13th Newsletter

Report on the meetings of the Convention, 

Monday 15th and Tuesday 16th April 2002

Introduction

The third meeting of the Convention on the Future of Europe proved to be much livelier than the previous meetings. After every five speeches, five members were allowed to comment on the previous speeches for one minute each. This change of procedure was a successful attempt to create a real debate in the Convention.

The headline for the meeting was "The Missions of the European Union". The challenge of the first real political discussion in the Convention was taken up by the members with great enthusiasm and most members actually succeeded in presenting their ideas for missions of the EU rather than beautiful but hollow words.

Division of Powers

There was a deep split among the members on the issue of making a division of competencies of the National Parliaments and the EU, respectively. British MP, David Heathcoat-Amory stressed that the main task, defined in the Laeken Declaration, was to bring the EU and the citizens closer together, and that the only way to win the hearts of the citizens, was to give them clarity and certainty. Many members argued that only with a clear division of powers in a catalogue of competencies, could the citizens of Europe feel satisfied that the EU was not an illegitimate and undemocratic institution. Others argued that a rigid division of powers was dangerous, as this would limit the EU's ability to change and develop structurally. Mrs. Maij-Weggen, MEP commented that the EU needed clearer power rather than more power!

Applicant Country Scepticism

Especially the Maltese and Cypriot representatives expressed their dissatisfaction with the democratic deficit of the existing EU structure. Maltese MP, Mr. Sant offered his clear vision of the best solution for Malta: To act as a bridge between the EU and states further south. 

Praesidium matters and a possible Referenda 

Mr. Bonde, MEP expressed his disapproval of the lack of political variation in the Praesidium. Currently 7 of the 11 politically appointed members of the Praesidium are Conservatives and Christian Democrats (PPE). There is only one woman and no Euro-Sceptics. Furthermore, Mr. Bonde criticised the Praesidium for not informing the members of the Convention on the content of its meetings. 

Another Euro-sceptic, MEP, Mr Abitbol demanded a referendum on the outcome of the Convention, hereby representing a general wish both of the Euro-sceptical and the Federalist members of the Convention. President Giscard answered that this might very well be taken up by the Presidium.

Youth Convention
When at last the Convention reached the point of the Youth Convention on the agenda, many members were eager to express their views and fears despite the meeting having gone over time more than an hour already.

Several members demanded that the Youth Convention should be one of substance - that its outcome should be taken seriously and that there should be a continuous and structured communication with the Youth Convention throughout the whole Convention process. The Praesidium agreed that rapporteurs from the Youth Convention would be invited to participate in the meetings of the Convention itself.

Working Groups

At the last minute, Andrew Duff, MEP, brought up the crucial issue of establishing working groups as soon as possible. His view reflected both that of the European Parliament Delegation and of the Delegation of the National Parliaments. The answer of the Praesidium was that they had listened to the debate, noted the crucial issues and would propose working groups shortly. 

This will surely cause a reaction from several Delegations who wish to influence the definition of the titles and the work of the working groups.
