66 
percent also credit it with commitment to climate protection, 50 percent with improvement of 
the situation of families, and 48 percent with the effective reduction of unemployment. Yet, 
only 29 percent consider that this implies more justice; only 28 percent think that this gov-
ernment acts in the interest of the working people. Not more than 20 percent recognises that 
the system of public health insurances was made fit for the future, and just about 19 percent 
see any progress in the long-term guarantee of the pension system. 78 percent think that this 
government did not make their personal situation any better.52 

As the previous analysis shows, the society of the Federal Republic is fragmented. Three 
very different strategies might create majorities: First, a renewed policy of social-democratic 
third paths that would combine the interests of the two large groups of the upper middle of 
society and place them under the dominance of the neoliberal competition on the global mar-
ket; second, a neo-conservative policy that tries to link neo-conservatism with the interests in 
security and protection of the lower middle classes and a part of the lower social groups; 
third, a policy for a social and ecological and democratic change of direction that would unite 
those forces from the upper middle, the lower middle and the social bottom that stand for a 
renewal of social policy and democracy. 

The struggle of social groups for hegemony will decide which of the three possible directions 
of politics will dominate the next decade. Sudden changes may occur. For the first time since 
the late 1960s, the Left in Germany has again the chance to seize the offensive. It requires 
greatest efforts so that it will get to the height of the times, its possibilities as well as the tasks 
facing it. 

II. For New Left Politics 

The wind is blowing against the Left. Its goal is to overcome the control of capital over the 
economy and society. It is struggling against conditions, where in the name of global com-
petitiveness, the economy, the social systems, politics, and culture are subordinated to profit-
maximising.  

                                                
50 Gero Neugebauer: Political Milieus in Germany, opus cit., pp. 48-50.  
51 Gerd Mielke: The threatened being determines consciousness. In: Frankfurter Rundschau, July 19, 
2004. 
52 ARD Germany Trend, August 2007. 
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There are three possibilities to act in such adverse circumstances. You can wait until the 
wind has turned, and for that long sail as carefully as possible with the wind.  You can steer 
directly against the wind and try not to be thrown too far behind. In both cases, however, in 
the case of manoeuvring as well as simple steering against, you won’t make any headway. 
The third possibility consists in taking the wind itself as one’s ally to steer against it using its 
own power. 

Hegel in this context talks of the “trick of reason” – of the ability to use the force of the oppo-
site to overcome its dominance. In the field of political struggle this means to use the gaps 
and cracks in the structures of power, to bring the inner contradictions of today’s capitalism 
and neoliberalism to dance. Often it is not frontal resistance, but only steering against the 
wind that permits to make headway. That kind of political art can turn inferiority into superior-
ity; minorities can become majorities. 

Such political initiatives out of minority and inferiority need sober analysis in order to recog-
nise the contradictions and to discover the possibilities, to set free their potentials in an 
emancipative and solidary way. And they require the “firm, seemingly brutal seizure”53, so 
that in the critical moment “the opportunity” is not missed, thus Walter Benjamin, and the 
“continuity of history” can be broken. 

Left politics for a social-ecological and democratic change is a policy of transformation. It fits 
into an understanding of politics that sees the European Left Party as a contribution to “cre-
ate a broad social and political alliance for a radical change of politics”: “We want to establish 
an independent self-confident project that encourages the realisation of solidary and democ-
ratic, social and ecological alternatives.“54 It is a policy that begins within capitalism and 
points beyond it.55 

Still, the political conditions for a change in Germany are not given. They can be created, 
however. Seven factors that could contribute, will be presented in the following: (1) the crisis 
of neoliberalism, (2) the strengthening of trade unions and social movements, (3) the chal-
lenge within the political system by the Left Party, (4) the potentials for change by SPD and 
Greens, (5) the ever clearer recognition that social and ecological transformation, on the one 
hand, and an alternative type of economic growth on the other do not contradict each other, 
and (6) the emergence of ideas for a new historical project of the Left. That can lead to a 
change of direction if (7) the Left is capable of a radical real policy at the height of the times. 

(1) The crisis of neoliberalism and alternative pat hs of 
development 

The point of departure of today’s political development in Germany is the recognition by im-
portant circles even within the ruling classes that a simple continuation of radical neoliberal-
ism is impossible. In the wake of the first energy and environmental crises, the currency cri-
sis of the early and the stagflation crisis of the late 1970s, it won over other alternatives.56 It 
was in no way inevitable, but had firstly to defeat other possibilities politically, intellectually, 
economically and also by military force (mainly Chile in 1973). It developed on the cemetery 
of social transformation projects. 

                                                
53 Walter Benjamin, opus cit., p. 592.  
54 Programmatic Manifesto of the Party of the European Left (http://www.european-
left.org/about/docus/doc/manifesto/). 
55 On the conceptional basis of a socialist conception of transformation, compare among others: Mi-
chael Brie, Michael Chrapa and Dieter Klein, 2002: Socialism as the order of the day. Karl Dietz Pub-
lishers, pp. 7-65; Michael Brie/Dieter Klein: Thinking over elementary questions in a new way. Rls 
standpoints 2/2007.  
56 Compare on that in more detail: Dieter Klein (ed.): Live instead of being lived. Self-determination 
and social security. Future report of the Rosa-Luxemburg-Foundation. Berlin 2003, pp. 18-83. 
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The promises of neoliberalism were clear. First of all: Neoliberalism unleashed a new pro-
ductivity, by setting free the potentials of deregulated market forces and modern high tech-
nologies. It managed at least in part to overcome productivity blockages and to integrate new 
parts of the world population. The dominance of information and communication work was 
asserted over labour in industrial production. Neoliberalism represented the claim to solve 
the crisis of Fordist capitalism in a superior way. It promised to create new possibilities of 
individual self-determination and social participation by the elimination of authoritarian social 
state regulation. Therefore, neoliberalism in the eyes of essential social groups possessed 
legitimacy. 

Second: the social crystallisation kernel of neoliberalism is an alliance of the neoliberal power 
elites with the highly qualified information and communication workers – a kind of top-middle 
alliance at the conditions of the ruling elites. It promised to central groups of society new life 
perspectives and possibilities for developing themselves and in part made them possible as 
well. The guiding image was the free self-determined individual as the entrepreneur of his or 
her work force and social security and the society as contractual society of the free and equal 
who realise themselves as market actors.57 Emancipative achievements of the new social 
movements of the 1960s were picked up. 

Those who, because of their position in the market held a privileged position, were offered 
new chances. Neoliberalism was a project of the ruling elites and middle classes that in-
cluded the creation of functional under-classes. It represented a “passive revolution” where 
the leading class is “leading vis-à-vis the allied classes and ruling over the opposing classes” 
(Gramsci)58. Neoliberalism was a socially and culturally anchored project. 

Third: Neoliberalism had its central political projects such as the market-style shaping of the 
whole society, the privatisation of existential services and the transformation of public institu-
tions into “as-if-corporations”. These projects included the reduction of social-state guaran-
tees of fundamental rights just as the increase of democratic participation, the creation of a 
broad social group of the working poor as cost-efficient providers of simple services and so 
on, and so forth. The conflict between the imperial neoliberal project of the USA and the 
core-EU is mainly a conflict over how the security of this neoliberal globalisation could be 
guaranteed and whether the USA could unilaterally dictate the conditions or not. The neolib-
eralism defended realisable projects. It was feasible. 

Fourth: The most important lever for the realisation of neoliberal hegemony was the creation 
of a global financial capitalism that subjected the conditions of capitalism to the speculative 
financial market. Every possible productive investment, every “location”, every job contract 
competes, therefore, with the conditions that are dictated by the trade in bonds, currencies, 
credits and their derivatives.59 It has come to a “qualitative subjugation of the real economic 
and social conditions under the financial system”60.  That way, beyond ideological claims, 
there is created a situation of far-reaching lack of alternatives. Neoliberalism was generalised 
precisely by its independence of the interests and convictions of those who acted in the sys-
tem created by it. It could appeal to the power of the factual. 

                                                
57 Apologetically, it was also formulated this way: “That way the invisible hand of the market forces the 
top managers who apparently in an unsocial and egoistical way pursued the maximisation of profit and 
thus of their revenues, simultaneously to increase the common weal.” Stefan Baron: Invisible Hand. In: 
Wirtschaftswoche of May 16, 1996. Quoted by: Christoph Fleischmann: Kapitalismus als Religion. In: 
Blätter für deutsche und internationale Politik. Issue 1/2007, p. 84.   
58 Historical-Critical Dictionary of Marxism, Vol. 6.1, p. 14. 
59 Compare on that in more detail: Mario Candeias: Neoliberalism, high technology, hegemony. Sketch 
of a transnational capitalist way of production and life. A criticism. Hamburg: Argument 2004, pp. 105-
117. 
60  Elmar Altvater: Global financial innovations, private computer money and socialised debts. In: 
Prokla, Issue 103 (1996), Vol. 26, p. 250.  
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Neoliberalism is an ambivalent project. In financial-market capitalism, it has become material 
force.61 It has four consequences that have put its own foundation into question: 

Firstly: The neoliberal break with capital-dominated Fordism and state socialism unleashed 
new potentials and locked them at the same time into the straight-jacket of profitability at the 
conditions of global finance capital markets and of privatisation. An economy of expropriation 
emerged62. The “enclosure” of the commons that are withdrawn to free use, the public as 
well as private under-accumulation, the accelerated destruction of the natural basis of human 
life were the result. Measured by the new possibilities, the neoliberal project becomes 
counter-productive. It can usher in a deep reproduction crisis. 

The project of modernity, as enlightenment, French Revolution and emancipative social 
movements have marked it, was driven back brutally to the capitalist project. It was a 
counter-revolution. Instead of a trinity of social basic rights, democratic participation and 
peace, tendencies in the direction of a Barbarian trinity of class society, authoritarianism and 
military interventionism were reinforced. It combines with other tendencies of barbarisation. It 
is this trinity that again sets free elements of totalitarian rule and open barbarity such as mar-
ket liberalism and imperialism of the end of the 19th century did. In the end, there was 
Auschwitz. 

Second, neoliberalism in the centres split the middle-class societies integrated by the social 
state again into open class societies. Increasingly, life chances are again distributed accord-
ing to class position.63  Instead of human rights as claims to be realised, what is being im-
posed again are class privileges on the one hand, and expropriation and de-legitimisation on 
the other hand. Yet, freedom without equality is exploitation. 

A hierarchical and polarised class society becomes ever more the reality. The unity of the 
rulers is complementary to the fragmentation of the dependent. Instead of freedom and 
equality, lack of freedom and inequality are realised.64 Even those, who by the standards of 
income and recognition are quite privileged, must submit to the systemic constraints of self-
marketing, renunciation to a self-determined way of life and privacy. Brief time horizons and 
great insecurity make autonomy ever more difficult.65  Neoliberalism as a consequence un-
dermines its own legitimacy. Totalitarian commercialisation destroys the basis for individual-
ity and a self-determined life. 

                                                
61 Compare on that systematically: Joachim Bischoff: Future of financial-market capitalism. Structures, 
Contradictions, Alternatives. Hamburg 2006. 
62 David Harvey: The geography of “new“ imperialism: Accumulation by way of expropriation. In: Chris-
tian Zeller (ed.): The global expropriation economy. Münster 2004, pp. 183-216. 
63 As Mark Siemons writes in Frankfurter Allgemeinen Zeitung: “Up to now, the unemployed as well 
could consider themselves as employees of the great corporation Federal Republic that provided all of 
its citizens with maybe different, but still comparable consumption and life style possibilities; today, 
even the employees must feel like potential unemployed who can drop out of their accustomed life 
environment at any point.” FAZ, September 2004, p. 35. Claus Leggewie notes: “Exclusion is ac-
cepted in a resigned or affirmative way – with all cumulative effects that year-long poverty has on all 
other life chances, here especially on educational poverty and the fact that no longer (but maybe soon 
again – M.B.) old people, but children from the households of single parents and the unemployed to-
day represent the highest risk group.” Claus Leggewie: The future of ‘Becoming more Eastern’. In: 
Blätter für deutsche und internationale Politik, Issue 10/2006, p. 1247.     
64 “Who wants to see, can see that the metamorphosis currently unfolding of society turns out as a 
ruthless break with our own history, where in the place of the contrat social that links individuals and 
society, there increasingly steps a particularism that takes its orientation solely from economic suc-
cess and to whom the realisation of economic interests seems legitimate also by means of extra-
economic constraints.” Michael Wolf: Hard IV: exclusionary activisation or an instructive play on the 
violability of human dignity. In: Utopie kreativ, Issue 194 (December 2006), p. 1080.      
65 Richard Sennett: The corrosion of character: the personal consequences of work in the new capital-
ism. New York 1998. 
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The promised participation is largely fictitious. It consist largely in taking responsibility oneself 
for executing material constraints that were created by politics by way of the collusion of mul-
tinational corporations, neoliberal political elites and the management of IMF, WTO and 
World Bank. Up for democratic disposition is only the way and form of the realisation of these 
constraints. Essential parts of the population are excluded from any participation. Social and 
cultural integration is threatened. 

Thirdly, neoliberal politics constructs a unilateral or multilateral empire. The contradictions 
are defeated by way of economic, political and military pressure. Repression increases to-
wards the inside and the outside. It tries to impose a pax neoliberale that links the global mili-
tary power monopoly of the USA with regional oligopolies and at any violation of this pax 
neoliberale calls out the state of emergency. Its legitimacy, this pax neoliberale draws from a 
combination of the opposites between neoliberal and anti-modern fundamentalism, of Bush 
and Bin Laden.  

The policy pursued by neoliberalism turns out increasingly as conflict-ridden, unproductive 
and inefficient – if you measure it by the promises of neoliberalism themselves, let alone ex-
pectations of large parts of the population. The implemented projects result in a great deal of 
consequences that convert feasibility into a menace. The word by Walter Benjamin, “that it 
goes on like that is the catastrophe” (italics mine – M.B.) gains new meaning. By the splitting 
of national societies, the social state is replaced again by the “criminal state”66. There devel-
ops a comprehensive crisis of interior and exterior security. 

The lack of alternatives and the power of the factual created loses its hegemonic power to 
the degree that it becomes illegitimate, antisocial and dangerous. Neoliberalism becomes a 
power that relies less on conviction and radiance than on pure force or the lack of concrete 
ways of exit. Its hegemony erodes. Neoliberalism is in a crisis of its legitimacy and increas-
ingly also of its power of realisation. In its case as well, it holds: “Ideology is not defeated by 
arguments. Ideology is defeated by reality.”67 Up to now, thus Jürgen Leibiger, the hege-
monic block does not “even have any reason to pursue a completely different economic 
strategy”68; but the pressure will grow. 

Crises are times of dangers and chances. They open the door to catastrophes as well as to 
alternative developmental paths. To use the opportunities a strategy is required. Every strat-
egy presupposes to determine more precisely what can be aimed for at all.69  The crisis of 
liberalism in its authoritarian neoliberal shape forced the moderate conservatives and “new” 
social democracy or respectively New Labour to offer a new contract of dominance on the 
basis of the multilateral shaping of financial market capitalism. That way, however, the para-
sitical, de-stabilising tendencies that caused the fourfold crisis of reproduction, integration, 
legitimacy and security are not lifted. 

