” Welcoming address

/} Ivar Ngrgaard, Chaifinan of the Conference

srelcomed participants to the CEAC Conference

and informed them of the draft agenda which the
troika (constituted by the UK, Belgium, the Eu-
ropean Parliament and Denmark) had suggested
onthebasisof the wishes whichhad been expressed

regarding items.

2. Adoption of the agenda

The agenda for the Conference was adopted. The
Chairman had arranged for the Minister for Foreign
Affairs and the Prime Minister to make brief
interventions so as to give the participants ample
time forthe ensuing dialogue. The Chairmanallotted
5 minutes to speaking during the first round. This
meant plenty of time for an open debate.

3. Intervention by the
Danish Minister for
Foreign Affairs and
the Danish Prime
Minister followed by

a debate

The Minister for Foreign Affairs

Mr. Niels Helveg Petersen, Minister for Foreign
Affairs, in his capacity as President of the EC
Council of Ministers concentrated on the current
situation in Europe and also expounded the main
themes of the meeting of the European Council to
be held in June 1993.

By way of introduction, the Minister pointed
out that he had himself contributed to laying down
the rules for the activities of the Danish EC
Committee in 1973 and had for many years since
that time been a member of the Committee. In
Denmark, we have always considered itimportant
that the Government is intimately acquainted with
the points of view of Parliament priorto important
decisions in the Council of Ministers.

The Danish referendum to be held on May
18th 1993 concerns the Maastricht Treaty and the

Edinburgh Agreement which is the new basis for

Denmark’s attitude. The Minister for Foreign Affairs ~

was optimistic because those voting for have the lead
according-to all-opinion polls.- -

Withregard tothe situation in the former Yogo-
slavia, the Minister for Foreign Affairs was of the
opinion that the signing of the Vance/Owen plan
the previous day formed a new basis for the inter-
national society’s contribution to creating peace -
assuming that the Serbian Parliament approves the
agreement. The reason why all parties have now
signed is that the Council of Ministers has
consistently been backing the sanctions against
Serbia.

Atthemeeting of the European Council which
is to be held in Copenhagen in June relations with
countries of Centraland Eastern Europeaswell
as with Russia are going to be a central theme on
the agenda. The association agreements provide a
framework for developing the co-operation. The
aimis that a partnership agreement be signed with
Russia in connection with the summit to be held in
June. The Russians have expressed a strong wish
that the perspective should be that a free trade zone
be eventually established between the EC and
Russia. In the opinion of the Presidency, the most
important thing is to give the countries of Eastern
Europe better access to markets where they can
dispose of their goods.

The expansion negotiations with Austria,
Finland, Sweden and Norway are, to the extent to
which it is possible, conducted at the same time as
there are numerous common problems e.g. with
regard to the acquis communautaire. The Danish
Presidency agrees with the coming Belgian
Presidencytomakeevery efforttowards concluding
the expansionnegotiations by the end 0of 1993 with
a view to going through with the ratification pro-
cess and the referendums in the applying Member
States during 1994 so that new countries will have
become Members as from January 1st 1995. This
setsan ambitious time-table which requires all parti-
es to make a big effort.

The discussion on the European growth
initiative will likewise be a central theme at the
summit in Copenhagen.

Furthermore, the Presidency is preparing for
a strengthening of the co-operation with the USA.
And towards the end of the week Mr. Poul Nyrup
Rasmussen, the Danish Prime Minister, and Mr.
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J es Delors, President of the Commission, will
A to Washington to conduct negotiations

in :
ﬁtf%resident Clinton on this.

During the debate which followed, contributions
weremadebynearly all delegations. Onthe whole,
the discussions at the CEAC Conference were
marked by a lively exchange of points of view in
which many speakers made short interventions.
Only Spain did not take part in the discussions as
she was only represented by a civil servant.

Mr. Peter Kittelmann (Bundestag, Germany)
pointed to the conflictbetween the wish for market
access for goods from Eastern and Central
Europe, and the recent demands for protectio-
nism, whichhave surfaced inthe EC duetothe vast
unemployment.

Mr. Maurice Ligot (Assemblée Nationale,
France) stressed that many jobs within the EC may
be at stake if the frontiers for trade with Eastern
Europe are opened up just like that.

Mr. Carlo Scognamiglio-Pasini (Senato, Italy)
advocated the principle of giving credits to the
countries of Eastern Europe so as to enable them
to buy machines etc. from the EC Member States.
However, one has to pay attention to the fact that
the economic situation differs fromone EC Member
State to another, and their possibilities of sharing
in the financing is therefore rather different.

Mr. Leonor Beliza(Portugal) was worried that
the countries of Eastern Europe are currently
limiting their trade with one another while at the
same time demanding freer access to the EC market.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs could not
accept that it is a question of a new kind of
protectionismon the partofthe EC -noteven when
itis a question of bananas and steel. On the whole,
the EC is still advocating the principles of free
trade.

The Minister was of the opinion that it was
possible to combat unemployment while at the
same time opening up the frontiers of the EC to
receive goods from Eastern Europe. Closing the
frontiers has never been a way to meet the pro-
blems of unemployment. Experience drawn from
the interwar period in Europe proves that. A liberal
trade policy is not only profitable to others but also
to ourselves. In that connection, the Minister for
Foreign Affairs referred to the fact that the EC’s

sales to Eastern Europe have increased more than
Eastern Europe’s sales to the EC since we started

liberalizing the trade. This is not to be wondered at
- as the-countries-of Eastern Europe are in need of

our technology and know-how when convertingto
marketeconomy. The Minister for Foreign Affairs
wished for a bit more balancing of the trade and
therefore meant that the EC should make an effort
to open up its markets within the areas in which the
countries of Eastern Europe have a chance of
competing. If we get the economies of Eastern
Europe going, this will contribute to the economic
growth in the whole of Europe.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs agreed that
the countries of Eastern Europe also need credits
but that the most important thing is market access.

We should, of course, prompt East-East trade.

Mpr. Panagiotis Skotiniotis (Greece) was asking
forageneral policy relating to the Balkans on the
part of the EC.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs agreed that
Europe should formulate a coherent and sensible
policy concerning the Balkans. He referred to the
factthat fromthe very first the Council of Ministers
has taken a very consistent line and supported the
Vance/Owen plan. The plan is a precondition for
having law and order in the Balkans. The very
great work of implementing the plan now remains
to be done. The UN Security Council will very
soon be dealing with this question.

Mr. Hugh Dykes (House of Commons, UK) wished
Denmark allthe best withthe coming referendum
and askedhow the Danes felt about the British “no”
voters interfering in the Danish referendum.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs said that we
do not care very much for foreign interference -
irrespective of whether they advocate a “yes” ora
“no”. Therefore, the visit of the British
“Euro-sceptics” has not been of any great im-
portance to the attitude of the Danish population.

Mr. Réné van Der Linden (Tweede Kamer, Net-
herlands) put the question as to whether one can
expand the Community by new Member States
without the EC losing some of its influence and
several other speakers also touched upon this ques-
tion.



