33rd NEWSLETTER

The Praesidium will present a framework for the Constitution on Monday at 3p.m. to the Plenary. The Praesidum is criticised for there top-down approach in their drafting of this framework.

Report on the meeting in the European Parliament Delegation to the Convention the 22nd of October 2002

Introduction

The Praesedium of the Convention, on there meeting last Thursday, were not able to agree on the draft for the framework of the Constitution, however some members of the EP-delegation were unsatisfied with the procedures, firstly, because the information on the meeting is not delivered to the members in the Convention, secondly, because some of the tittles reviled in the draft has never been discussed in the plenary so far. Moreover there was a proposal to make a common EP-delegation paper. 

Reactions to the Presidium meeting 17th October

Mr Hänsch reported that the framework would only outline the topics to be concluded in the convention. It will be divided in two parts; a constitutional part and a part with the more operational and detailed part. Both parts will be primary law. The charter will be included, as well as the legal personality of the EU and thus the dissolution of the pillar structure. The decision making structure is not clear and the chapters on the individual chapters. The draft will depend on the discussion in the Presidium next Thursday. 

Mr Bonde regretted that the two representatives of the EP-delegation was not willing to explain to those they represent what has happened in the meeting and who said what. Bonde was informed that Ireland and Denmark were isolated in opposing Giscard proposal to exclude countries that are not able to approve the draft EU constitution. Way are such information not given to the members of the Convention? Agenda and Summary of the Praesidium meetings should be delivered to the EP-delegation. 

Mr. Brok information on the meeting was in line with Hänsch report. It all goes in one direction: weaker commission, weaker parliament and weaker integration. The tree big countries are running the show. This is not acceptable! The working groups are all dealing with one little corner of the elephant and no one gets to look at the whole animal - the power sharing between institutions. I want you and Mendes de Vigo to challenge this problem, he said. Moreover, the EP-delegation should draft a paper on their common view of a stronger EU. The suggestion of a EP-delegation paper was supported by Ms Muscardini, Mr Carnero Gonzalez, Ms Kaufmann, Ms Van Lancker, Mr Stockton, Mr Voggenhuber and Ms Thorning-Schmidt also aligned with the opinion, however she thought it to be more constructive to outline the issues that neat to be discussed in the Convention, rather than trying to come up with a common EP-delegation institutional approach.

Mr. Seppänen underlined that some members in the EP-delegation are opposing the Federalist approach for more power to European Parliament and Commission.

Ms Kaufmann wanted to know whether the Preasidium has discussed setting up a new working group on social issues as suggested by 42 members of the convention. Mr Hänsch reported that it was not discussed, and he personally thought that there should be no more working groups.

Many speakers including Ms. Muscardini, found that Giscard by always introducing his own ideas to the public and media rather than explaining the Conventions work, was taking the focus from the convention and misleading the public. Moreover, Mr Voggenhuber thought it was funny how issued that has not been discussed in the plenary or in the Convention at all could be included in the framework for the Constitution.

Mr Hänsch noted that this was one of the reasons way the presidium did not come to a conclusion on Thursday as Mendes de Vigo and him self opposed the trend. Moreover, the delegation should take due note that the structure of the final text was discussed in the EP-delegation, and is now the Preasidiums opinion, so some results steaming from the parliament has been reach already [see Newsletter 28, red.]

Ms Van Lancker and Mr Bonde found the working conditions unacceptable, as the framework of the Constitution would only be given the day before the discussion. After a longer discussion about openness in the Praeseadium Mr Hänsch agreed to have a short EP-delegation meeting Monday the 28th at 14.30.

Working groups

There were some interventions, e.g. by Ms Paciotti, on the way the working groups are drawing up their final conclusions. Some members felt that the conclusions were in total contradictions to there views an thus not consensus or compromises. Mr Hänsch refereed from his working group that the difficulties will be seeked overcome by using the terms like "some members" "other members". The difficulty on how to conclude seems to be common for the working groups.

For latter Newsletters please see www.democracy-forum.com
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