In the future, the inner contradictions of these political offerings rulers may resort more and 
more to forms of authoritarian repression towards the inside and to an ever more open impe-
rialistic and militaristic policy towards the outside. A tendency of de-civilisation of capitalism 
is spreading. The other possibility for solution of the deep internal conflicts of neoliberal fi-
nancial-market capitalism is the socio-ecological and democratic way of comprehensive 
transformation which in a longer perspective eliminates profit dominance over economy and 

                                                
66 Christoph Butterwegge: Generous in a petty way. In: Blätter für deutsche und internationale Politik, 
Issue 11/2006, p. 1348. 
67 Heiner Flassbeck: Economic policy summer dreams. In: Blätter für deutsche und internationale Poli-
tik, Issue 10/2006, p. 1233. 
68 Jürgen Leibiger: Crisis of neoliberalism – reality or wishful thinking? In: Sozialismus, Issue 10/2006, 
p. 20.  
69 Compare on that in more detail: Michael Brie. The Left – what can it aim for? Politics under the con-
ditions of financial market capitalism. Supplement to the magazine Sozialismus, Issue 3/2006. 
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society. It is the perspective of “de-capitalisation” of modern societies. From the crisis of neo-
liberalism, there can develop four different developmental paths (Graph 11).  

Graph 11: Development paths in the beginning 21 st century 70  

 

         

        

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

(2) Change in trade unions and social movements 

The founding of the WASG was a party creation tolerated by the top of the German trade 
unions and directly promoted and actively organised by parts of its medium-level officials. Of 
course, Michael Sommer stresses again and again: “There won’t be any trade union party in 
Germany even if some seem to dream of it. That would be the wrong way… The DGB (the 
German federation of trade unions) is a unitary trade union without party affiliation and has 
members from all the parties. For that reason alone, there are no natural alliance partners for 
the trade unions in politics.”71  At the same time, the foundation of the WASG and even more 
so the creation of the common Left Party has freed the trade unions from the problem that 
the others parties in the parliament had conducted a policy hostile to the trade unions. The 
engagement of a part of the trade unions in Germany to form a new partner on the left is only 

                                                
70 Compare ibid., p. 30. 
71 http://www.focus.de/magazin/kurzfassungen/focus-_aid_67304.html. 
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one form of the “politicisation of the trade unions” since 2003 and their strong linkage of col-
lective struggles with the realisation of a general social political calling.72 

The very possibility of the development of a “strong and trade union-oriented party of the 
Left” (thus in the appeal by sixty trade unions who in the beginning of July 2007 together 
joined the party The Left73) has shifted the relationship of forces in favour of the trade unions. 
If the votresses and voters organised in trade unions are turning away from the SPD and the 
Union and look for the support by the LEFT, if workers and simple workers and especially 
unemployed follow, then politics against these groups becomes a political problem of the 
ruling parties. 

The current improvement of the economic situation has strengthened the position of the 
trade unions. They can realise higher wages. The demand for qualified workers changes the 
relationship between capital and labour in favour of the latter. This strengthens the structural 
power of the skilled workers. Still this is limited mainly to the industries competing on the 
world market, where the work teams can exercise corresponding pressure74, but the chances 
are mounting to extend these successes – always assuming that the economic upswing does 
not come to an early end. 

At the same time, there are serious efforts to also increase the organisational power of the 
trade unions, and to develop, instead of the almost exclusive concentration on the institutions 
of collective negotiations and business councillor work behind closed doors weakened by 
global competition and the new ownership structure of the firms “an intelligent campaign ori-
entation, to use new social alliances for strengthening one’s own organisation and also not to 
shy back before conflicts”75. The preparedness for conflict and the support by a sensitised 
broad public can both be increased. One of the possible strategies is the combination of a 
wage policy close to the work floor with a new “participatory move” of the trade unions and 
employees.76   

The question will be how the trade union will adjust to this new situation, whether they will be 
capable to develop a social offensive that at the same time encompasses their own trans-
formation. The attempts by the trade unions to influence the socio-political agenda of Ger-
many had largely failed after 1990. The level of unionisation dropped from around 40 percent 
in the year 1991 to only 28 percent today. Certain concessions in the early period of Red-
Green in 1998/99 had no lasting effect. Without trade union counter-force, a policy for a 
change won’t be possible. A new policy of the trade unions would include the struggle for the 
demands of the unemployed77, as well as the transition to a solidary wage policy across all 
sectors that is able to overcome wage reduction in the lower segment.78 Yet, the opposite 
also holds: Only a broader policy change makes the trade unions again a real power in Ger-
many. 

However, the crisis of neoliberalism has also helped other social forces. Since the demon-
strations against the coming Iraq war in 2003 and the Agenda 2010 in 2003 and 2004, social 
movements have again managed to become publicly effective organisations that reach larger 

                                                
72 Editorial board: Sozialismus: Trade unions and politics – conceived in a new way. On political man-
date under financial-market capitalism. In: Sozialismus 5/2007, p. 37. 
73 http://die-linke.de/die_linke/nachrichten/detail/zurueck/nachrichten/artikel/jetzt-geht-es-los/. 
74 Michael Wendl: What determines business development?, In: Sozialismus, Issue 2/2007, p. 21.  
75 Klaus Dörre: Trade unions and the capitalist land taking. Decline or strategic choice? In: Heinrich 
Geiselberger: And now?, opus cit., p. 71. 
76 Daniel Friedrich: Act instead of react. In: Sozialismus, Issue 1/2007, p. 33. 
77 Ralf Bordesser; Sabine Groengroeft: Hartz IV: Trade unions for the unemployed – unemployed for 
the trade unions. In: Sozialismus, Issue 12/2006, pp. 40-44.   
78 Richard Detje; Otto König: Collective departure under financial-market capitalism. In: Sozialismus, 
Issue 4/2007, p. 31. 



 31 

parts of the population. It becomes ever clearer that peace, justice, and other economic and 
social policy are interrelated on a global, European and national-state level. Claudia Meyer, 
DGB youth secretary and member of the coordination circle of Attac, put it that way at the 
demonstration of February 15, 2003 in Berlin: “The world stands before a fundamental alter-
native: Will a new world disorder of violence and war emerge or shall we create steps to-
wards a new, more just world order?”79 

However, the globalisation critical and peace political demonstrations are mainly carried by 
the critical cultural elites, while the Anti-Hartz IV protest marches were marked by the threat-
ened workers and employees and the precarious. In the protests against the G-8 summit in 
Heiligendamm in 2007, globalisation critics and trade unions, migrants and unemployed 
marched in different blocks. The conflict lines between the social and the cultural left, be-
tween the left middle classes and the workers, the migrants, the sub-proletarian precarious 
workers are impossible to ignore.80 The potentials of social movements and of the political 
left for a change need to grow together at first. The LEFT can play an important role in these 
development.             

(3) The challenge by the Left Party 

In early summer 2007, the preparation of the federal parliament elections in 2009 began. The 
surveys show that at the next parliamentary elections, there will be arithmetically possible, 
aside from a coalition between CDU/CSU and FDP, the continuation of the grand coalition or 
a so-called Jamaica coalition of CDU/CSU, FDP, and Greens or respectively a traffic light 
coalition of SPD, FDP, and Greens – assuming that the SPD bars itself to any cooperation 
with the Left Party at the federal level. Yet, what stands behind the different possibilities? Are 
they only additive constructions or are some of them also based on strong social alliances? 
How do they relate to the connection between old and new social question? 

The rise of the LEFT since 2004 changed the whole party system of the Federal Republic.81 
While typically after a federal election, simple arithmetic sufficed to determine, who would be 
in government the next four years, in 2005, what was needed was a calculator, colour sci-
ence and toughest negotiations. “Under this pressure that there manifests itself something on 
the left that is more than a one-day event, all parties will change. The German party system 
has gotten into flux”, the party researcher Karl-Rudolf Korte states: “This German oasis of 
reliable stability as far as government is concerned, is outdated.”82 The voter can now put the 
parties under pressure much more strongly than before. As Rolf Reißig states, the party sys-
tem is not only getting more European, but also more normal: “Because a parliament should 
actually be at the height of the real social contractions.”83 

It seems to me that the changes in the party system are far graver than many observers as-
sume up to now. It may be the case that the party system is in an upheaval as the Federal 

                                                
79 http://www.uni-kassel.de/fb5/frieden/bewegung/15-02-2003/meyer.html. 
80 Compare on that also: Bernd Hüttner: Post-Fordist Left. In: Utopie kreativ, Issue 188 (June 2006), p. 
541.   
81 It may not be forgotten that the SPD on “Super-election Sunday”, June 13, 2004, obtained quite a 
number of successes; thus it obtained 6.1 percent at the European elections and 26.1 percent at the 
regional elections in Thuringia. Patrick Moreau already back then suspected the possibility of a return 
of the PDS into politics. Compare: Patrick Moreau: Return into politics? The PDS after the elections to 
the European Parliament. In Hans Zehetmair (eds.): The German party system. Perspectives for the 
21st century. Wiesbaden 2004, pp. 172-97.   
82 “It helps the Voters“. Karl-Rudolf Korte: The Left is changing the Party system. In: Das Parlament 
Nr. 29-30/July 16, 2007 
(http://www.bundestag.de/dasparlament/2007/29.30/MenschenMeinungen/16444748.html). 
83 Rolf Reißig: Left Shift without real political shape. New perspectives in a changed party system. In: 
Neue Gesellschaft, Heft 6/2007, p. 25. 
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Republic did not experience since the consolidation of this system in the 50s of the 20th cen-
tury. Even the rise of the Greens in the late 70s and early 80s isn’t a comparable break. It 
placed two central questions, ecology (especially the anti-nuclear movement) and peace 
(especially the resistance against rearmament in the framework of NATO’s dual-track deci-
sion culminating in the gigantic peace demonstrations in Bonn and Washington, D.C.), on the 
agenda of the party policy system. But this rise of the Greens did no long-lasting damage to 
the SPD. Now, for the first time, the SPD as the left column of the party system is shaken in 
its foundations. If it does not succeed to stabilise itself at a level clearly over 30 percent, the 
party politics of the old Federal Republic would come to an end, because the SPD would 
drop out as the only left centre of gravity. On the left a plural space with several such centres 
would finally emerge.84 

The origin for the rise of the LEFT lies in the failure of the SPD to oppose itself as social and 
democratic force to neoliberalism. As Ingar Solty states: The Left Party is not a “weak relic 
from past eras…, but it is a party re-foundation that takes place in the midst of a… hegemony 
crisis of neoliberalism.”85 Precisely for that reason, it also challenges the whole party system; 
it puts the social question in a democratic left way on the agenda. Or as Oskar Lafontaine 
said in his interview with “Spiegel”: “Not the SPD is our main opponent, but ruling policy. That 
is, what we want to change, if possible through government participations, but also in opposi-
tion. If in the SPD topics such as minimum wage or in the CDU the duration of unemploy-
ment support are discussed, these are results of our work. If SPD and CDU doubt the wis-
dom of pension at 67, then this became true, because we are there. If the Greens try to get 
out of the combat interventions in Afghanistan, then it is in reaction to us.”86 

Graph 12: Who cares more...? (Population as a whole , in %) 
(FAZ, July 18, 2007, 2.5)
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There are six reasons that favour a fundamental change in the party system. First, there 
holds the statement of Thomas Petersen from the Allensbach Institute: “How deeply the Left 
breaks into the field of the SPD, you recognise from the fact that competences that the popu-
lation for decades attributed to the SPD today at least to equal extent are granted to the 

                                                
84 In the Western European comparison, there have already been several such attacks against social 
democracy that were typically refuted (Sweden and Norway). In other countries, the formerly large 
Communist parties were reduced to smaller parties (France, Italy or Spain). In the Netherlands, the 
Socialist Party by contrast, in the meantime, has risen to a direct, equivalent competition to the Dutch 
Party of Labour.   
85 Ingar Solty: Transformation of the German party system and the European historical responsibility of 
the Left Party. In: Das Argument, Issue 271/2007, p. 343 (highlighted in the original – M.B.).  
86 Spiegel of June 25, 2007 http://www.linksfraktion.de/wortlaut.php?artikel=1501040337. 
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Left.”87 As Graph 12 shows, this is a clear understatement – at least as far as equality and 
the reduction of poverty are concerned. Moreover, many SPD adherents are no longer sim-
ple unsure, but 40 percent even agree with the statement that the SPD has betrayed its ori-
gin, is no longer the party of the ordinary people and the workers, but only caters to the inter-
ests of the economy.88 

What sketched itself for the first time in the electoral campaign 2005, could now be turned 
into a permanent feature: The Left competes at equal eye level with the SPD for the latter’s 
classic left competences – social state, justice, equality, overcoming of the contrast between 
Poor and Rich. Especially when looked at from the social bottom, the SPD in these core ar-
eas is no longer the first addressee. That happened to it for the last time in the Weimar Re-
public in the relationship to the KPD. It is completely unclear how the SPD without a change 
of its politics can become capable to regain a credible profile as party of social democracy.89 
The electoral defeat of the Socialist Party in France or the decline of the Workers’ Party in 
the Netherlands should make a deep impression on the SPD. In the medium term, the SPD, 
therefore, at the peril of its demise as a large people’s party could be forced to move clearly 
to the Left – with an open outcome. For the new Left Party, this would be the real challenge – 
it would have to prove that socially, politically, and above all also culturally it is really much 
more than a social-democratic corrective. 

Second, the demands of the Left are support by a broader majority ranging far to the voters 
of the CDU and CSU for. Already in 2003, 86 percent were for a poverty-resistant basic se-
curity, 85 percent for redistribution from the top to the bottom and 80 percent for more citi-
zens’ participation. The central demands by Oskar Lafontaine he formulated as conditions for 
an election of Kurt Beck to chancellor in June 2007, 40 percent of the women and men citi-
zens (and 48 percent of the SPD voters) consider to be completely correct, and 27 percent 
(and 30 percent of the SPD voters) agreed with them at least in part. 62 percent of the CDU 
voters are for a legal minimum wage, 75 percent of the Union voters reject retirement at 67, 
55 percent of CDU and 64 percent of the CSU voters in July 2007 were for the retreat from 
Afghanistan.90 At least in some core points, a policy change has a clear and even over-
whelming majority in the population.  

The executives of the opinion research institute Emnid summarises: “What has changed 
since PDS times, when in the East, it managed to get about 20 percent of the votes? Almost 
everything. Mainly: Those excluded by Hartz IV finally have a symbol for anger and the will to 
engage for their left dream of another society. All of a sudden, no longer ducking is the reac-
tion, but open opposition. Especially against the so-called social democracy: Because to the 
degree that the SPD lost its social competence, the LEFT gained in justification for its exis-
tence. The more strongly the SPD doubts the possibility for distributive justice in times of 
globalisation, the better rings the notion of ‘solidarity’ as the political message of the LEFT. 
Above all, as there is no sufficient number of jobs, as 78 percent in the East think. Hartz IV is 
the synonym of rage against politics and economy for its loss of ground, to the demand of 
many entrepreneurs for manager incomes like in the USA, wages like in China and entrepre-
neurial profits by job annihilation. It is also the cause for the decisive change in the accep-

                                                
87 Thomas Petersen: The magic sound of socialism. The ideas of the Left fall on a fertile soil. In: 
Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung, July 18, 2007, p. 5. 
88 Ibid. 
89 For core voters of the SPD „the Left Party at least in the year 2005 became the new political repre-
sentation of its basis mentality.” Franz Walter: Elites or lower strata? The voters of the Left. In Tim 
Spier; Felix Butzlaff; Matthias Micus; Franz Walter (eds.): The Left Party. Timely idea or alliance with-
out future? Wiesbaden 2007, p. 331.  
90 
http://www.welt.de/politik/article1007014/Unionswaehler_schliessen_sich_Lafontaine_an.html?print=y
es. 
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tance of the Left. The protest party PDS, transformed into the programmatic orientated LEFT, 
because in the East, it holds up the goals of the ‘good, old SPD’.”91    
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Third, the LEFT, by contrast to the other smaller parties, is anchored in all three thirds of so-
ciety, in the upper middle-classes, in the lower middle-classes, and below. It is, in this re-
spect, not only since the middle of the 90s a real people’s party in the East of Germany, it is 
one – as Graph 13 proves – potentially also in the West and has shown this on occasion of 
the elections in Bremen in May 2007.92 It is capable to bundle the values and interests of 
very different social groups and to transport them into the political system. Other than FDP 
and Greens, the party The Left faces no strict class or milieu limits. Over a third of its voters 
– women and men - come from the upper and roughly a third each from the middle and lower 
strata. 