M. Carlo Francanzani (Cameradei De-
/T ho spoke out for a consolidation of
t, Italy), Who SP¢ .
¢ present co-operation and a strengthening of the
ecially withregardto the democratic influence.

The French raised the question as to whether
the neutrality policy of Austria and Sweden is
compatible with the Political Union with its
common foreign policy and eventually on a long
view common defence policy. Shall the applying
countriesendorse the whole oftheMaastricht Treaty
orwillthey, likethe United Kingdom and Denmark,
have the possibility of introducing exceptions?

The Minister for Foreign Affairs referred to
the fact thatthe Heads of State and of Government
havedecided that entering the four EFT A-countries
mentioned does not necessitate changes in the EC
institutions. He added that the EC needs parti-
cipation of countries like Finland, Sweden and
Austria who have a tradition for trade with Russia
and Eastern Europe when we are going to extend
the co-operation with these countries. Moreover,
the Minister for Foreign Affairs was of the opinion
that it seemns to strengthen the EC institutions that
the principle of subsidiarity is currently being gi-
ven more substance and importance and that one
has started practising a greater openness in the EC
co-operation.

With regard to the hesitations of the French,
the Minister for Foreign Affairsreferred to the fact
that the applying countries have applied on the
basis of the Maastricht Treaty.

4 esp

Mr. Carlo Francanzani(Cameradei Deputati, Italy)
dealt with the situation in the former Yogoslavia.
He referred to the Vance/Owen plan as important
but not sufficient and would like to know how one
intends to follow it up with regard to control and
in a diplomatic and economic sense.

Mr. Hugo van Dienderen (Chambre des
Représentants, Belgium) was critical of the Vance/
Owenplanbecauseitallows for ethnic expurgation
and does not contain sufficient guaranteees for a
multi-cultural cohabitation.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs answered that
Lord Owen, the EC peace mediator had been
contacted in order to draw up the line of conduct
whichistobe decided onatthe Council of Ministers’
meeting next week. He thought, by the way, that

£.C institutionsin connection withthe expansion- ~ -

the EC had had a very consistent attitude with
regard to the sanctions.
The central point in the Vance/Owen plan is

that the Serbs shall withdraw from some areas of

which they are in military control at the moment.
Thisisthereason why the Serbshavebeen sceptical.

Mr. Leonor Beleza (Portugal) warned against the
tendency that Europe is concentrating more and
more on herselfandurged the EC to deal more with
the developing countries.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs referred to
the meeting with the Rio-group in Copenhagen
andtomeetings withthe countries of Latin America
and Central America as well as to the dialogue
whichthe ECishaving with the countriesof Eastern
Europe.

Mr. Brian Lenihan (Ireland) saw an increased
commercial intercourse based on principles of free
trade and theenteringintoanew GATT agreement
asthemostimportantmeans in furthering economic
growth.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs agreed that
the conclusion of the GATT negotiations should
begiventhe very highestpriority. It will beincluded
inthe dialogue which the EC representatives are to
conduct with the President of the USA later this
week.

Mrs. Nicole Fontaine(European Parliament) asked
what strategy the Community had adopted in order
toliveuptoitsresponsibilitytothe ACP countries
with their great social problems and problems of
health.

The Minister for Foreign Affairs agreed to the
importance of the EC increasing its contribution to
the ACP countries.

The Prime Minister

Mr. Poul Nyrup Rasmussen, the Danish Prime
Minister, primarily dealt with the subject of
economic growth and employment in Europe
which has been given top priority during the Da-
nishPresidency. Ifthe ECistohave greater popular
backing, the most important element is factual
decisions in the Council of Ministers which will
create more places of work in Europe. Therefore,
a co-ordinated political contribution within the
economic area is of vital importance.



fd,edccisionsmadeatthesmnmit
- yinburgh, the Commission has
owth intiative founded on a

of nis visits to the capitals of Europe
F jhat among the Heads of state and of
P ent, it is widely held that Europe needs a

: co-ordinated economic-political contribu-
© The process which has started will be
ngthened during 1993 and 1994. During the
eeting of the European Council, which will take
Jace in Copenhagen in June, the Presidency will
present a report which can form the basis of new
decisions on factual Community initiatives and an
increased co-ordination of the economic policy
among thenations. Also the USA and Japan should
take part in the common effort.

The single market should be used to mutual
advantage, not only when it is a question of a
co-ordinated economic policy. It willbemucheasier
to accomplish greater investments in the en-
vironment, ineducation, inurbanrenewal etc. when
the various countries do it together. The liberty to
act will be greater for each country than if the
contribution isnot co-ordinated. Ifthe interestrates
continue to decrease in Europe, there are good
possibilities for getting Europe on the move again
by means of common political decisions.

When the Prime Minister is going to visit the
USA from May 6th to 7th, the subjects which the
Presidency will deal with will be:

1) A co-ordinated American-European
contribution to attain economic growth
and employment.

2) The conclusion of the Uraguay-round in
the GATT negotiations.

3) The promotion of stability and co-
operation in relation to Eastern Europe.

4) A strengthening of the UN including the
combat of crime internationally.

The Presidency will do its utmost to ensure that a
new co-operation and partnership agreement can
be signed with Russia at the summit which is to be
held in Copenhagen on June 21st. The aim of the
agreement will, on a long view, be to establish a
free trade area. Owing to the tense situation which
is predominant in Russia, it is important that we
keep up the speed.

2 ‘edasﬂategy' The Prime Minister gavea:

With regard to the transatlantic dialogue
conducted on environmental questions, the Prime
Minister referred to the fact that the idea of a

-~ co-ordinated transatlantic cortribuition within the

field of the environment expressed by the Danish
Minister for the Environment during his recent
visit to the Vice-President of the USA had been
received positively.

Finally, the Danish Prime Ministermadesome
comments onthe coming referendum in Denmark.
Prior to referendums, people have a tendency to
“have something up their sleeves”. Anunfortunate
example of this is the handwritten letter from a
person working in the Legal Department of the
Commission which was published recently. On
that occasion, the Prime Minister underlined that
the agreement made in Edinburgh on the Danish
arrangement is an internationally binding
agreement made between the 12 Member States.
This is confirmed by the spokesman of the
Commission.

Moreover, the Prime Minister looked
confidently to the Danish referendum, which, in
his opinion, would result in a big “yes”.

Also the Prime Minister’s intervention was
followed by a long series of questions which
especially dealt with the growth initiative. It was
welcomed by all participants but several pointed
outthatin thelightofthe vastunemployment which
characterizes Europe, the setting up of 450.000
places of work is not going to be of any great help.
Mrs. Renate Hellwig (Bundestag, Germany),
emphasized, however,that one does not generate
economic growth by the incurring of debts and
pointed to the fact that part of the unemployment
is due to problems of structure.

