22ND NEWSLETTER

European Parliament Delegation planning attack on Convention

Introduction:

Real political debate finally broke through months of complaining in the European Parliament Delegation about the procedures and structures of the Convention. Both the outcome of the Convention and the approach as to how to reach this goal were discussed eagerly.

Another remarkable event was today's Press Statement from the House of Commons, in which they take on board most of EU-critic Jens-Peter Bonde's demands for public scrutiny of EU legislation in a report from the European Scrutiny Committee.

Report from the meeting of the European Parliament Delegation, Tuesday 11th June 2002.

The role of President Giscard in the Convention

The only bitching over the role of the President of the Convention was questioning whether Giscard should be allowed to speak to the Press on issues he had not consulted the Convention on. Vice-Chairman of the EP Delegation, Mr. Duff argued that "The President must have the freedom to express himself both personally and as the President. I think that he should reveal his opinions rather than disguise them." Chairman, Mr. Mendez de Vigo supported him: "The more the better." They both insisted that the more the President made his own opinions clear, the easier it would be to co-operate and see though his intentions.

French Social Democrat, Mr. Duhamel added that: "When he [the President] understands he is loosing, he shifts side. He is a megalomaniac and this is a triumph card for us." He continued: "He [the President] has given away on all issues. We should unite with him, as our aim is the same: a strong text that everyone will swallow."

Choosing battlegrounds

Mr. Duhamel: continued that instead of complaining about small issues, the Delegation should "choose its battlegrounds" to be more effective. Dutch member of the PPE Group, Mrs. Maij-Weggen agreed with Mr. Duhamel. On the issue of whether the Chairmen of the Working groups should also be the rapporteurs, she argued that it could be solved easily; A rapporteur could still be appointed to draft a report, which had been voted for in the group. This report could then be used by the Chairman of the working group to report to the Praesidium and the Convention. She further argued that one battle, the Delegation should fight, was the President's inclination towards inter-governmentalism rather than being Community-minded like the majority of the Convention. He wished to strengthen the Council rather than the Commission, contrary to the wishes of the EP Delegation according to Mrs. Maij-Weggen.

Outcome of the Convention

French member of the PPE Group, Mr. Lamassoure argued that the Convention should decide on its objective; "are we working towards unanimity or consensus." As the situation is now, he said, we are working towards unanimity, which makes proposals weak. Vice-Chairman, Mr. Hänsch answered that at first sight is appeared right what Mr. Lamassoure said, but though a process of drafting a Treaty, the Convention might bring more sceptics into the work:" There is no point in drafting a Treaty that will not be accepted. The point is the process and the debate. We want a strong text to be accepted by the IGC and not to become a footnote in history."  

Danish Social Liberal, Mrs. Dybkjær argued that the Convention's approach should be more progressive. It is a process, no reason to be so frustrated. In agreement with Mr. Hänsch, she said: "We should create a text, which endures. She continued that "The citizens are sick and tired of changes to Treaties and institutions. People hate change. It is sad but it is true!"

Public Scepticism

Scottish Green, Mr. MacCormick insisted that the Convention should address the fear of the citizens that EU will develop into a Superstate - otherwise, he said, we will fail.

British Conservative, Mr. Kirkhope added: "British people are not greatly inspired by the work of the Convention! We have to find an approach to drafting a Constitution, as the British believe we are doing, which is saleable. Turn our approach into something positive. We could put the Queen's head on the Euro." Mr. Duff later sarcastically replied: "We could put features of Giscard on the Euro to excite citizens about the Convention!" 

Finnish Socialist, Mr. Seppänen contributed: "We should avoid building a destructive empire." He continued that the EU should not seek to replace national identities with a European identity. There is no real European identity and it will not give legitimacy to the Convention. 

European Parliament Delegation lead in drafting proposal

On the outcome of the Convention, Italian Social Democrat, Mrs. Paciotti made the proposal that the EP Delegation should work on amending the Florence draft Treaty. German member of the PPE Group, Mr. Wuermeling contributed to this proposal that the Lamassoure report would have to be incorporated and Mr. Duhamel demanded simpler wording in a new text. Mr. Mendez de Vigo proved to be against the proposal at present for tactical reasons.  He argued that this was not the right time for a proposal from the EP: "There is a general feeling in the Convention, especially amongst the National Parliaments' representatives, that the we [EP Delegation] take up too much space in the Convention." He continued: "It is always us speaking, as we are used to the system. A proposal from our side might trigger an allergic reaction." Instead he argued that the strategy should be to ally with the representatives of the National Parties, get them on the Delegation's side and then attack later by introducing the amended Florence draft.

British House of Commons adopts Jens-Peter Bonde's demands

In a press statement today, the European Scrutiny Committee releases a report, in which it adopts most of the demands that Mr. Bonde put forward at a meeting with the House of Commons last month. Amongst the demands adopted are: 

· "debates on EU proposals in Westminster Hall"
· "a European Grand Committee to hear statements before and after meetings of the EU Council"
· " ministers normally to be called to give oral evidence if they agree to EU legislation in the Council before the House or the European Scrutiny Committee has cleared them"
· " thorough examination each year by the European Scrutiny Committee of the European Commission's annual work programme so that the House can consider possible EU legislation at an earlier stage"
Please find this press statement attached.