Fourth, the LEFT has positioned itself increasingly more successfully as a party of the work-
ing people, the trade unions and unemployed and sub-proletarian strata and managed at the 
same time to extend its backing in parts of the socially oriented middle classes. As far as this 
part of its voters is concerned, it is very reminiscent, therefore, of the classical SPD before 
1914. Already at the federal elections 2005, it received, from an overall result of 8.4 percent 
an approval among workers of 12 percent, among trade union members of 13 percent and 
among the unemployed of 24 percent. In the East of Germany, 31 percent of the trade union 
members and 27 percent of the workers voted for the Left (32 percent or respective 26 per-
cent for the SPD). 39 percent of the East German unemployed turned to the party The Left. If 
at the elections of March 18, 1990 in the G.D.R., the CDU was the party of the workers, it is 
now the Left Party.93 However, now many of the former workers – it is impossible to suppress 
that remark – are now rid of their work. 

Fifth, the LEFT, with its strong anchoring in Eastern society, disposes of a regional basis for 
action that otherwise only CDU, CSU and SPD have. It belongs in the Eastern federal coun-

                                                
91 Klaus-Peter Schöppner: “The humus of the Left“ – Strongest force in the East, first success in the 
West: How the protest party PDS could become a programme party. In: Leipziger Volkszeitung of 
August 3, 2007.  
92 Compare on that the contribution of Christoph Spehr in this volume. 
93 Eckhard Jesse and Thomas Schubert: Federal Elections 2005. In: Einsichten und Perspektiven. 
Bayerische Zeitschrift für Politik und Geschichte, Issue 1/2006. 
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tries to the three parties that receive between 15 and 30 percent of the votes.94 In two of 
these countries, it has already participated in the government; in Berlin, the Red-Red coali-
tion is continued at present. In both cases, its voter support has rather shrunk, but it will turn 
out, whether that needs to be necessarily the case. The weakness of the Left Party.PDS at 
the federal level and the competing election campaign mounted by the WASG in Berlin took 
their toll. At the same time, it became clear that governing in depressed regions is particularly 
hard for the Left. The testing of some entry projects into a policy, such as a publicly spon-
sored employment sector or common schools (overcoming the social and cultural split be-
tween the pupils) as well as the stop of privatisation, or respectively, the transition to a sus-
tainable regional development are indispensable for the development of competence and 
credibility also for government at the federal level. A solid budgetary policy also belongs in 
there.95 

Sixth, the clear self-positioning of PDS, WASG and now Left Party did not turn the LEFT to-
day into a right-wing populist party of all “losers from modernisation”. As the analysis of the 
federal elections 2005 showed: “In the group of the modernisation losers, not a single Left 
Party voter positioned him- or herself right of centre; only every sixth located him- or herself 
in the middle, while five sixths categorised themselves as on the left, where the self-
assessment as ‘left’ was pronounced even more strongly in the West of the Republic than in 
the East.”96 

The Left has become an important force in the political system of the Federal Republic. This 
success creates an obligation. The task already defended in 2002 of a linkage between a 
social alliance of the middle and the below and a political centre-lower class alliance belongs 
on the agenda.97 In its programmatic founding document, it has set itself the following “stra-
tegic goals”: 

- “confrontation with the ideology of neoliberalism and development of alternatives”; 

- alliance against neoliberalism in society that “brings together highly qualified em-
ployees and core teams as well as workers in insecure and part-time work relation-
ships as well as unemployed, independent and socially oriented entrepreneurs”; 

- strategic cooperation “with strong forces in the trade unions, globalisation-critical 
and other social movements, with socio-critical initiatives and progressive represen-
tatives from science and culture active against neoliberalism as well as all relation-
ships of subordination in society”; 

- the link between extra-parliamentary and parliamentary work; 

- the unity of social protest, development of alternatives and transformative claim; 

- government participations as a “means of political action and participation in the 
shaping of society if the necessary conditions for that are given and if the Left pro-
files itself with alternative left projects in a publicly recognisable way”98; 

                                                
94 On the voters of the Left Party compare the contribution of Dietmar Wittich in this volume. In July 
2007, there were determined for the party The Left in Berlin 16 percent, in Saxony 26 percent (SPD 
only 8 percent!) and in Thuringia 25 percent of voter support. 
(http://www.wahlrecht.de/umfragen/landtage/index.htm 

of July 20, 2007).   
95 See on that the contribution of Cornelia Hildebrandt in this volume. 
96 Oskar Niedermayer: The voters of the Left Party.PDS 2005: socio-structural change at equal politi-
cal positioning. In: Zeitschrift für Parlamentsfragen, Issue 3/2006, p. 528. 
97 André Brie; Michael Brie; Michael Chrapa: For a modern socialist party in Germany. Basic problems 
of the renewal of the PDS (with an attachment by Dieter Klein on concrete reform projects). Rls stand-
points, No. 9/2002. 
98 On this disputed point it says: “Standards for governmental participation are the improvement of the 
position of the disadvantaged and the strengthening of political participation, the imposition of alterna-
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- parliamentary alliances with other political forces; 

- cooperation in the Party of the European Left.99    

In its consequence, the realisation of this strategy means: “We must think about a centre-left 
alliance. For that purpose, the new party must develop a really genuine, independent profile 
left of the SPD. However, with the capacity to also win over a SPD that rediscovers social 
matters as a partner. I consider this as very unlikely, but already at the elections in the year 
2009, the political task consists in making the SPD such an offer.”100 

(4) The potentials for change of SPD and the Greens  

What are the reasons that within the party system in the medium term speak in favour of cen-
tre-left coalition involving the Left Party? Could SPD and Greens have any interest in such 
constellations? Could it be the continuation of the Red-Green coalition of 1998 until 2005 
with other means, or is there a need for a basic re-orientation? In any case, it holds: “Who is 
striving for new power constellations, must debate these strategically and openly and pre-
pare them tactically and internally.”101 This is important also for the reason that in mid-2007 
only 7 percent of the population says they want such a coalition – significantly fewer than the 
potential voters of the Left Party. 

The international comparison between the European countries and also with the develop-
ments in different Latin American countries shows that shifts to the left in the political system 
may occur in very different ways – as a result of long-term processes in broad social forma-
tions, by the rise of new social groups, by breaks in the political system, from the defence 
against authoritarian turns to the right, or rather as non-intended result of crisis manage-
ment.102 

A remarkable and in Europe almost unnoticed case is the emergence of a Centre-Left gov-
ernment in Norway 2005. To its pre-history, the neoliberal turn of the Social-Democratic 
Workers’ Party since 1981 and its growing lack of distinction from conservative parties be-
longs. In the 1990s, this led to a growing difference between the Workers’ Party and the 
trade unions. The latter in their misery of no longer being noticed by social-democracy 
started to turn towards the Socialist Left Party of Norway as its parliamentary tool. The frus-
tration became general, when minority governments of the Workers’ Party fetched in case of 
concessions to social concerns the votes of the Left Party and in the other policy fields had 
recourse to the right. 

The disastrous electoral defeat of the Workers’ Party of 2001 and the electoral successes of 
the Socialist Left Party generated a new situation. While the Workers’ Party sank from 35 to 
24.3 percent of voter approval, that of the Left Party rose from 6.0 to 12.5 percent. It became 

                                                                                                                                                   

tive projects and reform intentions. It must promote the change of the relationship of forces towards 
the left and the introduction of a policy change. However, THE LEFT will only enter coalitions with 
other parties if its basic principles are respected. Public existential services should not be privatised. 
THE LEFT in governments will commit itself, so that public services for women and men citizens won’t 
be worsened by personnel reduction and to prevent the cut-back of social services by all its forces. 
THE LEFT is – also in government – only as strong as it is anchored in society and receives public 
support. Left policies need fuelling criticism, public pressure, and extra-parliamentary mobilisation.” 
99 http://die-linke.de/partei/dokumente/programmatische_eckpunkte/iv_fuer_einen_richtungswechsel/. 
100  Interview with André Brie in Sächsische Zeitung of June 15, 2007 (http://www.sz-
online.de/nachrichten/artikel.asp?id=1519912).   
101 Rudolf Walther: The dilemma of the Left Party. In: Neue Gesellschaft/Frankfurter Helfte, Issue 
1+2/2007, p. 28. 
102 Compare on that among others: Michael Brie; Cornelia Hildebrandt (eds.): For another Europe. Left 
Parties in the Upswing. Dietz, Berlin 2005; Dieter Boris: Left tendencies in Latin American. Supple-
ment of the journal Sozialismus, Issue 7-8/2007.  
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a strong competitor of social democracy. At the same time, the trade unions realigned them-
selves in a fundamental way. On the basis of an intensive discussion among members a 
catalogue of demands was formulated and submitted to all the parties. The social move-
ments and environmental initiatives also expressed themselves with clear positions. 

After a (narrow) electoral victory a detailed coalition agreement between the Workers’ Party, 
the Centre Party and the Socialist Left Party was signed that stopped privatisation and ush-
ered in the retreat of the troops from Iraq, ending their commitment there as part of the US 
mission Enduring Freedom. In many other questions as well it was a governmental pro-
gramme that stopped neoliberal policy and partly also revised it.103 It is still open, whether a 
long-term left turn will become of it. 

As Dag Seierstad notes: The two main factors of the electoral success of 2005 might also be 
significant in other countries: “a trade union movement that attacks the policy measures of 
the social-democratic party from the left – and the existence of a sufficiently large Left Party 
left of social democracy that identifies largely with these demands by the trade unions.” 
Added to that was a stable consensus with globalisation critical and environmental move-
ments. 

(5) Beyond instable party coalitions 

In his interview for the journal parliament, Karl-Rudolf Korte states: “The Greens have some-
thing in their package for everyone, because they are perceived as being on the cultural left, 
but sociologically, in terms of their voters, are on the right.”104 That would only correct if the 
upper social groups would inevitably orient themselves towards market liberalism. As was 
shown earlier, this is wrong. There is no unified milieu “of a normatively guided new Centre”, 
as Peter Grafe sees it.105 

If the upper groups are distinguished into milieus disposed in a social-libertarian way (in the 
studies of the Friedrich-Ebert Foundation: “critical cultural elites” and “well-off middle class”) 
or respectively liberal market and moderately authoritarian milieus (“performance-orientated 
individualists” and “contented social climbers”), then the Greens and Left Party in the upper 
social groups have rather more socially oriented and CDU/CSU and FDP have rather more 
market-oriented voters, while the SPD is almost equally strong in both groups (Graph 14). 
While in the FDP, only 20 percent of the voters it has in the upper social groups belong to the 
critical cultural élites and the well-off middle class with their social-libertarians attitudes, they 
constitute a third of the CDU voters. In the SPD an equilibrated relationship prevails – it is 
precisely parts of their performance-orientated, better-situated voters that push it in the direc-
tion of liberal market reforms. In the Left Party and among the Greens, by contrast, the over-
whelming number of their well-situated voters is disposed in a social and libertarian way 
(three quarters or respectively four-fifths). Therefore, the chairman of the Greens in the Fed-
eral Parliament had to admit that while the leadership of the Greens was confident that it 
could master a coalition with the CDU and the FDP: “I at the same time notice among our 
voters and members a clear emotional rejection of the FDP.”106  

                                                
103 Compare on the details. Dag Seierstad: The most recent developments in the Norwegian Left: 
Challenges and Perspectives. In: Cornelia Hildebrandt; Michael Brie: The Left in governmental re-
sponsibility. Rls Papers 2006, pp. 37-41.  
104 http://www.bundestag.de/dasparlament/2007/29-30/MenschenMeinungen/16444748.html. 
105 Peter Grafe: Good future chances for the Greens. In: Neue Gesellschaft/Frankfurter Hefte, Issue 
5/2006, p. 15.  
106 FAZ, July 23, 2007, p. 4. 
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in % (Gero Neugebauer: Political Milieus in Germany , 

opus cit., p. 100.) 

    

Franz Walther comments this strategic problem of the Greens with the words that “black-
green seams can hardly be found” among voters: “It is almost surprising how little – despite 
the rapid embourgeoisement of the Greens, the adherents of these parties have gotten 
closer to each other at the level of political and cultural values. The elites of these parties 
may have overcome little by little the former resentments and estrangements during the last 
couple of years; on the terrain of their milieus, these contrasts have maintained themselves 
with tough obstinacy.”107 The reason for this cleavage lies in the different anchoring of these 
milieus as above proved. The groups oriented towards neoliberalism are mainly active in the 
private economic sector, the social-libertarian groups more strongly in the public sector. Mi-
lieus are after all much more than mere moods and opinions. There are closely linked with 
the social practice of the respective groups. 

As Table 3 shows, on the basis of the research results published by Gero Neugebauer, 
different coalition governments would represent different class alliances. A Centre-Right coa-
lition composed of CDU/CSU and FDP by contrast is strongly overrepresented among the 
neoliberal elites, a Centre-Left coalition by contrast among the social-libertarian elites. The 
first has significantly more adherents among the “well-established professionals”, the latter 
more among the “threatened core groups of wage earners”. Centre-Right has less support 
among the lower groups, especially among the “sub-proletarian precariat” that elects the 
LEFT at a disproportionately high level. 

                                                
107 Spiegel Online, August 12, 2007 
(http://www.spiegel.de/politik/deutschland/0,1518,499483,00.html). 
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Table 3: Party policy coalitions and milieus (on th e basis of: Gero Neugebauer: Politi-
cal Milieus, opus cit., p. 103) 
Political Milieus CDU/CSU 

and FDP 
SPD, 
Greens, 
and LP 

Grand 
coalition 

CDU/CSU, 
FDP, and 
Greens 

SPD, 
Greens 
and FDP 

(1) Performance-
orientated individualists 

 
 

4.84 

 
 

3.85 

 
 

6.49 

 
 

5.39 

 
 

4.18 
(2) Well-established 
professionals 

 
 

8.1 

 
 

3.75 

 
 

10.2 

 
 

8.55 

 
 

4.35 
“Neoliberal groups”  
(1 and 2) 

 
 

12.94 

 
 

7.6 

 
 

16.69 

 
 

13.94 

 
 

8.53 
(3) Critical cultural elites  

 
 

1.17 

 
 
 

6.39 

 
 
 

3.97 

 
 
 

3.69 

 
 
 

4.86 
(4) Well-off  middle class 
 

 
2.9 

 
5.5 

 
5.7 

 
4.5 

 
4.8 

“social-libertarian 
groups” (3 and 4) 

 
 
 

4.07 

 
 
 

11.89 

 
 
 

9.67 

 
 
 

8.19 

 
 
 

9.66 
Upper third 
of society 
as a whole 

 
 

17.01 

 
 

19.49 

 
 

26.36 

 
 

22.13 

 
 

18.19 
(5) Contented social 
climbers 

 
 

6.11 

 
 

4.68 

 
 

8.84 

 
 

6.76 

 
 

4.16 
(6) Threatened core 
groups of wage earners 

 
 
 
 

4.96 

 
 
 
 

7.36 

 
 
 
 

8.64 

 
 
 
 

5.6 

 
 
 
 

5.28 
Middle third of society 
as a whole 

 
 

11.07 

 
 

12.04 

 
 

17.48 

 
 

12.36 

 
 

9.44 
(7) 
Self-sufficient 
Traditionalists 

 
 

4.07 

 
 

3.85 

 
 

6.6 

 
 

4.51 

 
 

3.41 
(8) Authority-oriented 
low-qualified workers 

 
 
 

2.45 

 
 
 

2.45 

 
 
 

4.13 

 
 
 

2.45 

 
 
 

2.73 
(9) sub-proletarian 
precariat 

 
1.44 

 
3.52 

 
2.16 

 
1.68 

 
1.6 

Lower third of society 
As a whole 

 
 

7.96 

 
 

9.82 

 
 

12.89 

 
 

8.64 

 
 

7.74 
Coalition approval in  
percent of those 
entitled to vote 

 
 
 
 

36.04 

 
 
 
 

41.35 

 
 
 
 

56.73 

 
 
 
 

43.13 

 
 
 
 

35.37 
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The consideration in the CDU and the SPD, to enter a common coalition with FDP and 
Greens, consciously belittle the problems of such an alliance for the parties involved. A coali-
tion under the leadership of the CDU must bridge mainly the tension between the liberal 
market approaches of its upper support groups and the social orientations of their supporters 
from lower groups. The SPD has always had to do with the conflict between libertarian ap-
proaches on top and authoritarian ethno-centric orientations below. Since Greens and FDP 
now concentrate on the social-libertarian or respectively liberal market forces of the upper 
classes, a further strong tension would be added (Graph 15). Such kind of coalitions could 
come to a quick end, because they could hardly avoid angering one of the three centres in 
society – the socio-libertarian groups, moderately authoritarian groups inclined towards the 
liberal market or respectively the social-authoritarian groups. Such coalitions are, however, 
with high probability coalitions against the main supporting strata of one of the two smaller 
partners involved – or they pursue, as already with the Agenda 2010, a policy against the 
“small folks” overall.  