Several delegations urged the conclusion of
the GATT negotiations as soon as possible. Only
France was against this saying that a GATT
agreement would lead to greaterunemployment in
France say within the clothing industry and
agriculture. That is why France is against such
agreements and is also hesitant in allowing sensi-
tive goods from the countries of Eastern Europe to
enter France. Also Greece was hesitant referring to
the increasing unemployment which many people
look upon as aresult of the single market, and also
referring to concerns about the great number of
economicrefugees coming in fromEastern Europe.

{



F© . dealt with the principle of
asked whether the Prime Minister
ﬂ the Amcle on the environment in the
) ' ¢ Treaty- insufficient.. .

IF. iles (House of Lords, UK) commented
\,; remark made by the Prime Minister
E ngthereferendumtobehe:ldeenmark
f. referred to the British lawyer’s interference in
., Danish debate as a painful mistake. No one can
oubt that the decisions of the European Council

d . 1
are really binding.

The Prime Minister firstanswered themany questi-
ons on economic growth and employment. The
common European growth initiatives are sensible
and well founded but they are not sufficient. What
isneeded isa further development of the initiatives
at Community level and a stronger co-ordination
ofthe economic policies of the countries. The Prime
Minister pointed out that his intention was not that
the EC shall dictate the substance of the financial
policy of the individual countries. But one should
make use of the common single market withits 380
million inhabitants in a dynamic way as a basis for
aco-ordinated growth and make use ofthe fact that
the multiplication effect is much bigger if say
financial policy is modified at the same time.

All countries in Europe have a deficit on the
balance of payment and are therefore afraid of
taking new initiatives on their own. He mentioned
as an example thatif Denmark for instance increases
public investments in works, it will immediately
lead to an increased deficit on the balance of
payment. But if we co-ordinate the contribution,
the blocking effect, which is linked to the fact that
part of the increased demand is aimed at imported
goods, will become far less significant. Precisely
in a period in which the private sector is in reces-
sion, it will be expedient to increase public
investments in works. What the Prime Minister
was envisaging was not one or two locomotives
buttwelvelocomotives setting offat the same time.
He had therefore asked the Commission to make
out what the effect would be on the balance of
payment, State budgets, inflation and employment
if the Governments and Parliaments in all the
countries decide to increase investments in works
together. The calculations madehitherto show that
each single country will profit more from
co-ordinated growth activities than from efforts

-~ way.

which are not co-ordinated. This is the fundamen-
tal philosophy which shall set the economies of the
European countries going again in a responsible

As a response to the hesitations which the
Germans had, the Prime Minister added that when
the private industry has got going, public
investments can be slowed down again.

Atpresent, there are 17 million unemployedin
Europe. The immediate result of the growth
initiativeis 450.000newjobs, of which themajority
isdue to common, European initiatives. The Prime
Minister agreed that this is not sufficient. We have
tothink ina European way concerning our financial
policy and wehaveto strengthennational initiatives.
This will be amain theme at the meeting which the
European Council is to hold in June.

In mentioning the GATT negotiations, the
Prime Minister said that it was important that we
keep up the fast track tempo, so that the Uruguay
round can be concluded by the end of 1993. A
successful conclusion of these negotiations will be
an extra incentive to the economic growth.
Therefore, solutions must be found to the French,
Greek and other -isolated - problems. The Prime
Minister quite understood the problems athand but
invited people nottoregard the GATT negotiations
as being of a static nature. This can lead to new
repercussions in our relations with the USA and to
disappointment in Eastern Europe. We shall not
insist on maintaining old places of work, but on the
contrary create new, advanced places of work in
Europe. The EC should open up its markets to
Eastern Europe if we are taking it seriously tomake
a solidary contribution to the Third World and to
Eastern Europe, includinga well planned industrial
policy, agricultural policy and coal- and steel policy.

The Prime Minister said that the best chances
of concluding the GATT negotiations would be to
look uponall the separate elementsin the agreement
as an entirety. As in all agreements, it must be a
question of “give and take” so thata balance which
is acceptable both to Europe and to the USA is
obtained.

Itis important to extend the principle of subsi-
diarity but within the field of the environment,
the new possibilities of making majority decisions
inherent in the Maastricht Treaty should be used.
Thedifficulties ofthe Ministers for the Environment
in agreeing on a carbon dioxide tax because it is



ile for anindividual countrytointervene shows
i it is important to make majority decisions in

fure which will make it possible to conduct a
joredynamicenvironmental policyata European
level.

With regard to the former Yogoslavia, the
Prime Minister urged the Bosnian-Serbian
Parliamentto endorsethe Vance/Owenplan, which
their leader has signed. Because this is the only
plan whichhasa chance of gaining wideacceptance.
When the plan has been accepted, it will be up to
the UN Security Council tohave itimplemented as
soon as possible. This presupposes a considerable
increase in the number of peace-keeping UN
soldiers, something like 60.-70.000 over a longer
period. Europe is to assume her part of the task
together with the USA and Russia.

As one of the Greek participants in the debate
had expressed the view that he had missed seeing
Danish soldiers patrolling the streets of Denmark,
the Prime Minister referred to the fact that those
participating in the Conference during their visit to
the Tivoli Gardens would get the chance to see a
particularly, peaceful type of Danish soldier. The
Prime Minister pointed to the fact that modem
foreign policy and security policy to astill greater
extent will amount to other things than military
contributions. Modern security policy is more a
question of financial assistance, of investments in
the environment and in energy and of opening up
of our markets. In that connection, the Prime Mi-
nister referred to the coming negotiations with
Eastern Europe as one of the most important
peace-keeping initiatives we can take.

In his reply to an intervention by Mr. Carlo
Scognamiglio-Pasini (Senato, Italy), who had
advocated export credits to Eastern Europe -
adapted to the financial capacity of the individual
ECMember States - the Prime Minister threw out
the suggestion that a common European invest-
mentguarantee couldbe established which would
give enterprises within the EC better possibilities
ofinvesting in the building up of anew production
apparatus in Eastern Europe. One need not make
do with softloans from EC Member States but can
in this way set the European private enterprises

going.

‘4. Political initiatives - at

EC level and nationally
- with a view to promo-
ting economic growth
and employment

The subject was illustrated by means of
interventions fromall countries as well as from the
European Parliament. With regard to the growth
initiatives at EC level, the Commission’s growth
initiative was welcomed, but the setting up of
450.000new places of work is not enough; further
initiatives must be taken. This is important also to
restore people’s confidence in the Community.

With regard to the growth initiatives taken by
the individual Member States, several delegations
went through what had been planned in their
countries up till now. A major chracteristic of the
interventions was that a far greater contribution
must be made if one is to break the unemployment
rate. One pointed to increased public investments
- in aperiod in which the private sector is passing
throughatrough ofthe waves - andtoa co-ordinated
policy with a view to stabilizing the foreign ex-
changemarket, and to returning to stable exchange
ratesin the EMS and toreducing the rate of interests
$O as to set private investments going.

As there was broad agreement that common
initiatives aimed at creating growth and
employment are of major importance, only main
points of some of the individual interventions are
given below.

