4th Newsletter

Report on the 4th meeting of the European Parliament Delegation - 

Wednesday 27th February 2002

At its 4th meeting, the European Parliament Delegation prepared for a tough fight against finding itself in a peripheral role in the Convention on the Future of Europe, the first meeting of which, will take place tomorrow. 
Rules of Procedure

The main concern at the Delegation meeting were the Rules of Procedure proposed by the Convention Presidium. To the surprise of the members of the Delegation, the document they were presented with, was the fifth draft of the Rules of Procedure. Most members had only received this proposal by e-mail the same day and had never seen any previous drafts.

Even including the amendments from the Chairman, Mr. Mendez de Vigo, and the Vice-Chairman, Mr. Hänsch, the proposal was characterised by extreme control by the Presidium. 

It was suggested that less specific Rules of Procedure would make the work more flexible. The members agreed that the Rules of Procedure would not be approved by the Delegation unless substantial changes were made to the division of power.

Substitutes

The fact that substitutes on the Convention would not have full rights, was characterised as un-democratic by the Earl of Stockton. Mr. Luis Queiro questioned the reasoning in his participation in meetings if he had no influence. He might as well follow the meetings on TV in his office.

It was heavily criticised and characterised as completely ridiculous that members should give notice two days in advance if they were unable to attend meetings in the Convention and wished to let their substitutes take over their seat and rights.
Fear of Top Control

There was a general agreement at the meeting that the powers of the Presidium should be vastly limited. Members felt that the Presidium was trying to give the delegation a very marginal role through extremely limited rights.

It was even unclear whether substitutes would have the right to make written proposals for the Convention and according to the Rules of Procedure, only Mr. Giscard could select proposals he would find relevant and give permission to have these translated into all languages.

Mr. Bonde commented that the working methods of the Presidium were not those of a Convention, but those of a Court. Several other members also agreed that the behaviour of the Presidium resembled that of an oligarchy presided over by a monarch.

Mr. Voggenhüber protested that with these Rules of Procedure, the Convention would not be a Working Convention, it would be pre-structured and that the so-called "listening phase" was rather a phase of Occupational Therapy!

Languages

Several members expressed their dissatisfaction with not receiving documents in their own language. Some also pointed out that this problem would become even more substantial when all the applicant countries would join the Convention.

Mr. Mendez de Vigo and Mr. Hänsch answered that they understood the problem, but that the Delegations could not both have their cake and eat it: if they wished to receive documents quickly, they would have to accept them in the original languages.  

Consensus

The proposal for the Rules of Procedure stated that the final draft of the Convention would not be "ratified" by a vote but by consensus. By request, Mr. Mendez de Vigo explained that consensus meant that a vast majority of the members of the Convention should agree on the draft. Several members questioned the legitimacy of this method. Mrs. Lone Dybkjær argued that consensus was not a goal at any price. 

Public Debate

Several members argued that the Convention must have an interactive internet site. This would be the only realistic way of including the public in a dialogue on the future of the Union.

Mr. Cushnahan expressed his sympathy with the views of Euro Sceptics, such as Mr. Bonde, and said that it was vital to include these views in the Convention, as the public would otherwise not accept the final draft.

Mrs. Hanja Maij-Weggen made a plead for more English (rather than Mr. Giscard's) meeting methods: openness and public access to the minutes from the meetings of the Presidium.