It may also be the case that parties are only taught by their own experience. If in its distress, 
the SPD now explores the possibilities of a coalition with the FDP and the Greens, then in 
the case of a success in forming such a coalition, it will in all likelihood soon again stand be-
fore its failure. The SPD general secretary in the Stuttgarter Zeitung of July 20, 2007, on the 
one hand, emphasises the high correspondence with the Greens and also the FDP and adds 
at the same tome: “However, there are problems with economic and social policy. There we 
need to wait whether the FDP is capable of modernising itself programmatically.”108 It is baf-
fling after all that every appeal to others to finally give up their identity is justified by the claim 
that it is not “modern”. Today’s FDP has very good reason not to let itself get pushed into a 
coalition with SPD and Greens. The Union is its natural partner and remains so. The Greens 
even at the local level have not made any all that good experiences with the CDU, these 
were mainly alliances against the SPD and not for a common policy.109 They will move any 
further to the right only at the price of a complete loss of their identity and separation from 
their core voters. 

                                                
108 http:/www.ad-hocs-news.de/Politik-News/12577734/rss.  
109 Stefan Grönebaum: The concrete charm of Black-Green. In: Berliner Republik, Issue 6/2006, p. 11 
f. 
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Graph 15: The tensions between a CDU/CSU-FDP-Green or respectively SPD-FDP-
Green coalition 

 

The strategic dilemma of the SPD  

Today’s grand coalition of CDU/CSU and SPD is fragile, because it fatally leads to the SPD 
losing parts of its voters – and this simultaneously among the social-libertarian upper classes 
as well as at the core groups of the workers and the sub-proletarian precariat. The continua-
tion of the Agenda 2010 under CDU leadership strengthens their positions in the Centre-
Right alliance and weakens those of the SPD in the Centre-Left field. 

Therefore, the SPD is confronted with a difficult alternative. A continuation of the grand coali-
tion reduces its weight and at the same time strengthens its parliamentary competitor – the 
LEFT. A return to Red-Green is hardly imaginable for arithmetic reasons alone, and even 
then, the question remains on what programmatic basis it should govern. A coalition with the 
FDP and the Greens simultaneously would force parties o join a common government which 
have little in common. As long as the SPD seeks mainly for “overlaps”110 with the FDP, it 
won’t be able to win at the federal level against the CDU. The Agenda 2010 and the policy of 
“new value creation” are market-centred policies. They rather prepare the road to conserva-
tive-liberal majorities than securing majorities under the leadership of the SPD.  

The SPD already took over the government in the Federal Republic twice – in 1969 and in 
1998. In 1969, it came to power on the wave of a long-term left development and could main-

                                                
110 In this sense, Kurt Beck in the conversation with the Frankfurter Allgemeine Sonntagszeitung of 
July 15, 2007 (http://www.kurt-beck.de/menu/1720099/index.html).  
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tain it until 1982. After the collapse of state socialism in the GDR and unification 1989/90, a 
socio-ecological change had for the time being disappeared from the agenda. Then the SPD 
in 1998 came to power with two opposite concepts – the concept of a left change of direction 
by Oskar Lafontaine and the concept of “third ways” or the “new centre” of Gerhard 
Schröder, developed on the basis of neoliberalism. As the Schröder party, the SPD failed. 

The CDU is renewing itself as socially sensitive liberal-conservative party. In the light of such 
competition, the SPD for the foreseeable future will hardly be able to convince people by a 
market-centred policy of “social modernisation”, because on that basis, it will certainly not be 
able to care for the “modernisation losers”111 as it is called in a new way. Precisely also in a 
coalition with FDP and Greens, it would have to find out in a bitter way that it would lose even 
more – to its coalition partners and mainly to the Left Party. 

If this evaluation is correct, then the SPD has only one alternative, either to head a policy 
change on the basis of a Centre-Left coalition or to install itself for the duration in a position 
of inferiority with respect to the CDU. From the Friedrich-Ebert Foundation, it can be heard 
already that the “social alliance” is endangered “on which the possible majority of the pro-
gressive parties was based strategically: the alliance between the lower classes and the 
lower middle classes.” It continues: The left centre in the light of this situation stands before 
the task to elaborate a new political and ideological project able to win a majority. This pro-
ject needs to liberate itself of the narrowed economism of the ‘Third Way’ without abandoning 
the strategic terrain of the social core groups.”112 

The SPD has good reasons to position itself as leading party of this policy change; much 
better ones at least than those for quarrelling with the CDU about the measure of social em-
beddedness of a market-oriented policy. The SPD already had to experience in 2005 that it 
cannot win in the “shaping of globalisation” at the conditions of neoliberalism. If this is true, 
can the assessment be correct that “the SPD has said good-bye to the Left for the long 
haul”113? Parties are organisations that cannot get by without voters, even the SPD can’t.  

However, the SPD still essentially holds on to the course taken under Schröder and profiles 
itself as the “party of sustained value creation”. In its concept of the “preventive social state”, 
it wages “on the expansion of existence-securing gainful employment and the increase of 
individual, cultural capital in order to tackle the existential challenges in modern capital-
ism.”114 This, however, means to concentrate entirely on the middle class, to continue to 
lower its tax burden and to enforce the emergence of an under-class working at poverty 
wages. It is a turn away from the welfare state and towards a policy of the “exclusion of the 
working class as well as of administration of poverty.”115  

Up to now, the modifications of SPD policy have been of tactical nature. Its leadership un-
derstood that a simple continuation of Schröder’s policy is impossible, because otherwise it 
will lose any basis among the voters: “The SPD needs the ‘legal minimum wage’ as reality of 
demarcation to the Union parties and as integration offer to the trade unions in the coming 
electoral campaigns – not as element of a new social-democratic identity.”116  

However, if the SPD as a result of additional defeats has to recognise that it has no chance 
as party of the Agenda 2010, only one further option remains to it: In the tradition of Willy 
Brandt, it might dare more democracy and more social justice and introduce a change to-

                                                
111 Thomas Meyer: Interpellation: A European normal case. In: Neue Gesellschaft/Frankfurter Hefte, 
Issue 6/2007, p. 42. 
112 Ernst Hillebrand: Between old recipes and new challenges, opus cit., p. 5. 
113 Elmar Altvater: First grasshoppers, then bats. In: Freitag, July 20, 2007, p. 1. 
114 Joachim Bischoff: The SPD in the 21st century. Party of sustainable value creation? In: Sozialis-
mus, Issue 4/2007, p. 19.  
115 Ingo Schmidt: New Left Party: Waiting for the SPD. In: Sozialismus, Issue 6/2007, p. 25. 
116 Richard Detje; Otto König: The end of the coalition. In: Sozialismus, Issue 7-7/2007, p. 33. 
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wards a new policy. The support of a minimum wages demand by the SPD starting in au-
tumn 2007 and changes of the programmatic party line at the same time are indicating first 
signs of this left shift. 

In the current programmatic declarations of the SPD there is not even the question of a roll-
back of the dominance of the financial investors over the economy and the society. The em-
ployee funds proposed by the SPD would, like its federal executive secretary formulates it, 
make “capitalism useful” instead of taking seriously the real interests of the majority of the 
employed as well as the unemployed.  Klaus Ernst, a leading politician of the LEFT remarks 
in a critical vein: “We favour such a model if the workers receive shares of productive wealth 
and at the same time receive the right of co-determination to be able to participate in the de-
cision on the future of their firms. However, this does not happen at present. On the contrary, 
the workers are supposed to contribute in a joyful way if a firm reduces jobs in order to in-
crease the yield in which they share. However, the worker can never live of this yield in the 
same way as the normal capital owners can.”117 

By the switch of Oskar Lafontaine to the LEFT, the SPD has lost the decisive representative 
of the left grandchildren of Willy Brandt. The inner-party struggle about the strategy of the 
SPD has nevertheless begun anew. If Klaus Wowereit, the SPD mayor of Berlin and in coali-
tion with the LEFT, demands an open reflection on a cooperation with the LEFT at the fed-
eral level (and who then still takes seriously the taboo for the year 2009?), this expresses a 
stronger tendency in the SPD. In Tagesspiegel, he says: “Everything is getting into flux. It 
would be fatal if the SPD were already barring itself against every alliance left of centre. I 
say: we must allow the exploration of such an alliance as well.”118 And he links that to the 
statement: “If we conclude the programme debate in October in Hamburg, everybody must 
be able to recognise a social-democratic profile of social justice. The only effective answer to 
the LEFT is a clear profile of the SPD. And I say this after almost six years of coalition with 
this party in Berlin.”119 The Berlin SPD has, therefore, confessed to democratic socialism, 
demanded the introduction of a minimum wage and a public employment sector, committed 
to all-day schools and a common school up to the 10th grade, and turned against the privati-
sation of Deutsche Bahn. 

These clear statements have not done Klaus Wowereit any damage. A retreat by Beck from 
the candidacy for chancellor or (at this point more probable) his defeat in the year 2009 
would open the way for a re-positioning at the top of the SPD and that way also for Klaus 
Wowereit. Then he might be up for surprises: Thus he passed his PDS coalition partner in 
the Berlin electoral campaign 2006 with the demand for a cost-free kindergarten, although 
the Berlin PDS just a few years earlier had risked the loss of its own voter basis, when the 
kindergarten fees had been raised (for the recipients of medium and higher incomes). 

“We have a clear line: in the West, not with those (the LEFT – M. B.)”, Kurt Beck told “Stern” 
in June 2007. Not only in Berlin, but in other regional associations of the SPD, there takes 
place a mollification of this thought control. Thus the SPD chairwoman in Nordrhein-
Westphalen considers a governmental coalition with Greens and LEFT in 2009 as quite pos-
sible. From the Saar, there come corresponding signals as well. On the look-out for majori-
ties, the SPD in the future also in the West gets past the LEFT ever less well.  

The SPD under the pressure of the rise of the LEFT and under the impression of falling so-
cial influence has begun to change. Since 1998, it has had to accept losses at almost all 
elections to regional parliaments. The Federal Parliament elections of 2002 were only barely 
won, those in 2005 were lost. Gradually, the recognition might gain hold that the people’s 

                                                
117 Klaus Ernst in Frankfurter Rundschau, July 2, 2007. 
118  Tagesspiegel, July 19, 2007 (http://www.tagesspiegel.de/politik/Deutschland-SPD-Klaus-
Wowereit;art122,2335031). 
119 Ibid. 
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party SPD won’t have a future without a left profile. Yet, also for that, there are ever clearer 
signs. 

In the Welt am Sonntag of July 8, Andrea Nahles, vice-party chairwomen of the SPD, dis-
tanced herself indirectly from the Agenda 2010 by demanding an Agenda 2020 and does not 
want to conduct a debate turned towards the past. At the same time, she insists that the SPD 
needed to be “left people’s party”. She stated the differences to the LEFT as follows: “The 
difference to the LEFT consists in the fact that we want to use the control potentials of the 
market for the common weal. We do not put our stakes only on distribution policy, but also on 
the value-creation potential of the market. We do not want to put to sleep people’s readiness 
to perform …by transfer logics. As far as foreign policy is concerned, the SPD knows that 
Germany is not an island. The LEFT, by contrast, pushes itself with latently nationalist under-
tones.”120          

In a volume published by Andrea Nahles and Detlev Albers in spring 2007, a number of left 
politicians express their concern about the draft for the party programme. On the one hand, 
attention is drawn to a number of successes of the SPD left that are reflected in the changes 
of this draft. Even the successes, however, point to the weakness of this left and the overall 
state of the SPD: introduction of employment insurance, the commitment to collective, soli-
dary social insurance systems, minimum wages and a particularly encouraged “social labour 
market”. Reference is also made to the confession, at another place of the draft, to democ-
ratic socialism. 

At the same time, the left SPD critics are united mainly by an appreciation of the Bremen 
programme draft of the party: “In general, the draft is characterised by an impressive pale-
ness of the description of the opponent in economy and politics. This even misleads the lib-
eral Zeit to the fatal misunderstanding (or to the appropriate insight – M.B.?) that the appar-
ent ‘pussy-foot programme’ has made its peace with global capitalism” (Thomas E. Schmidt, 
in: Die Zeit of January 23, 2007). We should try everything to make clear, until the decision 
on the final text of the programme, who the global actors are, which interests guide them, 
and how nonetheless the claim can be realised that the economy also in times of globalisa-
tion serves the people and democratic and political decisions enjoy pre-eminence.”121 

In direct criticism of the “Bremen Draft” for the new basic programme of the SPD, the chair-
man of the Jusos, and leader of the planning section of Klaus Wowereit’s office, Björn Böh-
ning, demands the “courage to a critique of capitalism”: “Of course, the programme draft 
commits itself to the renewal of the social market economy. The courage to criticise capital-
ism, however, would mean to simultaneously also answer the question, how the equilibrium 
between capital and work can be re-established… Without an answer to the development in 
the direction of turbo-capitalism, social-democratic manager critique becomes quickly in-
credible. Because it is capitalist structures that make globally inter-connected corporations 
act they way they act: Namely to the detriment of the workers and their rights… In this situa-
tion, to wage solely on the ability of the people to prevail in that competition is condemned to 
fail.”122 

The programmatic ideas of the SPD left are deliberately vague so as not to lose touch with 
the current majority fraction in the leadership. Nevertheless, accents that aim at a change of 
direction of the SPD itself are made: There is a need to depart from central contradiction of 
the present (Hermann Scheer, Andrea Ypsilanti), approaches to a counter-power politics are 
developed that should be in a position to harness big capital and to lead to a “democratic-
socialist social order” (Detlev Albers). It is stressed that the military option needed to be re-

                                                
120 http://www.welt.de/politik/article1006462/Kapitalist_ist_ein_Schimpfwort.html. 
121 Detlev Albers; Andrea Nahles (ed.): Left programmatic approaches. Thoughts on the Hamburg 
programme of the SPD. Berlin 2007, p. 10. 
122 Björn Böhning: Cover-up or compass? In: Neue Gesellschaft/Frankfurter Hefte, Issue 6/2007, p. 50. 
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stricted more strictly than before (Niels Annen) and disarmament be placed on the agenda 
again (Rolf Nützenich). 