Mr. Yves Guena (Sénat, France) and other French
delegatesreferred to the fact that the election which
had just been held, had proved that the population
would not accept that the importation of cheap
goods from third world countries leads to
unemployment and misery among European
workers. As an example was mentioned that the
French clothing industry does not want to be re-
structured but does only wish to compete on equal
and reasonable terms - not with textiles based on
starvation wages and work done by children. To-
tal, free trade ruins European places of work e.g.
in agriculture. One should not become hypnotized
by the principle of free trade, butattach importance



,;;: Community preference which has been
sranted by the Treaty of Rome.
Thepoints of view of the French were opposed

equivalent to a spiral pointing downwards. The
protection of industries is a short-sighted means
andnotvalid onalong view. Inthat connection, the
Netherlands’ closing down of mines twenty years
ago was referred to as was also the acceptance of
the closing down of many textile enterprises.

Mr. Dimitrios Frangos (Greece) dealt with the
big problem of the many economic refugees from
Albania and the former Y ogoslavia which Greece
is facing. The immigration is by many Greeks
looked upon as the reason for the increased
unemployment. And theimmigrantshavealsobeen
seen to have committed crimes.

Mr. Eric Matthijs (Sénat,Belgium) of course agreed
that one should try to create more places of work.
But it shall not be done by artificial means, it shall
be real places of work. When Belgium takes over
the Presidency on July 1st, a high priority will be
given to a harmonization within the monetary
field so that the rate of interest can be reduced
thereby increasing private investments.

He advocated a carbon dioxide tax at EC
levelin order to reduce the use of energy as part of
the common energy policy. The money could be
used for social improvements.

Mrs. Renate Hellwig (Bundestag, Germany) went
through the various proposals aimed at reducing
public expenditure which are currently being
implemented in Germany, and mentioned e.g. a
campaign in favour of limiting the issuing of pres-
criptions and measures taken against the misuse of
social grants and unemployment benefit.

Mpr.Carlo Francanzani(Cameradei Deputati, Italy)
suggested arevision of the criteria for participating
in the third phase of the EMU so that the rate of
unemployment is included.

Mr. Brian Lenihan (Ireland) and other Irish parlia-
mentarians dealt with the monetary crisis, and
stressed monetary stability as a decisive factor for
growth and employment.

vy -the Netherlands. Protectionism “becomes

Aparliamentarian from the Netherlands advocated
that a higher priority be given to the cultural

co-operation in the EC.

Mr. Robert Hicks (House of Commons, UK),
characterized the reducing of unemployment as
an enormous task. Calculations have proved that
economic growth has to reach 2,5 per cent before
unemployment, which has reached 11 per cent in
the UK, can be reduced. He urged that support be
given not only to big projects but also to small and
medium size enterprises.

Mrs. Helena Torres Marques (Portugal) urged that
employment become the main point in the
Presidency conclusions which sum up the CEAC
Conference.

Mrs. Charlotte Antonsen (Denmark) underlined
that the Danish non-socialist parties support the
growth initiative even though it is not normal, li-
beral policy to favour a deficit on the State budget.
However, an expansive financial policy is legi-
timate during a shorter period in order to set the
economy going again. Onalong view, itisimportant
to finalize the single market as the entire EC
improves its competitive power by this.
Currency stability is important to growth and -
employnment. Denmark will contribute to this by
voting “yes” on May 18th. It is important that the
other European countries giveaclearsign thatthey -
intend to_carry through programmes of conver-
gence and continue to work for a single currency
and a common European central bank. Because in
dealing with our own economic problems, we
should not forget that Europe’s most important
task, at present, is to contribute to stabilizing the
new democracies of Eastern and Central Europe.

Mrs.Marcelle Lentz-Cornette(Luxembourg) went
through the problems of unemployment which
have surfaced in Luxembourg, and mentioned i.a.
that grants would be given via unemployment
agencies to older employees, who have difficulty
in finding jobs even though they have been
professionally trained. She mentioned thathalfthe
places of work in Luxembourg are being occupied
by persons who are not citizens of Luxembourg.
Mpr. Hugovan Dienderen (Belgium) spoke on behalf
of the Greens and he was the only person to



,s?sociate himselffromthe final conclusions of the
nresidencyashe didnotadvocate economicgrowth.
Growthisnotsynonomous withincreased employ-

ment but it puts a strain on the environment. He -

mentioned that there had been a reduction in
employment while at the same time the gross na-
tional product had been tripled. He advocated a
sustainable development and a reductiuon of
working hours as well as an improved quality of
life and was against investing in more motor ways.

Also a Greek Communist was against
investments which only serve big business and is
of no help to the environment. As an example, he
mentioned the construction of roads in Greece.

Moreover, the Greeks pointed to the fact that
the Maastricht Treaty should be supplemented by
an increased effort to help the poorest areas as the
freer competition has widened the gap between the
rich and the poor regions. Seen from an economic
point of view, an unemployed person is better off
inNorthern Europe than anagricultural labourerin
Southern Europe.

The delegates from the Netherlands looked
upon these considerations as very defensive. [t was
pointed out that the Structure Funds have increased
very much lately - but one should, of course, only
support sensible projects which really create new
places of work

Mr. Gerald Thalheim (Bundestag, Germany) from
the former German Democratic Republic
appreciated that the products which Eastern Europe
cansell tothe West are agricultural products, textiles
and steel. Therefore, what is needed is not only
support for investments but also market access.

Mr. Jimmy Hood(House of Commons, UK) pointed
out that if an economic growth is to be attained,
whichreally reduces unemployment, itisnecessary
to have lower rates of interest so that private
investments get going. The great expenses which
Germany has incurred because of the new
constituent States have raised the German interest
rate and has created problems in the other Euro-
pean countries.

5. Evaluation of the role of
the CEAC

The item had been entered on the agenda at the
request of the Netherlands’ delegation, and Mr.
René van Der Linden (Netherlands), as an
introduction to the discussion, submitted the paper,
which the Netherlands’ delegation had elaborated
prior to the Conference in Lisbon.

The Netherlands suggested that the Presidency
in future forwards the annexes to the individual
agenda items so that the participants can prepare
for the discussions in advance. This should be seen
asarequestto the coming Belgian Presidency. The
discussions atthe CEAC Conferences can formthe
background for the discussions in the national
Parliaments e.g. prior to the meetings of the Euro-
pean Council. The democratic control has only
been considered to a lesser extent in the Maastricht
Treaty. One must make sure that the national
Parliaments will not be great losers when the
Intergovernmental Conferenceistobeheldin 1996.

During the discussion which followed, various
quarters supported the Netherlands’ proposal, as it
was thought that it would render the work of the
CEAC more efficient if annexes were sent out in
advance concerning the individual agenda items.

A characteristic feature of the interventions was
that the Presidency was praised for its hospitality
and the way in which the Conference was held in
Copenhagen. It was especially appreciated that
ample time was allowed for putting questions to
the Prime Minister and the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of the Presidency. The exchange of infor-
mation was regarded as the culminating point of
the Conference.

There was general agreementthatthe CEAC cannot
make decisions but that the aim is to exchange
points of view on topical subjects which have been
entered on the European agendaas well as extending
the co-operation between the national Parliaments
and between these and the European Parliament.
Not least personal contacts are important.

