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does not correspond with the landscape,
it’s time to cut them loose. In Europe, the
unreformed-le� are kept at safe distance
from where decisions are made. The
Bush administration may want to create
a similar distance to the neocons. They
should also face up to the fact that NATO
is not happening. If a new transatlantic
security order is to come about, the EU
will need to be engaged.
Whether Bush is re-elected or not, bedtime is closing on the “American century”-visionaries. The US does not have the
goodwill or the pocket to go it alone. The
EU doesn’t have the incentives or strategic culture to act eﬃciently and will continue to need American advice and input.
It is time for the Bush administration to
accept that they need their allies as much
as their allies need them. The time has
come to talk.

4

Legal Information
This is a publication of the Oxford
Council on Good Governance, an
independent, non-partisan, and nonproﬁt think tank registered in England as a private company limited by
guarantee.
Company number: 04964367
Registered Address:
141 Rampart Rd
Salisbury SP1 1JA
United Kingdom

Copyright
All rights reserved. Apart from fair
dealing for the purposes of research
or private study or criticism or
review, as permitted under the UK
Copyright, Design and Patents Act
1988, no part of this publication may
be reproduced, stored or transmitted
in any form or by any means without
the prior permission in writing of the
Publisher. Authorisation to photocopy items for the purpose of policymaking and governance is granted
by the Publisher.

Disclaimer
The Oxford Council on Good Governance cannot be held responsible
for errors or any consequences
arising from the use of information
contained in this publication.
The views and opinion expressed
do not necessarily reﬂect those of
the Oxford Council on Good Governance, neither does the publication
of advertisements constitute any
endorsement by the OCGG of the
products or services advertised.