With view to the EU, Angelica Schwall-Düren states unequivocally: “Europe will be a social 
Europe, or it won’t be!”123  This would include minimal standards and their harmonisation 
towards the top, refutation of the competitive principle by an at least equal-valued principle of 
the social dimension in the EU constitution. Economic democracy as well is being put again 
on the agenda, and completely different than in the “Bremen Draft”, there is made the pro-
posal: “State intervention as far as possible – market-economic competition as much as rea-
sonable – as little bureaucracy as possible.”124 Also the road to the surveillance state is given 
a clear refusal (Ulrich Kelber and Wolfgang Gunkel). Approaches to a different family and 
gender policy (Andrea Ypslilanti), the concept of basic security (Reinhold Rünker) and the 
build-up of a “third labour market” (Iris Gleicke) are sketched. Energy revolution (Marco 
Bülow) and transition to the social age (Hermann Scheer) are addressed as parts of a com-
prehensive transformation of production and ways of life. 

These positions from the SPD programme debate were referred so comprehensively, be-
cause the left potentials within the SPD are often underestimated. Moreover, they are much 
more strongly present at the grassroots of this party than at its current executive floor. From 
the interplay between a failure of the current strategy of Kurt Beck and his allies with the 
power claim of a new generation of which at least a part certainly sees chances to profile 
themselves as left, as well as the push for left contents of a larger part of the membership, 
there may erupt an open struggle for leadership within the SPD already before 2009. Its out-
come is uncertain. 

A signal that this struggle for direction has long since begun is the extremely confrontational 
position of Ottmar Schreiner, federal chairman of the working group for labour questions 
within the SPD. In a full-page article in the Frankfurter Allgemeine, he takes the current party 
leadership to task with top-most severity:  “…The party leadership, during the Schröder 
years, has broken with the originally social-democratic reformism and by way of Agenda 
2010 and Hartz IV finally parted from a progressive, emancipative reform policy. A small 
clique at the top of the party wanted to dispose of the reformist tradition of the SPD as a left 
people’s party. It is therefore high time to resolutely counter this wrong track. The loss of so-
cial-democratic content and of its roots by the SPD must be stopped at a programmatic and 
at a personal level.”125    

The Greens in between “green market economy” and th e “visible hand of 
democratic regulation” 

In the Red-Green federal government, the Greens have left economic and social policy 
largely to the SPD. By concentrating on foreign policy, environmental policy and consumer 
protection, they had installed themselves in such a way that they survived the end of this 
coalition rather undamaged as a party. Their historical claim to struggle for a civil, democratic 
and just globalisation and to introduce a comprehensive social-ecological transformation of 
the industrial societies, is unredeemed, however. 

After the end of this governmental coalition, the Greens is confronted with the question: Do 
they want to form the ecological-libertarian wing of a market-centred “modernisation” or the 
ecological driving force of a social change of direction? As in the SPD, also in the Green 

                                                
123 Angelica Schwall-Düren: For a democratic and social Europe. In: Detlev Albers; Andrea Nahles 
(ed.): Left programmatic approaches, opus cit., p. 47. 
124 Detlev Albers; Rolf Prigge: Economic democracy equals primacy of politics plus co-determination. 
In: Ibid. 
125 Ottmar Schreiner: Against the loss of social-democratic content of the SPD. In: FAZ of September 
10, 2007, p. 11. 
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Party the representatives of an enlightened neoliberalism dominate opinion in the party. 
However, the counter-tendencies are getting stronger. 

On the homepage of the Federal Parliament fraction Alliance 90/The Greens, in July 2007 a 
new concept was presented that was drawed up under leadership of Fritz Kuhn: “Markets 
and competition are no autonomous political goals. However, they are highly efficient search 
methods for the best solutions under certain general conditions. Functioning markets with 
high intensity of competition and low informational asymmetries between consumers and 
enterprises can offer efficient solutions, because they convert abstract information of all kind 
into prices.”126  

The core of the concept of the “green market economy” is determined by the following sen-
tence: “If we want to master the above-mentioned challenges, we want to ask, beyond neo-
liberal market adoration and old-left overestimation of state planning and control capacities 
for the new framework that the functioning markets of the future need. The smart setting of 
these general conditions for Germany and for the European interior market and then the 
pushing through of a policy for effective competition are the most important approaches of 
the concept of green market economy.”127  

This approach of “green market economy”, firstly, has a clear addressee: cultural middle and 
upper classes that in the broader sense are active in an entrepreneurial way and want this to 
happen – mediated by the “invisible hand of the market” – in accordance with certain human-
istic values. Only they can understand the chosen language; only for them does this lan-
guage have an immediately retraceable message.  

Secondly, the concept of the “green market economy” defends a clear social model: the ideal 
market economy with the most complete equality possible and comprehensive information of 
the actors. The neoliberal image of man of the individuals as “entrepreneurs of their own la-
bour power and existence” is taken for granted. It is only supplemented by the task to create 
the general conditions, so that these markets prepare the correct solutions. This also holds 
for the social question. The correctly embedded market will take care of it: “Markets do not 
produce any social justice… The state needs to provide for a framework that overcomes the 
split of society into poor and rich and creates social justice in the sense of the different as-
pects of a modern notion of justice.”128 

And thirdly, the society beyond the markets is imagined in a very specific way: “There are 
very many areas of social exchange relationships that cannot be organised through the mar-
ket. Social tasks, such as, for instance, neighbourhood help and voluntary activities, form the 
social core scaffold for a society of a society of freely cooperating individuals. Market can’t do 
that any better. Network-bound infrastructures, education and other public goods even form 
the prerequisites for functioning markets.“129    

Such an approach implies the idea that areas that are not shaped in a market-way are only 
an emergency aid (because markets – unfortunately? – can’t do any better). Moreover, they 
mainly have the function of creating the prerequisites for functioning markets. By no means 
the large and today completely under-financed areas of education, health, care, the whole 
gamut of person-related services, the painful and enormously costly care for groups dam-
aged by social problems, cultural exclusion, criminality, consequences of drug abuse etc. 
stand at the centre, but – as was mentioned - neighbourhood aid and voluntary activities. 

                                                
126 Green market economy. In: http://www.gruene-bundestag.de/cms/wirtschaft/dok/189/189534.pdf, p. 
3. 
127 Ibid., p. 4. 
128 Green Market Economy. In: http://www.gruene-bundestag.de/cms/wirtschaft/dok/189/189534.pdf, 
p. 5. 
129 Ibid. 
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The social and cultural consequences of constant insecurity, menace, over-stress as well as 
loneliness and ghettoisation are left by the authors of the concept of the “green market econ-
omy” completely to voluntary commitment and independent welfare. But it is obvous: “The 
strata and groups… who most need a ‘home in times of stormy change’, precisely just don’t 
dispose of the social capital and the resources that can turn them into active citizens capable 
of articulating and imposing themselves.“130 

The document “Green Market Economy” is a typical product of the language that Stephen 
Kaufman calls “power-speak”: “It is the language of politics. It wears a suit and demands re-
spect, not friendship, it promises money and power… Power-speak elevates its speakers into 
experts and releases them at the same time from responsibility… As mere executives of the 
world-machine they do not bear any guilt. Their task is only to push ahead with change, be-
cause (!) it goes on anyway.”131 

Of course, there are, also in the concept of the “green market economy”, points of tangency 
for left politics. Yet, they remain on the margin. Shortly after the concept of the party leader-
ship, a counter-concept appeared. “Green economic policy: More than only market” by Win-
fried Hermann, Bärbel Höhn, Thilo Hoppe, Jens Kendzia, Markus Kurth, Jürgen Trittin and 
Barbara Unmüßig.132 If you compare the two concepts, the differences within the party be-
come apparent. Where “Green Market Economy” turns the topic of global justice mainly into 
that of “free access to world trade”, Jürgen Trittin in a short version for the FAZ writes: “’Eco-
logical justice’ in global perspective means mainly that the chances for growth and the bur-
dens of converting our ways of economic management are distributed in a just way.”133  

For the authors of “green market economy”, the global world presents itself mainly as follows: 
“In the digital world, the people are permanently networking, therefore, they pick up knowl-
edge faster and are, therefore, faster in the exchange with one another.”134 Jürgen Trittin, by 
contrast, states: “For capital, goods, and well-to-do people, the frontiers have disappeared 
these days. For poor people, they are ever more strongly guarded at the price of their death 
by way of drowning in the seas or suffocating in containers.”135 

All this is not only a question of language, but also of political direction. Where one group of 
the Greens talks about “the” market economy, the others (also) sees capital owners, multina-
tional big companies working and point to interests of consumers and small investors. Where 
some only talk of the framework of the market and criticise the “old-left over-estimation of 
state planning and control capability”136, the others demand a “visible hand” that sets “obliga-
tory goals of reduction, limits on consumption … conversion goals, politically coordinated 
planning security….”137 Jürgen Trittin insists on the link between ecological conversion, “with 
the rather classical perspective of distributive justice on a national scale.”138  

A even stronger criticism of the concept of the fraction leadership around Fritz Kuhn came 
from the authors of the paper: “Solidary economy. Green economic democracy instead of 

                                                
130 Gerd Mielke: Solidary civil society – new guiding image or empty phrase. In: Berliner Republik, 
Issue 3/2007, p. 65. 
131 Stephen Kaufman: The sound of material necessity. In: Blätter für deutsche und internationale Poli-
tik, Issue 3/2006, p. 371. 
132 Green economic policy: more than only market. Winfried Hermann, Bärbel Höhn, Thilo Hoppe, 
Jens Kendzia, Markus Kurth, Jürgen Trittin, Barbara Unmüßig (http://www.baerbel-
hoehn.de/cms/default/dokbin/178/178852.langfassung_wirtschaftspapier.pdf). 
133 Jürgen Trittin: The visible hand. In: FAZ, July 2, 2007, p. 7. 
134 Green Market Economy, opus cit., p. 7. 
135 Jürgen Trittin, opus cit. 
136 Green Market Economy, opus cit., p. 5. 
137 Jürgen Trittin, opus cit. 
138 Ibid. 
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green market economy”. The authors confront “green capitalism” with an “ecological and 
social economic democracy”, where politics comes basically ahead of the economy and sets 
its outward framework and internal rules in a democratic, publicly transparent and obligatory 
way. Economy takes place in society. Not the apparent automatism of the “invisible hand of 
the market” can be the guiding principle of green economic democracy, following the authors, 
but rather “the fashioning of economic and social processes visible to everyone that can be 
influenced in a democratic way.”139 In June 2007, one of the authors, Rüdiger Sagel, left the 
party The Greens. 

The look back on the red-green governmental coalition and aspirations of a part of its present 
leadership for a coalition with the conservatives should not make us blind to the fact: Also 
within the party The Greens there are potentials for a left policy change. They are essentially 
conditioned by that part of the voters who does not think in a market-centred way – the “criti-
cal cultural elites.”140  The defeat of the party leadership of the Greens at the special party 
congress they forced through in September 2007 on the Afghanistan intervention of the Fed-
eral Army is a signal of new conflicts. 

Since 2006, the influence of the party left in the Greens, as Jochen Weichold notes, has be-
come stronger again. This was proved in the discussions on the Afghanistan intervention of 
the Federal Army, basic income/basic security and economic policy. On the questions of citi-
zens’ insurance, nuclear energy, human rights and democracy as well as legal minimum 
wage, there might be important agreements between the new positions of the Greens and of 
the LEFT.141              

(6) New social and ecological policies and another pat-
tern of economic growth are compatible 

The alliance for a social policy change is hampered in the population mainly by one prejudice 
– a social policy is maybe more human, but notoriously counter-productive from the eco-
nomic point of view. The neoliberals have succeeded to push through one of their central 
theses: At the latest in the “age of globalisation”, the economic and the social will be in oppo-
sition to each other. What is beneficial to one would hurt the other. This ideology has become 
the ruling spirit of the times. Even more: The majority of the people share the conviction that 
freedom needs to be paid with a less in justice. A social state appears a state of unfreedom 
(Graph 6). Humanity, thus the message, goes at the expense of living standards. Yet, at the 
same time, it is worrisome that liberty loses in support by being identified with market free-
dom.142 

However, is it correct at all that economic success needs to have negative social conse-
quences? Does a more in justice and equality inevitably mean a loss in freedom? Are there 
really material constraints that condemn large social groups to live in poverty? Are decreas-
ing wages and taxes the price for competitiveness? Who commits in an effective way for a 
social change of direction in the Federal Republic, must refute these assumptions. Because 
one thing also holds today: majorities for a policy shift depend on the conviction that this dif-

                                                
139 Green economic democracy instead of the ‘invisible hand of the market’ (Critical paper on the au-
thor paper: Green market economy”) by Werner Hager, Rüdiger Sagel, Robert Zion, Hubertus Zdebel, 
Jürgen Klippert (April 18, 2007) (http://www.sagel.info/solid_wirtsch_lang.pdf). 
140 On the voters of the Greens also see the contribution of Dietmar Wittich in this volume. 
141 Jochen Weichold: Quo vadis, Greens? Seven theses on the development of the Greens. Ms. 2007, 
p. 9 f. 
142 62 percent today agreed with the following position: “Recently, somebody told us: ‘I ask myself 
what that kind of freedom that is supposed to be, where millions are unemployed, ever more people 
live on social aid, and large industry makes record profits. I can get by without such a liberty.’ Would 
you also say that, do you feel the same way, or wouldn’t you say that?” In 2002, 53 percent supported 
this position (FAZ, July 18, 2007, p. 5).   



 49 

ferent policy is damaging the economic well-being. The struggle for hegemony has its touch-
stone here.   

Graph 16: Caring and liberal state in comparison*
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* Do you prefer a social state with a lot of bureau cracy and high taxes, but that cares for its 
citizens and intervenes in the economy as soon as t here are difficulties, or a liberal state with 
little bureaucracy and low taxes that keeps out of the economy and only accepts to supply the 
most necessary guarantees to the citizens (in perce nt), FAZ of May 16, 2007, p. 5.  

The thesis that majorities need to be created for a change of direction of politics is based on 
one assumption:  A social and ecological development path is possible and makes sense 
also economically. It marks the spirit of the times that such an assumption requires proof at 
all. It shows the level of neoliberal hegemony that the “lies of neoliberalism” (redistribution 
towards the top creates high standards of living; privatisation is efficient, Germany had too 
high wages and taxes) become life-sustaining lies not only for the people’s party CDU (thus 
Jürgen Rüttgers in August 2006), but also of the whole party cartel from the CSU to the 
Greens, to say nothing of the media and the majority of the “think tanks”. As will be shown, 
these theses, however, are corroborated neither by the development of the last 15 years nor 
by future scenarios of scientific think tanks. 

The analysis of the last decades as well as future scenarios can be used to motivate ele-
ments of a policy change that is so decisive also, because otherwise the dangers of war, 
terror, environmental catastrophes, social disintegration and disintegration of democratic 
orders can multiply very quickly. Like bad omens, many signs point to developments that are 
comparable to those of the end of the 19th century and that back then resulted in a century of 
extremes (Eric Hobsbawm).143  However, the forces of the 21st century that need to be man-
aged are incomparably stronger. 

Alternative paths of the last fifteen years 

The assumption that there might be different developmental paths seemed laid ad acta at the 
latest by the collapse of state socialism. Modernisation was effectively combined with privati-
sation, reduction of social-state regulations and tax reduction for the upper classes. It be-
came a simple assumption that growth could only be produced this one way: Markets alone 

                                                
143 Compare on that in detail: Ways out from self-inflicted barbarity. In: Michael Brie (ed.): Brave new 
democracy. Berlin 2007 (forthcoming). 
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are in a position to efficiently distribute goods. The social state supports parasitic search for 
goods that are provided by others in an expensive way. The more wealth is concentrated in 
the hands of the few, who would by contrast to the lower classes not spend it on growing 
consumption, the more would be invested. This would then create jobs, and from there would 
emerge high living standards for everyone. You could reduce it to one denominator: More 
capitalism is good! 