Mr. Joao Cravinho (European Parliament)
suggested that as early as possible during each
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sidency a meeting be.arranged in the troika
seluding the European Parliament) in order to
yrepare the CEAC Conference and decide on the

subjects which are to be entered on the agenda.-

Then the Presidency and the individual delega-
tions can forward written background notes prior
to the CEAC Conferences. In that way, the debate
willbecomebetter structured andits contentsricher.
Asapossible agendaitemforthe CEAC Conference
to be held in the autumn, he pointed to an eva-
luation of the legislative programme of the
Commission, the Council and the European
Parliament. If one wants to make the meetings
more open and send out material to the press, one
has to make sure that it is a question of a clear
message in the form of some definite conclusions
- otherwise one will be rendering oneself a
questionable service.

Mrs. Renate Hellwig (Bundestag, Germany)
suggested that in addition to inviting the Prime
Minister and the Minister for Foreign Affairs fora
discussion, one should also invite a minister in
charge of a specific department in order to discuss
a specific subject e.g. transport policy or finance
policy.

Mr. Ove Fich (Denmark) regarded it as a po-
sitive element in the proposal of the Netherlands
that one gets an opportunity to put questions to
Ministers of the Presidency so that one can discuss
the subjects which will be considered during the
meetings of the European Council. He advocated
stronger links between the national Parliaments
and suggested that an exchange of opinions as to
how we strengthen the national, parliamentary
control ofthe legislativeprocess inthe ECbe entered
as an agenda item. Thus one might perhaps inspire
one another to improve the parliamentary supervi-
sion of the Ministers’ decisions in the Council.
Finally, he pointed to the importance of including
thepopulationinthe processto anincreasing extent.
If one does not obtain a fruitful interplay between
the politicians and the population, one will
experience what became apparent at the refe-
rendums in Denmark and France last year namely
that a large part of the population feels isolated
from the process which is going on in Europe.

Mr. Leonor Beleza (Portugal) agreed to the
Netherlands’ suggestion for abetter preparation of
the meetings. This may be combined with the
Germanideaofinvitinga Minister whoisin charge
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of a specific department. If an itern on the agenda
ofthe CEAC meetingise.g. environmental policy,
it would be natural to invite the Minister for the
Environmentefthe country having the Presidency.
Then one might perhaps at the same time invite
representatives of the professional committees in
question of the national Parliaments and of the
European Parliament. Inordertoimprove the image
ofthe EC, he suggested that one considers holding
the CEAC Conferencesin cities whicharenotcapi-
tals. He advocated concentrating on a few items as
a speaking time of five minutes is not enough for
a delegation comprising six members.

The Italian delegation suggested that one
makes a qualitative jump and in addition to the
general exchange of points of view at each CEAC
Conference discusses a special theme which has
been prepared in advance by means of documents
fromthe troika. The discussion of this theme should
lead to a conclusion on the specific subject. Until
the European Parliament is given more authority,
the democratic deficit can be reduced by holding
an annual conference like the one which was held
in Rome between the national Parliaments and the
European Parliament. The Italians referred to the
exchange of views with the Prime Minister and the
Minister for Foreign Affairs as being among the
most interesting aspects of the Conference. But
they suggested that this discussion be held at an
earlier time during the period of the Presidency so
that it will relate more to the programme of the
Presidency. Thusthe Belgian Presidency wasasked
to arrange for the Conference to be held at the
beginning of the second half of 1993.

Mr. Jimmy Hood (House of Commons, UK)
did not think that it would be a good idea if the
troika at the beginning of the Presidency decides
on the subjects which are to be considered at the
CEAC Conference, because in that case one will
not have the possibility of being flexible and of
taking up subjects which are of topical interest to
the European debate at the time at which the mee-
tingis held. He meant that one should leaveittothe
Chairman to draw the conclusions from the mee-
ting. Perhaps one should prolong the duration of
the Conference programme to two and a half days
in order to have more time for the discussions. Itis
difficult to speak in favour of greater openness in
the EC without, at the same time, allowing the
Press to attend the CEAC Conferences.



"/ Lord Boston of Faversham (House,of Lords,
JK) replied that if the Press is to be admitted, a
' provision to this effect must be laid down in the

Conferences.

The Chairman drew the attention to the fact
that if one wishes the Press to attend (parts of) the
next CEAC Conference or to hold a larger Press
meeting with representatives of all the Member
States, it isnow that one should make a decision to
amend the Rules of Procedure. At the present
meeting, the procedure will be the sameaslasttime
i.e. the Chairman will inform the Press about the
conclusions and the Press will then put questions
to the Chairman.

Mr. Jacques Genton (Sénat, France) recalled
that whenthe CEAC Conferences were first opened
in 1989, the two Chambers of the French Parliament
did nothave very much control of the EC policy of
the Government, but one hasnow learnt from Den-
markind the Netherlands and is drawing in
Parliamertto a greater extent. He did notthink that

there was any rivalry between the national
Parliaments and the European Parliament as the
spheres of competence differ widely. A
co-ordination can help to improve the democratic
control or reduce the democratic deficit.

Mr. Maurice Ligot (Assemblée Nationale,
France) agreeed to the idea of inviting a Minister
in charge of a specific department so as to discuss
the subject chosen withthe Minister before decisions
are made in the Council. Maybe, it would be better
notto invite the Press to the whole CEAC meeting
- because then onerisks that the MPs begin tomake
long speeches to the public - but the Press should
have a summary of the debate so that citizens all
over the Community become aware that ameeting
has taken place between MPs fromall EC Member
States.

Mrs. Helena Torres Marques (Portugal) said
that it would be useful for Portugal to learn how
other EC Member States implement parliamentary
control of the Ministers while an amendment to the
Constitution is being made in connection with the
ratification of the Maastricht Treaty. This means
that EC questions will be dealt withby a Committee
of the Portuguese Parliament. She suggested that
amember of the Commission be invited in order to
provide information on the Commission’s legisla-
tive programme within the field which makes out

Rules of Procedure, which-apply to-the- CEAC- -~

11

themainitem of the CEAC Conferencein question.
Mrs. Torres Marques called for more openness to
the Press and agreed that the duration of the mee-
tings-should be two days. o

Mr. Hugh Dykes (House of Commons, UK)
warned againstmaking thelevel of the preparations
for the CEAC Conferences too high. The most
important thing is the exchange of points of view
betweenrepresentatives of the national Parliaments
and the European Parliament - not the Press
coverage. It would be alright to have longer mee-
tings in orderto have more time for the discussions.
Perhaps, one might visit the Commission in Brus-
sels once a year in order to discuss the programme
of the Commission. Though it is costly, an
Interparliamentary Conference like the one which
was held in Rome should be planned as soon as
possible.

Mrs. Marcelle Lentz-Cornette (Luxembourg)
asked for the agenda to the CEAC Conference to
be forwarded about six weeks prior to the
Conference and that written interventions be inc-
luded. She spoke in favour of elaborating a final
communiqué which will be forwarded both to the
national Parliaments and to the Press.

