16TH NEWSLETTER

Report from the meeting of the European Parliament Delegation, Wednesday 15th May 2002.

Introduction

At a very vigorous meeting of the European Parliament Delegation today, the members finally agreed on the procedure for selecting members of the Youth Convention. The debates on how to select the young members have been very intense as the Youth Convention is viewed as a crucial source of legitimacy for the Convention itself. The members emphasise selecting a group of young people, who will represent the political, gender and ethnic diversity of the citizens of Europe far better than the Convention itself.

Youth Convention - selection procedure

After a long and quite fierce debate amongst the members, the chairman concluded that the selection procedure proposed by an informal working group (Helle Thorning-Schmidt, Sylvia-Yvonne Kaufmann and Timothy Kirkhope) would be rejected. This proposal would not allow the individual members to have a say in the appointment of the young members. Instead, members will now be allowed to put forward several candidates, from which the Chairmen will make a proposal of 32 representatives. This proposal must be approved by the Delegation at the next meeting Wednesday 23rd May.

Working groups

The other major topic of discussion was the establishment of six working groups in the Convention. The groups will, as rumours had suggested, be chaired by members of the Praesidium. The argument for this arrangement was to avoid overlaps between the tasks of the working groups. As previously, many members expressed their dissatisfaction with this arrangement and vice-Chairman, Mr. Duff demanded that the texts, produced by the individual working groups, should be presented to the Convention by a rapporteur rather than the chairman of the working group. 

Many members argued that the titles of the working groups were of secondary importance to the debate on the future of Europe and that crucial topics such as democracy and transparency should be included. The Chairmen assured the members that these working groups would not be definitive and that new working groups would be established. To the regret of many members, the Chairmen could not inform the Delegation which working groups will be established and when.

Alternative agenda? 

It appears that the President of the Convention, Giscard d'Estaing has been careless in expressing views that might be his own rather than those of the Convention. Several members, amongst them Mr. Seppänen, had read in European newspapers that the Praesidium has discussed limiting the powers of the Commission at their meeting 8th May. Mr. Mendez de Vigo rejected this as rumour, but some members were still not convinced that the Praesidium might operate with an agenda different to the official agenda of the Convention. The President, especially, was criticised for not consulting the Convention before speaking to the press.  Mr. Duff suggested demanding that Mr. Giscard should close each meeting of the Convention with a summary of his own conclusions and views on the work of the Convention. This way, members would be prepared for the President's comments in the media. Additionally, Mr. Bonde requested that members of the Convention would be allowed to see the agendas and the full minutes of the Praesidium meetings.