A look back at the last fifteen years shows that these assumptions are wrong. Among the 
developed countries, two groups – with regard to the growth of the gross social product were 
especially successful – the Anglo-Saxon states (USA and Great Britain) on the one hand, 
and the Scandinavian countries on the other. Cornelia Heintze notes in a comparative study: 
“In the form of the Scandinavian countries, there is a successful developmental alternative to 
the neoliberal, Anglo-Saxon way Germany emulates. Where other countries try to do justice 
to the challenge of the neoliberal brand of globalisation by entering on a downward race with 
other countries with respect to taxes, state expenditures and welfare-state achievements, in 
the Scandinavian countries, the broadly extended welfare state on the contrary is the basis of 
the surprisingly well-balanced development of the various social systems. It creates the pre-
requisites for and flanks the exploration of innovation potentials, and it keeps ready the nec-
essary resources, in order to quickly compensate for developing developmental disequilib-
ria.”144      

Already a first comparison of the growth of Gross Domestic Product and wages between 
Great Britain, Sweden and Germany shows that in the phase of financial-market capitalism in 
all countries, the wages remain clearly behind the increase of Gross National Product (Graph 
16). The increase of economic wealth has primarily benefited the well-to-do. In Germany, 
almost only the capital owners exclusively profited 145; in Great Britain and Sweden, these 
were advantaged by the (clearly higher) growth to the extent of 70 percent and more. 

The strong wage restraint that was forced on the German workers has, therefore, not paid off 
in a growth-promoting way, since the export successes for a long time were counter-
balanced by a stagnating or falling domestic demand by the state and the wage-earner 
households. At the same time, a strong pressure was exercised on the other countries of the 
European Union in the direction of wage dumping. While the unit labour costs in Great Britain 
from 1995 to 2005 grew to almost 160 percent, reached 140 percent in Italy and in France 
120 percent, they even fell slightly in Germany in the same period (Graph 17).146  
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144 Cornelia Heintze: Welfare state as locational advantage. Germany’s misguided reform in the light of 
the Scandinavian success model. Rosa-Luxemburg-Foundation Saxony 2005, p. 17. 
145  While wages almost stagnated, wealth in Germany since 1991 more than doubled 
(http://www.verdi-bub.de/standpunkte/archiv/armut). 
146 German wages in the EU comparison. Up to now systematically overestimated. Böcklerimpuls 
11/2006, p. 5. 
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A high as well as a low state quota can go along with high growth rates. If the state expendi-
tures for social security are low, however, then the burden of prevention for health, pensions 
etc. lies mainly with the private households. However, that results in strong social inequality 
in the distribution of the basic goods of life. 

Contrary to a wide spread opinion, no empirical connection between regulation of the labour 
market and employment exists. The reduction of the wage level of the lower strata is in no 
way a necessary condition for the struggle against unemployment; it can also – and at higher 
social equality – be reached by a relatively high wage level precisely for the lower strata. In 
the international comparison, Sweden measured by the Human Poverty Index occupies first 
place. This index captures life expectancy, the access to education, a decent standard of 
living, and the measure of social inclusion. Germany still holds Place 6 and Great Britain lies 
only at Place 15. The differences are serious. The poverty measured this way is double as 
high in Great Britain as it is in Sweden (Graph 18). 
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Table 4: Elements of the Scandinavian, Anglo-Saxon and German model in compari-
son over the last decades 

 Scandinavian 
model 

Anglo-Saxon 

model 

Germany 

Growth moderate to large high low to moderate 

Unemployment moderate to low moderate to low moderate to high 

Poverty low high growing 

Public employment high low medium 

Social security 

systems 

public private increasingly mixed 

 

While the Scandinavian and Anglo-Saxon countries obtain equally good economic results, 
the social and ecological effects of the model are opposite: The Scandinavian countries keep 
unemployment and poverty low, while the USA and Great Britain have to pay for successes 
in terms of employment with growing poverty (Table 2). Even the thesis of Eversen and Wren 
that the Scandinavian policy of low unemployment and low social inequality was inevitably 
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linked to high state indebtedness147 cannot be confirmed.  A solid budgetary policy need not 
lead to the exclusion of large social groups. This as well is nothing else but a neoliberal myth. 

The Scandinavian model has similarly high growth rates of Gross National Product and of 
wages as Great Britain and the USA. At the same time, it guarantees a much larger level of 
social equality, ecological sustainability, gender democracy, education, and child-raising for 
all. It can push back poverty in a much more effective way, especially also child poverty. The 
conclusion from the empirical analysis is unambiguous: “Even in times of globalisation, the 
Scandinavian welfare state manages to keep poverty at a very low level. The Anglo-Saxon 
developmental model by contrast implies a high measure of unequal distribution of income 
and wealth; the poverty quota (following social-state redistribution) is clearly many times as 
high as in the Scandinavian countries.”148  

German development is characterised by the fact that the attempts to impose a radical turn 
towards an Anglo-Saxon way were impossible to push through. The recall of the SPD, but 
also the failed attempt to form a black-yellow coalition in 2005 forced the elites to pursue an 
inconsistent middle road. Advances in the direction of further privatisation, reduction of 
wages and pensions, promotion of competition for investment by the regions and states are 
not supported by the majority of the German population, and are therefore thwarted ever 
again.  

The development of the last fifteen years proved: freedom and equality, innovation and re-
duced social differences, participation in the social work life and a well-balanced equality of 
incomes, economic growth and ecological sustainability, efficiency and extended public ser-
vices in no way stand indispensably in an antagonistic relationship to each other. The fact is: 
They can be brought into a relatively positive equilibrium. Next to the Anglo-Saxon way, there 
also exists the Scandinavian one. The power relationships and the culture of a country de-
cide on it. Active policies instead of pure market regulation are decisive. However limited 
these differences may be under the conditions of neoliberal globalisation and of financial-
market capitalism; for the concerned, they are extraordinarily relevant. 

Alternative European scenarios 

However, not only the view backward is instructive, but also the view ahead. Various scenar-
ios for the development in the European Union were worked out.149 Scenarios serve the func-
tion to prove that the future is open, but not as one pleases. You can choose, but – different 
from a banquet – not in a completely arbitrary way. Decisions must be relatively consistent, 
otherwise the strengths will block each other and the weaknesses will sump up. You then 
harvest all the evils, without profiting from the advantages of one or the other model. In the 
following, two such scenario approaches should be examined more closely. 

First scenario: Between the public and the private,  cooperation and closing-off 
This scenario for the European Union was drawn up in 2003 by the Central Planning Bureau 
of the Netherlands. It differentiates along two criteria – the measure of international coopera-
tion or respectively the insistence on national sovereignty and the distribution between public 
and private responsibilities. On that basis, there were sketched four possible variants: (1) a 
strong Europe, (2) a Europe of regional communities, (3) open European communities in an 
open global economy, (4) a Europe as part of a common transatlantic market with the USA 
(Graph 19).150 

                                                
147 Torben Iversen; Anne Wren: Equality, employment, and budgetary restraint. The Trilemma of Ser-
vice Economy. In: World Politics, July 1998 (50th volume), pp. 507-546.   
148 Cornelia Heintze: Welfare state as locational advantage. Opus cit., p. 89. 
149 Ruud de Mooji; Paul Tang: Four futures of Europe. Centraal Planbureau (undated), p. 103 f.  
150 Ibid., p. 177. 
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(1) The scenario Strong Europe is based on the assumption that the reforms of the social 
and welfare state aim at maintaining social cohesion and at strengthening it, that Euro-
pean integration proceeds, integration was successful and additional steps of coopera-
tion are executed towards the East and South. Globally, the European Union acts with 
the goal of reinforcing solidary global cooperation and speaks here with one voice. Tax 
dumping and inter-European competition by lowering of social and ecological standards 
are prevented and a spiral is put in motion that gradually increases these standards.151  

(2) The scenario Regional Communities assumes that problems are addressed by relative 
closure and the articulation of smaller regional communities, for instance, between the 
rich countries of core Europe. In order to avoid crisis, a series of trade blocks are cre-
ated world-wide and international cooperation remains low. The harmonisation within 
the regional communities takes place a way that rather blocks an adaptation to new 
situations. Blocks try to solve problems of migration by closure and those of ecology by 
going alone. The competition of various regional communities among each other domi-
nates. 

(3) The scenario Global Economy is based on the assumption that the attempts to find 
market solutions for the new problems dominate. The European Union concentrates on 
a stable framework of rules for functional markets and security. Inequality grows further. 
The European Union develops itself accordingly mainly as free trade zone, while inter-
national cooperation in areas that go beyond trade and the freedom of markets remains 
weak. The model of such a development is the USA. 

(4) The scenario Transatlantic Market assumes a weakening of European institutions. The 
solution is sought in a strong cooperation with the USA and the creation of a common 

                                                
151 “The European Union develops a framework in which policy competition between member states 
can take place. For instance, countries agree upon a minimum rate of corporate taxes and countries 
develop indicators on social targets which effectively operate as a floor for policy competition.” Ibid., p. 
179. 

Graph 19: Four variants following Mooji and Tang (2 004) 
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market between European Union and NAFTA as well as Latin America. The nation 
states are exposed to a strong competition amongst each other. 

The authors of these scenarios – contrary to their own earlier presentations – assume that 
liberalisation and privatisation draw a higher growth of labour productivity and employment. 
In that context, the empirical presentations presented above remind us that also in these 
areas a “Scandinavian way” achieves quite similar results, but in many others is far superior. 
The authors choose four dimensions to compare possible successes of the variants men-
tioned: labour productivity, employment, equality of incomes and ecological sustainability. If 
one corrects the model of the authors by these variables, the following hypothesis might be 
established: Variant 1 is superior to all other variants in at least two dimensions. And the 
Variants 1 and 2 are superior to the variants 3 and 4 as far as ecological sustainability and 
social equality are concerned (Graph 20). 

If this is correct, then the creation of a transatlantic market is the worst of all solutions 
sketched here. In economic and social policy, it is about an alternative between an ecological 
welfare state or “a class state in the ‘modern’ form of the neo-feudalist two-tiers or three-fifth-
society with integrated and excluded part of society.”152 But also the alternative of a core-
European cooperation is in the long term inferior to a strong and unitary EU. 

Graph 10: The comparison of variants related to the  dimensions labour productivity, 
employment, sustainability and income equality 

 

Second scenario model: Between GRASG – BAMBU – SEDG  
Within the European Union, there is a struggle between three strategic orientations of socio-
economic policy – a growth-oriented strategy (GRASG – Growth Applied Strategy Scenario), 
a policy of problem-conscious continuity (BAMBU – Business-As-Might-Be-Usual) and socio-

                                                
152 Karl-Georg Zinn: The future of a qualitative Keynesianism in Europe, Forum New Policy of Labour, 
September 26, 2003 (http://www.forum-neue-politik-de-arbeit.de/docs/npa2-zinn.pdf). 
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ecological transformation (SEDG – Sustainable Economic Development Goal) (Table 5). In 
that context, it needs to be noted that a radical growth orientation and the attempt to manage 
the problems without a change of direction can lead to shocks, to catastrophes – be it dra-
matic climatic change, the spreading of fatal epidemics, an extreme deficit of oil, water etc., 
combined with the accumulation of military conflicts.  

Table 5: Alternative European social strategies 153 

 Guiding lines Instruments Consequences 
GRASG 
Growth-
oriented strat-
egy  

Privatisation, 
international 
competitiveness, 
slim state, re-
nationalisation of 
politics 

De-regulation, free 
trade, growth, global-
isation, environmental 
policy, corrective envi-
ronmental policy 

Strong tendencies of social dis-
integration and polarisation, 
high international instability and 
militarisation, quickly growing 
environmental dangers and 
resource conflicts, stress on 
work society and consumerism, 
competition between regions 
with degrading consequences  

BAMBU 
Policy of Prob-
lem-conscious 
Continuity 

Realisation of 
the already de-
cided EU regula-
tion 

De-regulation and pri-
vatisation except for 
very few chosen sec-
tors, free trade (also in 
services), better policy 
coordination, environ-
mental policy as chal-
lenge, promotion of 
efficient technologies, 
tax reductions 

Slower social disintegration, 
strong social tensions while 
maintaining minimal social se-
curity, growing instability and 
militarisation, partial state inter-
ventions for the alleviation of 
consequences, growing envi-
ronmental dangers and re-
source conflicts, work society 
and moderate consumerism 

SEDG 
Socio-
ecological 
transformation 

Realisation of 
sustainable so-
cial development 
by an integrated 
social, environ-
ment, and eco-
nomic policy, 
combination of 
informing, eco-
nomic and ad-
ministrative 
(command and 
control) instru-
ments 

Competitive economy, 
social cohesion and 
security, healthy envi-
ronment as parts of an 
integrated policy ap-
proach, developmental 
cooperation, binding 
democratic strategies, 
extension of the public 
sector and public regu-
lation, participation of 
stake-holders and citi-
zens in decisions 

Strengthening of social integra-
tion and of social equilibrium, 
security through common de-
velopment and peaceful conflict 
resolution, growing gender 
equality, re-orientation towards 
a cultural society. Equilibrium of 
gainful employment and other 
forms of work and free time; 
high significance of immaterial 
consumption 

As opposed to all assumptions of neoliberalism, these different scenarios do not differ with 
view to the measure of social and technological innovation, and also not by the severely dif-
ferent growth rate, but primary in the alignment of the same. The authors of the MOSUS pro-
ject (Modelling Opportunities and Limits for Restructuring Europe towards Sustainability) de-

                                                
153 Joachim Spangenberg: ALARM-SE. Scenario narrative document. Version 4.2, January 11, 2006, 
pp. 18 ff. 
(http://antalya.uab.es/_c_ceambientals/activitats/doc_activitats_2006/Seminari_JoachimSpangenberg.
pdf); Friedrich Hinterberger: Presentation “On the use and feasibility of prospective exercises (scenar-
ios, modelling, backcasting,…) in the case of long-term planning for sustainable development” in 
Brussels at the seminar on “Prospective participatory Planning Initiatives for long-term planning in 
SD”, organised by the Université libre de Bruxelles, December 7, 2006 
(http://www.seri.at/index.php?option=com_docman&task=search_result&search_mode=phrase&searc
h_phrase=A.TRC&Itemid=39); see also: Deliberation Support Tool Biodiversity Europe. Scenarios of 
environmental risks (http://keralarm.c3ed.uvsq.fr/?q=book/print/19).   
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termine: “The economic performance capability of the EU-25 will increase to a Gross Na-
tional Product per inhabitant in the year 2020 that is by 4 percent higher in the scenario of 
strong sustainability in comparison to the base scenario (of the straight-ahead – M.B.).”154 So 
researchers in the field of scenarios for the future as well as analysts of the past develop-
ment in Europe come to the conclusion that growth and innovation can stand in a positive 
relationship to social integration and ecological sustainability, and in the light of earth warm-
ing and the exhaustion of fossil-mineral fuels also must. 

Extensive, resource-devouring technologies will be devalued in the next couple of years and 
with they the firms that prefer them.155 The report of the former chief economist of the World 
Bank Nicolas Stern on the economics of climate change shows that the costs of this change, 
if it is not at least strongly slowed down, will amount to between five and 20 percent of coun-
try Gross National Products.156 By contrast, to stabilise today’s concentration of CO2 in the 
atmosphere, one would need one percent of the global Gross National Product (around $ 
400 trillion) on an annual basis – at a current global growth of over 5 percent annually and 
global armament expenditures of $1200 bn. or 3 percent of the global Gross National Prod-
uct, that is not a lot. In a situation, where resource-intensive growth ever more directly and in 
the ever shorter term produces social costs that eat up the gains from growth, the superiority 
of sustained development becomes ever more apparent – even for the shorter time horizon 
of everything political! 