Mr. Dimitrios Frangos (Greece) found that
two whole working days wereneeded forthe CEAC
Conferences and agreeed to the idea of inviting the
Commission Member, who is responsible for the
policy within the field with which one chooses to
deal in particular. In connection with the next
elections to the European Parliament,.. an
Interparliamentary Conference should beheld along
the lines of the one held in Rome. The CEAC
Conferences should have a more formal character
and should play a greater role in the conscience of
the populations. Mr. Frangos said that a speciali-

. zed European Affairs Committee had just been set

upasastanding committee of the Greek Parliament.
The Committee will discuss EC matters with the
Minister in question and eventually change the
course which Greece is to take.

Mr. Nick Tummers (Eerste Kamer,
Netherlands) pointed to the fact that one of the
aims ofthe Intergovernmental Conference in 1996
is to give greater authority to the European
Parliament. Butthe EC is expected to be expanded
before 1996. The European Parliament has
previously made an increase in its authority a



j{;/ndition for entering new Member States. Is
4 still the stand of the European Parliament?
" Mr.Joao Cravinho(EuropeanParliament) ans-

an expansion of the EC for it to take place. In the
light of this, the European Parliament has passed a
resolution guaranteeing that after the expansion
the EC will function in a more democratic and
efficient way. The European Parliament will use
the instruments at hand to reduce the democratic
deficit. How this can best be done in future must be
settled at the moment when the individual matters
are being dealt with.

Mr. Brian Lenihan (Ireland) spoke in favour
ofholding the CEAC Conference one month prior
to the meeting of the European Council so that
important questions, on which a decision has to be
taken at the summit, can be dealt with. This was the
case this year with the question of employment. He
accepted the idea of more formalized meetings
and suggested that the information material be
improved between the meetings.

Mr. Ivar Norgaard (Denmark) did not think it
likely that one would profit verymuch from the big
Interparliamentary Conferences (“Assises”). The
Danes tend to believe more in meetings on factual
subjects with few participants. Inthis way, one will
geta dialogue on the subjects - not only areading
out of speeches prepared in advance.

Mr. Charles Ferdinand Nothomb (Chambre des
Représentants, Belgium), who takes over the
Presidency as from July 1st had been listening to
the discussion of the Netherlands’ proposal with
great interest and had taken note of the many pro-
posals as to how the CEAC Conferences could be
made to have an even greater outcome.

Belgium will meet the wish for sending out
background information prior tothe meeting which
is to be held during the second half of 1993.

In the light of the wish for more time for
discussions, he said thatin the countries from which
the travelling time was especially long, one had
had doubts about holding meetings for two whole
days.

Due to the wishes to cut down the agenda so
thatone concentrates on say two subjects, onemight
perhaps start the preparations as early as July 1st -
provided that during the troika meeting called for

wered that the European Parliamenthas to endorse
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the sameafternoon one could agree on what themes
to choose. -

Mr. Nothomb mentioned the European
Constitution; the -working programmes of the
Commission and of the European Parliament, the
control of the Schengen co-operation, the expansion
ofthe Community, employment, immigration poli-
cy, financing and transportation as possible themes.
He suggested thatone limits oneselfto two subjects
and takes a large, important subject which centres
round EC policy within a specific area. And that
one furthermore takes up another subject which is
more concerned with method or control. Because
one ought to attach most importance to the first
subject and discuss the aspects which regard the
contents of the policy as had been the case the day
before with growth and employment.

Atthe troika meeting which was to be held the
very same afternoon, one would discuss whether it
was possible now to decide on the themes for the
next meeting - and eventually to send out
questionnaires so that one can have systematic,
written interventions for the discussions.

There are good arguments for holding the
CEAC Conferences at the beginning of the period
of the Presidency, as this will be a better way of
influencing the policy of the Presidency. But is is
also a good idea to hold the meeting one month
before the meeting of the European Council as one
will thenhavea chanceofinfluencing the decisions
of the summit meeting. Belgium is prepared to
plan a meeting at the beginning of July if there is
a general wish forit. But one had already arranged
with the Prime Minister and the Minister for Foreign
Affairs that they can attend the CEAC Conference
onNovember22nd and 23rd 1993 - 20days before
the summit meeting in Brussels. One might
eventually hold a meeting in July with fewer
participants e.g. the Chairmen of the delegations
1.e. about 20 persons in all as some countries have
two Chambers. If there is a wish for a meeting of
that kind, one will invite the Belgian Prime Mini-
ster to attend it. When a specific subject has been
chosen e.g. employment, the Minister concerned
in charge of a specific department i.e. the Minister
for Labour as well as the relevant commissioner
can be invited.



F/ Mr. Nothomb invited the delegations to
; Pxchange information currently e.g. by forwarding
"a couple of pages every month.

It has been suggested by various quarters -

that one might split into groups on the first day. In
that way, each delegate is given more speaking
time. On the other hand, one will only hear the
discussion in the group which one attends.

Mr. Nothomb found that it should be left to
the Chairman to draw the conclusions of the mee-
ting. Otherwise, one will just waste half a day
discussing the individual formulations of the
conclusions.

Mrs. Renate Hellwig (Bundestag, Germany)
found that it would be overdoing it to hold a mee-
ting of chairmen in July. She advocated a CEAC
Conference one month before the summit meeting
with one main theme and to which both the Mini-
ster concerned and the Commission member be
invited. The choice of subject was to be left to the
troika.

Mr. Réné van Der Linden (Tweede Kamer,
Netherlands) spoke along the lines of Mrs. Hellwig
and pointed to the fact that the CEAC Conferences
provide auseful background for the national Parli-
aments preparations to the European Council’s
meeting. He mentioned the expansion of the EC
and of the EMU as topical subjects for the
Conference to be held in November. He suggested
that spokesmen of the national Parliaments dea-
ling with the specific subject be invited.

The Chairman said that the new troika (Belgium,
Greece, the European Parliament and Denmark)
would meet the very same afternoon and discuss
the next CEAC Conference. He thought that it
would be most practical to stick to one meeting
namely on the dates one had already agreed on in
Belgium. It would, of course, ease preparations if
the main subject could be decided on now. The
Chairman would suggest the expansion of the EC
and immigration policy as likely subjects.

Mr. Jimmy Hood (House of Commons, UK)
had nothing against entering the expansion of the
EContheagendabut was generally againstmaking
formal decisions on the subject of thenext meeting
six months before it takes place.

Mpr. Carlo Francanzani(Camera dei Deputati,
Italy) pointed to the fact that one has to begin the
discussion of the theme of the EC constitution and
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furthermore wished to follow up the subject of
employment. h T

Mr. Joao Cravinho (European Parliament) did
not-quite like the idea of deciding on the subjects
of the coming CEAC Conference already now.
One should at least wait until after the coming
summit meeting. Besides, he pointed to the fact
that the CEAC is only a part of the
interparliamentary co-operation and in that
connection referred to the fact that the Speakers of
Parliament will be meeting in Dublin at the end of
the month.

In connection with the conclusions of the
Presidency at the end of the Conference, Mr.
Cravinhohad certain reservations about theidea of
invitingamember of the Commission tothe CEAC
Conferences.

6. Ensuring parliamentary

control of Pillars 2 and 3

Lord Boston of Faversham (House of Lords, UK)
said that the Maastricht Treaty as well as the
Edinburgh Agreement prepare for involving the
national Parliaments more in the activities of the
Union. This is so much more important when it is
a question of the co-operation on foreign policy
and security policy within Pillar 2, and of the legal
and internal co-operation within Pillar 3, as the
European Parliament will only, in this respect, ha-
ve a right to instituting hearings. Therefore, the
two Houses ofthe Parliament of the UK have asked
to enter an item on the agenda which makes it
possible to discuss how Parliaments can effectuate
the necessary, parliamentary control and also which
documents are to be used.

Commission proposals are being discussed in
the UK and one tries to exert an influence on the
stand of the Government before a decision is taken
on the proposals in the Council. But there is no
previous control in fields like frontiers and ex-
pulsion. The discussion as to how Parliament can
be involved is not finished yet. But the British
Ministers, e.g. the Home Secretary, has already
accepted that Parliament shall have more docu-
ments at its disposal so that it will be possible to
have a good, systematic control. However, the
Government will not submit documents which are



remed with security or with exerting the aut-
rty which belongs to the Government.

Lord Boston spoke in favour of trying toreach
an agreement  as- to--which--documents the
Governments shall submitand which parliamentary
controlisrequired forthe subjects belonging under
Pillars 2 and 3. Maybe this can be taken up again
when the Maastricht Treaty has been ratified.

The discussion which followed showed that there
wasbroad agreement that parliamentary control of
the interstate co-operation within Pillars 2 and 3 is
of greatimportance irrespective of the fact that the
co-operation has not been drawn into the
institutional co-operation.

Mr. David Martin (European Parliament) cha-
racterized Pillars 2 and 3 as an odd hybrid. He
called the attention to the fact that it was a
compromise between the Member States who
wisheg\that all co-operation were Community
co-operation, and also between the Member States
who__ only wished for intergovernmental
co-operation on foreign policy and legal condi-
tions. It is a well known fact that the European
Parliament has complained that the co-operation
within Pillars 2 and 3 is primarily something which
one deals with in the Council. Mr. David Martin
concentrated on the co-operation within Pillar 3
and stressed that the European Parliament finds
that it is important, particularly within the legal
co-operation, to include democracy and transpa-
rency inthe decision-making processasthe propsals
which are adopted will have a direct influence on
the individual citizen. The European Parliament
will try to make use of the limited authority which
the Maastricht Treaty leaves it in order to exert as
much control as possible and has therefore made
anadjustmentofits procedures. Inthat connection,
it would be expedient to co-operate with the natio-
nal Parliaments who can control the decisions of
their Ministers in the Council.
Mr.JackStewart-Clark(European Parliament)
complained that the European Parliament, the
Commission and the Court of Justice do not have
the same competences and the same influence on
the foreign policy co-operation asisthe case within
the Community area. He suggested that one tries to
find out, at an inter-institutional seminar, how the
Council can be made to take the points of viewinto

consideration, which make themselves felt very
much in the European Parliament and in the natio-
nal Parliaments. And also how one best canalizes
points of view to the Council and how one makes
sure that the Council answers the questions put by
Parliamentarians and take their points of view into
consideration. He furthermore suggested that a
subject dealing with foreign policy be taken up at
a CEAC Conference which can be discussed with
the Prime Minister and the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of the country holding the Presidency and
with commissioner Mr. Van den Broek.

Mr. René van Der Linden (Tweede Kamer,
Netherlands) said that in the Netherlands one tries
to make the Government submit the documents
concerninge.g. the Schengen co-operation and the
TREVI co-operation at an early date. Up to now,
there has been almost no control with e.g. the
Schengen co-operation which the Tweede Kamer
has criticized. Also in connection with summit
meetings, decisions are normally only submitted
after they have been made. The Netherlands’ Eu-
ropean Affairs Committee has begun to take an
interest in the decisions which are taken during the
opening discussions at civil service level so as to
drawinParliament at theright moment. Moreover,
the Netherlands’ Members of the European
Parliamenthave been asked to participate actively
in the Committee work of the Netherlands’
Parliament - and not only in that of the European
Affairs Committee.

Mrs. Renate Hellwig (Bundestag, Germany)
would not be able to say until after May 14th if
Germany is “Europa fahig” at all, as it requires an
amendment to the Constitution passed by a two
thirds’ majority to participate in the common Euro-
pean refugees policy and in the Schengen

. co-operation. Likewise, an amendment to the

intemal German provisions is required to parti-
cipate in the co-operation on the combat of interna-
tional crime, so that whitewashing of money can
be punished more severely. An amendment to the -
Constitution of Germany is also required with a
view to the common foreign policy and security
policy sothat Germany can take partnot only in the
peace-keeping forcesbutalsointhe peace-creating
measures. Beforethathasbeen achieved, Germany
cannot contribute to European defence policy. Be-
aring in mind the way in which the Maastricht
Treatyisdrawnup, the following words of criticism



e illogical, “The EC is no good for you cannot
even solve the conflict in Yogoslavia”. But ne-
vertheless, they are often pronounced.

Mpr.BrianLenihan(Ireland)saidthatinireland
one had recently reorganized the standing Euro-
pean Affairs Committee so thatit controls the entire
area comprised by the Maastricht Treaty thus also
foreign policy. In a short while, it will also be
possible to take part in the peace creating forces.

The Netherlands drew the attention to the fact
that it is the Western European Union which deals
with European security policy.

Mr. Jacques Genton (Sénat, France) pointed
to the fact that it can be decided unanimously to
transfer six of the areas which come under Pillar 3
toPillar 1. Therefore, ithasbeennecessaryto insert
anew provision into the French Constitution. The
question of domestic security is a very sensitive
oneand therefore one must ensure domestic control
before actually transferring it to Pillar 1. Also the
Schengen Agreement which has not yet come into
force causes problems.

Mr. Maurice Ligot (Assemblée Nationale,
France) referred to the fact that the large number
of persons who had voted “no” at the referendum
inFrance was largely due to the citizens having felt
that the civil servants in Brussels had far too much
power. Aresultofthisisthatthe French Constitution
has been revised so as to give Parliament a better
chance of controlling the Government’s EC policy.
All over Europe, there is a tendency for people to
wish thatParliaments are drawn intothe elaboration
of the common policies to a greater extent. In this
connection, Parliaments demand a knowledge of
the documents at the time at which their
Governments shall take a position on the matters
in question in the Council of Ministers. The recent
elections in France serve to underline the fact that
the populations of the individual countries should
be drawn into the European decision-making
process viatheirelected politicians. As an example
that the citizens also attach great importance to
lesser matters, he mentioned that in France one
does not want to give up the protection of the trade
of goldsmith.