(7) Reclaim the public! Contours of a new historica l project 

“Imagine there is question of wealth – and 
everybody who hears it, thinks of educa-
tion and culture. Imagine that wealth is 
growing and nobody is getting poorer. 
Imagine the wealth grows and with it jus-
tice around the globe. Imagine that justice 
is growing and with it the freedom for 
every man and every woman.” 
Dieter Klein157 

 

“Historically progressive”, thus Wolfgang Fritz Haug in the Historical-Critical Dictionary of 
Marxism with reference to Antonio Gramsci, “a class formation is thanks to its historical ‘pro-
ductivity’, meaning the expansion of a concrete political and economic regime it carries, 
thanks to which it drives ahead ‘the whole society, by not only addressing existential needs, 
but by enlarging its leading cadres through constant exploration of new industrial productive 
sectors of activity’ and that way fuels the credible expectations of individual ‘life perspec-
tives’.”158 

                                                
154 Glijum, Stefan; Hinterberger, Friedrich; Kassenberg, Andrzej; Świerkula, Ewa: MOSUS Policy re-
commendations. MOSUS Work package 6, Vienna, April 21, 2006, p. 16 
(http://www.mosus.net/documents-reports.html). 
155 “Sarcastically, one could say: The German automobile industry works on the 3-litre-car; however, 
unfortunately, not with 3 litres fuel consumption, but with 3 litres cubic capacity of the engine on the 
average of the flotilla. If the German car industry does not come up with something else soon, it won’t 
be really competitive any longer in ten years time.” Hans-Joachim Schnellnhuber, director of the Pots-
dam Institute for climate consequence research, FAZ, March 2, p. 37. 
156  Stern Review: the Economic of Climate Change, p. VI ff. (http://www.hm-
treas-
ury.gov.uk/independent_reviews/stern_review_economics_climate_change/stern_review_report.cfm). 
157 Dieter Klein: Billionnaires  - empty cash registers. Miraculous disappearance of the accumulating 
wealth. Berlin 2006, p. 233. 
158 HCDM, Vol. 6/I, p. 14 f. 
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What projects can drive ahead society, address its existential requirements and mainly ex-
plore new productive sectors of activity and that way enlarge the individual life perspective 
especially of those groups that might possibly support such a change of direction? The sig-
nificance of these projects might hardly be in question; however, are they productive as well? 
Do they create more freedom, self-determination, conditions for individual creativity and soli-
darity? Can a formation of forces be built-up that is capable of action, or is reality really “im-
mune against all attempts to shape our life together in a more human way”159? 

Is there the possibility to challenge neoliberalism and financial-market capitalism by “counter-
hegemonic practices that try to analyse existing order in order to establish another form of 
hegemony”160? If it is correct that the “social humus on which the new Left can flourish is the 
epidemic fear of decline no longer controlled by any credible promise of ‘information society’ 
or globalisation and the increasing worry about the accelerated disintegration of civil soci-
ety”161, what are then the positive responses? How can the “political economy of insecurity” 
(Zygmunt Baumann) be overcome that emerged on the basis of de-regulation of the econ-
omy and makes intervening action so difficult?162  

How would projects look like able to link the broader social bottom and the lower middle 
classes of the threatened women and men workers as well as the employees with those up-
per-middle groups that were called “well-off middle class” and “critical cultural elites”? Would 
this alienate the market-orientated upper middle class groups? Can the interests  of the men-
tioned groups be linked to a “solar revolution” and the solidary commitment to global social 
rights? And how does all of that secure the transition from neoliberal authoritarianism, de-
regulation and privatisation, to serious democratisation and broad participation? 

Who wants to seriously confront the lower class-problem, the question of sub-proletarians of 
the present, must change simultaneously the exercise of power, social and economic policy. 
Lutz Brangsch writes: “We will be confronted increasingly with a disintegration of society on 
the one hand, and tendencies of growing repression on the other. Before this background the 
fusion of demands for democratisation as a political goal, for a realisation of poverty-proof 
social security system as social policy, and active employment and structural policy as eco-
nomic policy corner stone is necessary. A developed network of public services that are of-
fered free of discrimination and repression (education, culture, public transport…) is a deci-
sive moment of such a counter-strategy.”163   

If this is correct, then the most important common project of a socio-ecological transformation 
could be the renewal of the public sectors. This would include the extension of democratic 
community life, the development of education, culture, health care and care as core tasks of 
strong communities and backbone of self-determined shaping of individual and family life. 
This renewal of the public represents the actual “core scaffold” of a life in freedom.164      
      

                                                
159 Zygmunt Baumann: Life in fleeing modernity. Frankfurt-am-Main 2007, p. 109.  
160 Chantal Mouffe in a conversation with Elke Wagner. In: Heinrich Geiselberger: And now?, opus cit., 
p. 109.  
161 Ingar Solty: Transformation of the German party system and European historical responsibility of 
the Left Party. Opus cit., p. 341. 
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Reclaim the public! Re-appropriate the public community systems! -  That should be the 
common slogan of the many different forces struggling for the social-ecological change. It is 
at the same time the basis of an innovative and dynamic economic development that inte-
grates society and keeps nature intact.  

For a new sense of community 

Neoliberalism has legitimated the development of capitalism, for which all social contexts and 
all forms of human life have a right to existence only if they serve profit maximisation. It has 
to be “efficient”. Be it education or culture, family life or the time schedule, all and everything 
is measured by whether it strengthens the local attraction for investment, improves the 
chances on the labour market, conforms with the market. A disciplining regime has devel-
oped that has entered into each pore of daily life. Its maxim is: make yourself exploitable! 

Neoliberalism could impose itself last but not least, because it has managed the transition 
“from community to society”. That shows itself in the far-reaching dissolution of the traditional 
family ties. It reflects itself in a situation, where schools and firms are weakened as instances 
of positive integration or have completely lost this function. It becomes apparent in the disap-
pearance of many locations of lived community in the communities, politics, culture. By liber-
ating themselves from the chains of these often authoritarian and patriarchal institutions, they 
make room – on the one hand for “free markets” and, on the other hand, for “free” forms that 
combine themselves in a new way. But it was the markets that imposed themselves. 

In the wake of the new capitalism, market individualism has developed(Alan Fox). Demanded 
are individuals who define themselves as “non-social beings”165 and no longer enter relations 
of anything but an instrumental kind. Everything stands under the proviso of utility. The con-
sequence is a division of society “into those who can combine individualism and independ-
ence with each other, because their social position is secure, and those who bear their indi-
viduality like a cross, because to them, it stands for an absence of social relations and lack of 
security.”166      

Already Erich Fromm has shown the ambivalences of this transition for modern man: “Free-
dom has maybe enabled him to independence and rationality, but it has isolated him and 
made him anxious and powerless. Man cannot bear this isolation, and he sees himself 
placed before the alternative to either escape the burden of his liberty and to enter new de-
pendence and subjugation, or to proceed ahead to the full realisation of his positive freedom 
that is founded on the uniqueness and individuality of people.”167  

What positive perspective opens if you analyse this “society of individuals” (Robert Castel) 
from below? What if you shift the interests of those into the centre, who experience their indi-
viduality as threatening insecurity, lack of social relations, exclusion, constant de-valuation 
and social as well as cultural poverty? What they lack is positive security. And what do those 
miss, who – rich in social, cultural and economic resources – are able to manage their pro-
fessional and private flexibility in order to assert themselves? They are confronted with the 
meaninglessness that lies in an existence that does not point beyond itself in a solidary way. 

Where should the force for the revolution necessary for survival in our relationship to nature 
come from? Where can the abilities be trained that will allow us to successfully brace our-
selves against the falling-apart of our societies? What can unite the very different groups in 
this country when the naked interest of survival in a market society drives them apart? 
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Harnessing of parasitic outgrowths and stabilisatio n of social security 

A renewal of the community might begin at a very simple point, namely there, where it is a 
matter of restraining the worst outgrowths of ruling market radicalism. If profitable firms or 
parts of firms are only closed, because they don’t keep up with yields of a fifteen or even 
twenty-five percent profit rate, then this needs to be prevented. This would include workers’ 
council votes in the case of threat of imminent firm closings just as the elimination of the tax 
deduction introduced by the Schröder-Fischer government for sales gains of firms, the inter-
diction of special dividends and other kinds of capital take-out by investors in funds, just as 
the limitation of speculative credit financing in the case of enterprise fusions or take-overs.168  

Neoliberalism has liberated the financial economy from the fetters that were put on it after the 
Second World War. And the control of ficnances, however, is at the same time also the Achil-
les’ heal of this new capitalism. Aglietta and Rebérieux emphasise: “The financial economy is 
the lever that will help the labour society to a new boom. The society must appropriate the 
control over the utilisation of the savings capital that got the neoliberal financial doctrine un-
der the cover of shareholder value onto the wrong track. Yet, this control can only be effec-
tive if the firm becomes an institution that is guided by a well-defined collective interest and is 
supported by initiatives of democratic participation.”169     

The parasitic unfolding of financial-market capitalism is based essentially also on the creation 
of systematic insecurity for each and everyone. Therefore, the introduction of basic security 
and the guarantee of poverty-resistant pensions are corner stones of overcoming the present 
social crisis. Freedom needs security; otherwise it is nothing but covered or open extortion. 

For a new full employment 

The renewal of public services, the extension of publicly supported employment, the change 
of the company sector, socio-ecological reconstruction, a just distribution of labour are the 
conditions to make employment possible for everyone.170 This project, so the common initia-
tive of the trade unions and the Christian churches in Germany, “will offer people that, what 
they want and need – not any kind of work, but good work; meaning secure jobs, income for 
a life without existential worries, health protection, co-determination on the job and in the 
company as well as meaningful work, possibilities for unfolding oneself, and opportunities to 
climb.”171    

Such an orientation, however, requires a change in economic policy, the concentration on 
job-conducive areas of growth, reduction of work time and just redistribution of work, the 
building-up of a solidary economy from below and the extension of the public service and 
publicly sponsored employment.172 

For the renewal of the public sector 

Ever again the question of a service society emerges. This can develop into a servant/maid 
society, where ever more services are paid privately by a well-to-do middle class relieved 
from taxes. It may also develop by the expansion of a publicly-financed sector that provides 
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171 Church-Trade Union Initiative: Social Injustices as Challenge for Trade Unions and Church. 
172 Compare on that the comprehensive concept in: Dieter Klein: Future instead of ‘reforms’: Work for 
everybody. A realistic concept. Berlin 2004. 
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these services communally for everyone. The latter would mean also, however, to change 
the character of these services and to increase the cooperation of the concerned. 

These days, very concrete individual projects are linked to that. At first, the transformation of 
the kindergartens and schools from guarding-places and mere institutions of instruction and 
the training of growing-up, market-capable entrepreneurs of their labour power into locations 
of individual development and solidarity.173   These would be schools that would combine 
work and play, open conversation and the concrete project that no longer place learning for 
later life into the foreground, but mainly themselves represent reasonable locations of life in 
the here and now for the younger. Cooperation and solidarity, the help of other children and 
youth and solidary responsibility for each other would be much more important than before. 
Schools should become the model for a society in which we want to live. Now ever more 
schools turn into horror visions of the society we need to be afraid of. 

Such a basic change of the educational system requires the embedding of the child-care 
institutions and schools into strong communities. The communalisation of the energy supply, 
of water and sewage, the creation of an infrastructure of short ways, the necessary life to-
gether of ever more older people with ever fewer young people, the creation of urban spaces 
of security and freedom from fear – all this urges a reorganisation of communal life: from the 
next-to-one-another to togetherness. An openly sponsored employment sector should be 
created that offers equivalent job relations both to the private as well as to the state sector 
has its primary location here. From the “work-creation measure” as place of disposal of the 
superfluous, an sector would emerge which supports mutual recognition and solidary per-
formance. Precisely also for elderly people in an aging society, this non-profit sector, assum-
ing systematic and lasting public promotion, might become a sector that uses their special 
talents, experiences and motivations and offers them chances of realisation.174 

Social services and a high employment quota (especially also of women) are the basis of a 
modern social state. Basic security for children, the transition from monetary transfers to 
cost-free services especially for children and the youth, but also in the cultural sector on the 
whole, the promotion of the real compatibility of job and parenthood and a higher degree of 
self-determination in the disposition over time are important elements of a renewal of the 
social.175 

If we do not want to end in a next-to-one-another of slums and the ghettos of the wealthy 
middle classes, there is reason to replace the private luxury of the few by the public luxury of 
the many. Poverty in this society of plenty is due to the privatisation of this overflow. Where 
swimming-pools need to ask entry fees, where libraries can no longer pay any books, are no 
longer present in the residential areas, and then even have to ask fee in order not to decay 
completely, where cultural centres and youth clubs are lacking and no longer have any 
women and men moderators any longer, society is being divided. The consequences are 
fatal: “The restriction of public spaces, meaning equally accessibility to all people (material as 
well as intellectual) alienates from society, withdraws to solidarity the basis of the common 
experience of social differences, inequality and injustices and that way forcibly shifts the rela-
tionship to the shaping of social security.”176 Where the public firms are privatised and the 
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state withdraws from offering public services of existential care, the way into social apartheid 
is pre-programmed.177  

Mike Davis states: “In the final analysis, the city is our Arch Noah, where we may be able to 
survive the environmental chaos of the coming century. Really urbane cities are the most 
environment-friendly ways to co-exist with nature that we dispose of, because they set public 
luxury in the place of private or inner-family consumption. They can manage the squaring of 
the circle – the combination between a sustainable dealing with nature and a decent living 
standard. After all, your library as big as it may be, will never be able to hold up against the 
New York Public Library, and your swimming-pool, be it however luxurious, never with a 
large public swimming-pool…”178 

Yet, also the private firms will have to change. The brutal subordination under the share-
holder value hurts their status as institutions in which there is also a private interest – from 
the side of the teams, the municipalities, the clients. Reclaim the public also means 
(re)appropriation of firms. On the one hand, they expect flexibility, competence, and motiva-
tion of their women and men colleagues, on the other hand, they provide ever the less of the 
prerequisites required for that – life-long education, social institutions, participation in the 
decisions of the firm. That, on the other hand, demands more influence on capital control – 
already so that the short-sightedness of today’s financial investors is slowed down. Co-
determination is really no relic.179  

The ecological turn 

The renewal of the community can also be approached from the standpoint of the necessary 
revolution of the relationship between man and nature. A reduction of the employment of 
mineral energy sources by three-fourths or the use of primary raw materials by nine-tenths is 
not possible by the techno-freakist perfecting of today’s production, consumption and life 
style. Common use, long life, regionalisation and communalisation of production and con-
sumption, decentralisation with simultaneous global communicative networking are winning 
in significance. 

If there was a free competition, which entrepreneurial forms and which locations were best 
adapted to ecological requirements, many giants of the present would die out just as merci-
lessly as the dinosaurs did 65 million years ago. That way, the offering of eco-efficient ser-
vices, the offering and functioning on the premises, and for a concrete goal and for a limited 
period would be rewarded.180 Egalitarian utilisation of nature, regionalisation, realisation of 
the principle of consensus and sufficiency are incompatible with financial-market capitalism 
and at the same time indispensable conditions for solidary sustainability.181 Yet, the ecologi-
cal agenda is still not linked “in a comprehensive way with questions of social justice”.182 
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The return of the property question 183 

Financial-market capitalism has profoundly changed the property structure of the Federal 
Republic. It has realised the direct and strict control of the wealth-holders, represented 
mostly by financial funds, over the firms and subordinated the state in a more radical way 
than ever before since 1945 to the interests of these owners. 

In the programmatic corner stones of the LEFT it says: “In the Federal Republic, the Basic 
Law demands to guarantee by way of laws and regulations that property serves the common 
weal. Articles 14 and 15 of the Basic Law offer the possibility to counteract the accumulation 
of economic power into political might. As a consequence, certain key sectors of the econ-
omy and of existential care can be transferred to the benefit of the community into public 
ownership forms in order to make possible more democratic control and scope for structural 
policy. THE LEFT considers the presence of different property forms a basis for an efficient 
and democratic economy instead of continuing to tread the way of privatisation and monop-
oly.”184 Special attention is drawn to the democratic and social control of the armaments’ in-
dustry, the municipalisation of an energy economy to be developed in a de-centralised way 
and social responsibility for those economic sectors that “depend on networks and secure 
the supply of the population.” That held, “for instance, for the railroads, for electricity, gas and 
water supply and for the telecommunication sector.”185 The creation of private monopolies 
and private concentration is supposed to be prevented by the state. 

Demands go beyond that, and address areas that the Left does not typically link to property 
questions. Financial-market capitalism can only be overcome, when the ever faster accumu-
lation of money capital and assets is rolled back. Savings must be transferred into productive 
investments; firms must be able to maintain their independence face to the capital socie-
ties.186 Public insurance systems, a public bank system are needed, with strong incentives 
for handing out credits and a corporate reform that strengthens them as public institutions 
that serve especially those who have invested more than money into these firms – namely 
work, life time, future. 

Probably, it is also time to link the immense social and ecological challenges with a funda-
mental idea of Saint-Simon – namely the socialisation of credit or respectively the public dis-
posal over credit as common funds, for which the enterprises enter in an innovation and effi-
ciency-oriented competition.187 And there might come the point, where Keynes’ guess re-
veals itself as irrefutable necessity: “I think… that a rather comprehensive étatisation of in-
vestments might reveal itself as the only means for an approach to full employment; even 
though this should not exclude all kinds of intermediate steps and procedures by which the 
public agency will cooperate with private initiative.”188 Public control over investment and de-
velopment of interest rates is the condition for the overcoming of financial-market capitalism. 

Participatory democracy 

Democracy has lost its good   
name, because it is quite obvi-
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ously not in a position to prevent a policy against majority interests (Graph 11). The old social 
contract was rescinded from the top. It had implied growing livings standards for all in ex-
change for the rule of an elite rather undisturbed by the people. To the degree that the inter-
ests of large population groups are sacrificed to the interests of the upper classes and the 
imposition of a market-radical order, democracy is inevitably at stake.  Without social form, 
its political shape will get questionable. 

For that reason, the generalisation of electoral rights was also linked to the rise of the social 
and welfare states. Therefore, de-regulation and liberalisation also represent a reduction in 
democracy: “That way, the state has almost robbed itself voluntarily of its own economic 
power instruments and left them to the market… Almost every privatisation also means giv-
ing up political influence and social influence.”189  

A political change of direction places the question of democracy on the agenda in a double 
way. First of all, in its form. Direct participation becomes ever more important.190 The prepar-
edness for delegation sinks, and the demand grows to win influence from below by way of 
plebiscitary elements, increase in transparency, participation and the reinforcement of rights 
to object. Of course, a broad network of NGOs has emerged; however, precisely the possi-
bilities of the lower social groups are still limited. There are lacking for that more often than 
not the institutional and social as well as the cultural prerequisites. And there is a lack of pub-
lic rooms for participation. 

Second, the question of democracy with respect to the reach of democracy: in the form of 
economic democracy191, participative budget policy, democratisation of public existential ser-
vices and the social security systems. The crisis of neoliberalism can progressively only be 
worked on by a new wave of democracy. 

Like in Latin America, it will also show itself in Europe and in Germany: “The reconstruction 
of political democracy will depend not only on basic economic processes and a new policy of 
social equilibrium, but also on the reconstruction of a public realm and state compe-
tences/rules that are able to better control the (economically and politically) powerful.”192  

A new productivity pact and a new growth constellat ion 

The revolution of the means of information and communication has produced a new techno-
logical way of production. The globalisation of markets leads to the globalisation of produc-
tion and also of many services. Information work shifts to the strategic centre and spreads. 
Network cooperation becomes a decisive resource of productivity. 

The financial-market capitalism tries to set free these productivity potentials by the sharpen-
ing of the classic forms of exploitation: The capital managers are subject to the direct orienta-
tion towards the stock-market value of the firms – at the price of long-term investment devel-
opment and investment in “human” capital. Up into each working group, the market pressure 
is handed on, and that way, the intensity of work increased and working-time extended. At a 
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global level, and up into each region and each firm, the working classes are split into the 
“major actors” and the “working poor”. The latter from wage labourers turn back into jobbers 
– time workers, part-time employees,  workers under limited or unprotected contracts, lease 
workers, employees in 1€-jobs, fake independent professionals. The states and regions are 
forced into a competition for location that drives precisely the weaker of them to social and 
environmental dumping. That way, the reproduction and the integration of these societies are 
undermined. The setting-free of productivity is opposed by the destruction of productivity. 

Only two simple examples: In the end of July, a forest worker on the Grand Canary Island set 
fire to the woods, so it was reported, because he hoped that in that way his three-month con-
tract would be prolonged because of the reconstruction required.193 A century-scale damage 
ensued. Now, that was really not “efficient”. And in the German federal country of Hessen, 
ruled by Roland Koch, unemployment rises in summer also for the reason that teachers are 
employed with limited half-year contracts. What kind of dignity can they convey in their deal-
ing with the pupils, boys and girls? What kind of patience, what care, what long-term psycho-
logical understanding for the children and young people can be expected of them? 

An alternative “productivity pact” that sets free the potentials of the new technological way of 
production in a comprehensive way requires “an extended social regulation and an interven-
tion into the basically boundless exploitation drive of capital…, it requires a curbing of pre-
cisely this capitalist character of the relationships of production.”194  In that context, there 
belong, following Stephan Krüger, the changes in ownership structure that were already pre-
sented, the displacement of the relationship of forces in favour of the wage labourers and a 
renewal of the public and non-profit sectors. 

The current good business in Germany for the first time for a long time is also supported to a 
considerable part by a growing domestic demand. This may be a good point of departure to 
put the topic of redistribution as conditions of a new growth constellation on the agenda – by 
the increase in wages and especially the lower incomes (introduction of a minimum wage 
included), by the extension of the public sector, by a social-ecological and regional structure 
policy that aims at the long-term transformation of the production, infrastructure and con-
sumption conditions. 

A social and peace-oriented turn in the European Un ion 

The European ruling classes with the project of the “unified European interior market” since 
the 80s have pushed mainly the negative integration of Europe: “At the place of the ‘positive’ 
integration by way of the shaping of common general conditions for competition there 
stepped that way the ‘negative integration’ by the elimination of all market chances without 
further steps in the direction of a unitary Europe. Performance competition turned into loca-
tional competition.”195 And that leads to a rat race to the bottom of the countries against each 
other by lowering social and ecological standard. It results in the subordination of politics 
under the unleashed economy. Without a European policy for justice, their economic and 
innovation policy can also not be successful.196 

Change of European policy is a condition for a change of direction in Germany. Gabi Zimmer 
states it as follows: “EU-European integration must, therefore, be shaped politically from the 

                                                
193 http://rp-online.de/public/article/aktuelles/panorama/ausland/463195. 
194 Stephan Krüger: Demands to trade union business policy. How they fit into current developmental 
tendencies of capital accumulation. In: Sozialismus, Issue 1/2007, p. 29. 
195 Jörg Huffschmid: The neoliberal de-formation of Europe. In: Blätter für deutsche und internationale 
Politik, Issue 3/2007, p. 310.  
196 Anthony Giddens: The future of the European social model. In: Berliner Republik, Issue 1/2006, p. 
24. 



 65 

Left, or the Left must at least participate strongly in it.”197 A struggle for reinforced coopera-
tion in setting the general framework for higher social and ecological standards is urgently 
required. In there belongs, first, a social union that, on the one hand, fixes minimum stan-
dards, and on the other hand, depending on the respective economic developmental state, 
fixes a corridor of social standards that may not be undercut towards the bottom, and in case 
of economic progress must be lifted towards the top.198 It is the matter of an “EU-wide eco-
nomic policy… that creates a counterweight to the power of capital and promotes lasting 
growth, job creation and the redistribution of wealth from the top to the bottom as well as a 
Europe-wide regional and structural policy, and that legitimates the ECB in a democratic 
way.”199 

A peace-oriented policy of the EU that parts with military logic and makes prevail Europe’s 
strength as civil power is the flip-side, and at the same time the condition of a social turn. 
Mohssen Massarat in this context mentions an alternative concept for Iraq, an overall peace 
concept for the Near and Middle East as realm of common security as well as the strength-
ening of the OSCE as well as the transition to a world economic order based on regenerative 
energies and solidary cooperation.200  

(8) Radical real politics 

The crisis of neoliberalism produces a situation of great insecurity. On the one hand, there 
was unleashed by parts of the ruling classes a cycle of de-civilisation, de-democratisation 
and barbarisation. Neither war nor torture are taboo. Imperial power is legitimated as “public 
good”. Unleashed capitalism is accompanied by the unleashing of state and extra-state force 
and fosters it. Elements of totalitarian rule form ever faster. Nothing can be considered guar-
anteed any longer. 

The undermining and destabilisation of the existing institutions, attitudes and modes of be-
haviour leads to a latent emergence of chaos. The danger of “outbursts” increases as com-
pared to the former “normality”. The danger of enormous backlashes is growing. At the same 
time, there also develop chances to intervene so as to change things, to create new alli-
ances, to also practically put into question today’s property and power structures, and to initi-
ate another policy. Still, the Left at least in Europe has not understood that it has a new re-
sponsibility and that it will get new tasks. What the neoliberal elite already knew for a long 
time: In times of insecurity, also the formerly impossible to think becomes possible – often in 
a completely unexpected and surprising way. 

The prerequisites for a socio-political change of direction can be created. To that effect, 
many actors are needed. The party The Left is only one of them – be it an important one. 
However, how is the LEFT itself prepared for contributing successfully to a change of direc-
tion? That still needs to show itself. Will it learn to hold successfully against the wind and to 
set its course self-confidently and to hold it – aiming at the urgently required change of direc-
tion of social policy in Germany and Europe?201       

                                                
197 Gabi Zimmer: What are we fighting about? About contents, ways, and policy style in order to help 
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For that, what is needed is the art of radical real politics. This connection of radicalism and 
realism links up with the search for a new policy like Rosa Luxemburg started it at the end of 
the 19th century in order to overcome the contrast between reformism and waiting for the 
revolution. She called it “a revolutionary realpolitik  in the fullest sense of both words.”202    

Such a radical real politics is a practice of change of the circumstances and of self-change. 
Its point of departure might be a radical criticism that shows that overcoming the basic prob-
lems of the contemporary world, of misery, oppression and war is not possible without grad-
ual overcoming of capital dominance over our societies and our lives. In every protest, in 
every demand, in every negotiation, it is always a matter of power and property, precisely for 
that reason, they are so important. If we push aside or forget that we aim for a basic trans-
formation of society, we will have lost before we begun. If we are not forgetful of the world to 
that extent, then we may also found a revolutionary policy that aims at the revolution of 
power and property relations, a radical policy that goes to the roots of our way of existence. It 
is a policy of transformation. 

Radical policy is not possible without radical self-criticism. As Frigga Haug writes, with re-
spect not only to the workers’ movement, such policy means for the oppressed that “it may 
not at the same time be made against them, that a struggle for the hearts and minds must be 
just as much a component of revolutionary real politics” – a struggle mainly also for our own 
hearts and minds.203 Therefore, secondly, we need a policy of liberation and self-liberation, 
an overcoming of our own inner enslavement and action as accomplice and of our readiness 
to even accept the worst.  

Liberating policy also means that policy itself needs to be a liberation – towards a new life, a 
new way of working and of loving. Rosa Luxemburg insisted on the freedom of those thinking 
differently, because without this freedom, every thought stops. She demanded unhindered 
democracy, because, so she wrote in 1918: “You may decree the negative, the reduction, but 
not the construction, the positive. It’s a new country. Thousands of problems. Only experi-
ence is capable to correct and to open new ways. Only life gushing without restraint comes 
up with thousands of new forms, improvisations, lightens up creative force, corrects itself all 
of its wrong moves. The public life of the states with limited liberty is so poor, so miserable, 
so schematic, so infertile, because by shutting out democracy, it closes of the lively springs 
of all spiritual freedom and progress. And just as it is in the political area, it should also be in 
the economic and social sector: The whole mass of the people needs to participate in it. Oth-
erwise, socialism will be decreed and enforced from the green table by a dozen intellectu-
als.”204  Liberating policy, therefore, must also be assessed by the degree of radical democ-
racy it sets free. 

The strength of institutions of global capitalist power lies first of all in that it is hegemonic in 
the sense of the capability “to define own interests as social general interests and to impose 
them.”205 G8, WTO, IMF, USA and NATO claim for themselves to be able to impose freedom 
and human rights, to set free social productivity of unknown proportions, to realise realistic 
projects of political shaping of globalisation in the interest of broad social groups. Yet, in the 
light of the great crisis, we should not overestimate the relative success of this strategy. The 
strength of these institutions, secondly, lies in that the alternatives are so weak, because: 
Even the worst state of affairs can maintain itself for as long as there are no convincing alter-
natives. Therefore, we need to work practically on alternatives of another, a higher, a more 
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human and environmentally agreeable productivity that unites the social groups of the 
threatened middle and the decoupled bottom in Germany and at a global level in a solidary 
and just way. We must show: it works differently, and it works much, much better. 

For that purpose, we need concrete entry projects. They fulfil a fivefold function: “(1) Entry 
projects mediate between reform and revolution as well as between protest and articulation 
by inducing long-term shifts of power relations, in that way draw a broad regrouping, new 
weighting of actors in the society in its wake… (2) entry projects need not only aim for suc-
cess, yet they must be able to enable dealing with success… (3) entry projects mediate in 
between locality, regionalism, and globalism… (4) entry projects convey the completeness of 
life patterns, cultural and historical identity…(5) entry projects are processes of conscious 
social learning in the unity of change and self-change.”206 By such projects, the subjects of 
comprehensive change will be created in the first place. 

Radical real policy is aimed at fundamental change. Under condition that those below no 
longer want as before, and those who are on top no longer can, it wants to intervene. Out of 
the mere possibility, it wants to make a real chance. This can be a long way, one that leads 
through many defeats and quite a few partial victories. 

The various forms of confrontation with the ruling world order are not equivalent, but out of 
subjection, negotiation may also be legitimate. What is important are embeddedness, way 
and form and result. Decisive is, whether they contribute to the entry into the exit – from the 
imperial, the capitalist, the patriarchal, the environment-polluting way of globalisation. 

The Left needs a dialectic policy that aims at reaching several goals at once – de-legitimation 
of the ruling power, the introduction of social, ecological, democratic reforms and finally also 
revolution of our own way of production and life as well as the property and power relations 
on which it is founded. Radical real politics aims at the change of the basis of our own action, 
the strengthening of the forces for another world. Demands and negotiations require embed-
ding in a liberating, a radical, democratic politics. In the shaping of policies as radical, liberat-
ing real policy, practical dialectics proves itself as the art of sailing against the wind. 

How did Arundhati Roy put it in January 2005: “The revolution of the global almightiness will 
collapse in itself if we refuse to buy what it produces – its ideas, its version of history, its 
wars, its weapons, its idea of inevitability. Think about it. They need us more than we need 
them. Another world is not only possible, it is on the way. On a calm day I can hear it breath-
ing.”207  
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