Mr. Antonio Labo Xavier (Portugal) said that
in Portugal one is currently amending the
Constitution as aresult of the Maastricht Treaty. In
that connection, one will take the Act seriously
which gives Parliament the possibility of interfe-
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ring with the EC policy of the Government -
particularly when it is a question of the economic
area. With regard to Pillars 2 and 3, Parliament
would also like to keep up the pace but one is not
so interested in interfering here. Many MPs find
that when the Governmenthas achieved something
by means of a compromise after long-winded and
difficultnegotiations, Parliament shall notinterfere.
Against this stands Mr. Xavier’s party - the
Maximalists - who prefer everythingtobe checked
beforehand.

The Belgians mentioned the risk that Europe
would be run by top civil servants while the
politicians of Europe lose their influence e.g. on
how to combat narcotics crimes. Therefore, a
standing committee is to be given the necessary
competencetodeal with the Schengen co-operation.
One spoke in favour of co-operation between the
national Parliaments and with the European
Parliament in orderto control themutual agreements
of the Governments within the fields which are
comprised by Pillars 2 and 3 e.g. immigration
policy. This might be achieved e.g. via the CEAC.

A Belgian representative of the Greens
mentioned that the Belgian Government has now
putitselfunderan obligationtobriefboth Chambers
of the Belgian Parliament on EC proposals prior to
the decisions but spoke of it as an emergency solu-
tion as the European Parliament should also have
possibilities of controlling. The same should apply
to Pillars 2 and3. The Greens are in agreement with
the UN Secretary General that instead of spending
money onthearmsrace, the defence budget should
be used for serious peace initiatives. And in the

. opinion of the Greens, this is only possible within

the framework of the CSCE.

Lord Slynn of Hadley (House of Lords, UK)
considered it a paradox that one of the fields which
comes outside the competence of the EC Coutt of
Justice, is the co-operation on legal questions. He
mentioned that reports elaborated by the speci-
alized European Affairs Committee of the House
of Lords has been of great importance to the atti-
tude taken by the Commission. Lord Slynn also
underlined that regarding the questions which co-
me outside the competence of the Court of Justice,
it is even more important to have parliamentary
control. Therefore, the Parliaments must know the
proposals in detail before a final decision is taken
on them.



*he Greeks said that the European Parliament
on its own, take the initiative to setting up a
;mmittee of enquiry, and the citizens also have

" parliament. The co-operation within Pillars 2 and
3 require unanimity but the national Parliaments
are controlling the Ministers.

Mr. Ivar Nergaard (Denmark) said that all
matters concerning the Maastricht Treaty will be
submitted to the EC Committee irrespective of
whether it is a question of the Community area or
of intergovernmental co-operation. This practice
will be maintained when the Maastricht Treaty
comes into force. In this way, itis possible to control
the Ministers who are negotiating matters
concerning Pillars 2 and 3. Denmark has, in
particular, attached importance to the fact that it is
a question of intergovernmental co-operation
because this requires a consensus, This means that
the EC Committee is in full control of matters
which may be adopted as the Minister shall be
given amandate in order to enter Into agreements.
Furthermore, there is the possibility of discussing
matters in a specialist committee e.g. the Legal
Affairs Committee whenitisa question ofthe legal
co-operation and the Foreign Policy Committee
when it is a question of foreign policy.

7. Appointing Members to
the Committee of the
Regions

The Chairman drew the attention to the factthat the
reason for entering this item was merely that the
delegates could provide one another with informa-
tion as to how far the individual countries had
come with regard to appointing Members to sit on
the Committee of the Regions (cf. Article 198A in
the Maastricht Treaty) and to account for the
principles which underlie the appointment.

In Greece, there are no regional organs to take care
of the appointment as there are only municipal
organs. Therefore, it is up to the Government to
undertake the appointment but the Opposition
attaches importance to institutionalizing it,
InFrance, the former Government suggested
that one third of the representatives shall come

Fine possibility- of applying to the- European-
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from the twenty regions, one third from the

departments and one third from the big cities, but ~

the situation is not quite clear yet.

InBelgium, which is a federal state, both regi-
ons (defined by territories) and communities
(defined by language) shall agree on the
appointment. The tendency is pointing towards
elected representatives.

In Germany, the constituent states make out
theregionsanditislaid down by statute that consti-
tuent states shall elect the representatives allowing,
however, for the municipalities. One is aiming at
appointing representatives at high level as it is
believed that the Committee of the Regions will
become very important and can be seen as the first
step towards setting up a third Chamber in the EC.

In Italy, the question is not yet sufficiently
clarfied e.g. because the number of regions and
autonomous provinces exceed the number of seats
which Italy has on the Committee of the Regions.
The Governmentis in favour of one third or halfof
the seats being taken by representatives of the
provinces and of the big cities.

Inlreland,onehasnotreacheda decisioneither
buttheregionsare going torecommend representa-
tives so that all regions will have elected
representatives - and thus will not be represented
by bureaucrats. Importance is attached to re-
presentingthe poorer areas as one of the tasks of: the
Committee of the Regions is to ensure a better
distribution of EC grants sothat the averageincomes
of the poorest areas can be raised.

In the Netherlands, one has not yet discussed
the appointment of representatives to sit on the
Commiittee of the Regions. The municipalities and
the twelve regions have not been able to agree and
this is the reason why the Minister for the Interior
has suggested that each group gets six re-
presentatives. Inthe Netherlands, the leaders of the
nnmicipalitiesaswellasoftheregionsareappointed
- not elected.

In the United Kingdom, the Government has
Just now accepted the only one of the many
amendmentsto theratification actto be adopted by
the House of Commons i.e. no. 28, which is
precisely about the appointment of Members to sit
onthe Committee of the Regions. Thus one makes
sure that it will be a question of elected, local
representatives.

In Portugal, thelocal, administrative councils,



thorized by the Constitution of 1976, have not
peen set up yet. But there are two autonomous
regions, Madeira and the Azores. One has not
decided yet how the twelve representatives of
Portugal are to be appointed. The Portuguese So-
cialist Party is in favour of electing Members at
local level.

In Denmark, we have not formally taken a
stand on the question as the Maastricht Treaty has
not been adopted yet, but when it happens it will
hardly beaproblemto allocate the seats regionally
on the basis of our countries and municipalities.

In Luxembourg, the representatives shall be
designated by the political groups. Itis the Foreign
Affairs Committee, who make the recom-
mendations and the plenum of Parliament who
make the formal decision on the appointment.

Mr. David Martin (European Parliament) poin-
ted out that the point of view of the European
Parliament is that the Committee of the Regions
shall consist only of Members elected by the local
authorities. They shall notberepresentatives of the
Governments.

Conclusions of the
Presidency

The Chairman read out the conclusions
which he had elaborated on his own. No real adop-
tion took place at the meeting. After the reading
out, some of the delegations did, however, comment.
This lead to one correction of a linguistic nature. The
conclusions have been printed as Annex 1.

Summary: Bjorn Einersen
Translation into English: Birgitte Wern



