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Thank you for the invitation to address you today. I want first to welcome the 
report adopted by the European Parliament on the future of Europe, and the 
initiative by the Constitutional Affairs Committee. This debate on the future of 
Europe is very much linked to the debate on the future of the Constitutional 
Treaty, so I will focus my comments on that question. 
 
The ETUC, together with the other European social partners, expects to play 
the same role and to have the same recognition that it had in the Convention 
with regard to forthcoming debates; the social partners want to keep their 
specific status in any future Convention. The ETUC accepts the invitation to 
attend the May interparliamentary meeting. 
 
It is clear that there is an urgent need to find a way forward and to move 
away from the stalemate surrounding the debate on the Constitutional Treaty. 
It is not without irony that the 'no' votes in France and the Netherlands were 
mostly a reaction to the contents of Part III, which is the one that is being 
applied! 

 
I would like to recall some of the reasons why the ETUC gave its support to 
the draft Constitutional Treaty proposal. 
 
The Treaty reinforces social values and principles such as solidarity, equality, 
gender equality, and non-discrimination; as well as social and employment 
objectives including full employment and a social market economy.  
It strengthens recognition of the role of the social partners, and incorporates 
the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights. It also establishes a right of initiative 
for citizens. 
 
However, there are some points we object to, and we have expressed this 
opposition publicly. These include the incoherence between Parts I and III,  
which was never really discussed in the Convention; the length of the text; 
the downgrading of economic policy coordination with no reference to 
“economic governance”; and the absence of majority voting on social policy. 

 
Nonetheless, our overall evaluation was that the proposal allowed for further 
steps to be taken in the European integration process. 

 
If the Constitution were to enter into force later this year, as initially foreseen, 
it would provide for a legal basis for Services of General Interest and a 
European Energy Strategy. 
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As it is, they are on the agenda now and action is needed now! 
We still have a climate characterised by lack of confidence: the globalisation 
process, restructuring and relocation, an enlargement process that is not well 
explained to citizens and the demographic challenge are all elements that 
help to exacerbate fears, and there is little to contribute to a more positive 
climate. 

 
Where do we go from here, after the two 'no's? So far, nowhere. The 
European Parliament is the sole exception to this rule. The results of the 
“Sabbatical” year of reflection are zero. It seems that the debate is dead! 
In our view the Plan-D initiative represents too little, too late.  
 
In the Member States that have ratified the Constitution, the case is 
dismissed. But there are 14 of them, and the decision taken, whether by 
referendum or Parliamentary ratification, needs to be respected! 
In the Member States that have not yet ratified, a wait-and-see attitude has 
taken hold, expecting to see who makes the first move! 
 
We do not see how to achieve the minimum number of 20 Member States 
ratifying the Treaty, in order to pave the way for a new debate in the Council.  

 
The need now is for Europe to get down seriously to discussing the matter 
further and to break the deadlock! 

 
The ETUC does not have the answer yet, but we have launched the internal 
debate. On 27 and 28 March we are holding a workshop in Berlin to examine 
the current state of play, and in June there will be a new discussion within 
our Executive Committee.  
 
Thus, this meeting comes a bit too soon. There are several options on the 
table and we will analyse all of them. But some points seem clear. It is 
unrealistic to think that those countries that have ratified or rejected the 
Treaty should be asked to reconsider the same text. On the other hand there 
is a need to respect those that have already ratified. Part III is the 
problematic one – and we always said so! 
 
So what are the options? Part III could be dealt with by taking it out of the  
Constitutional Treaty, or adapting it to Part I, or organising a new Convention 
to consider this. Another approach is to ratify only Parts I and II and to work 
on a possible annex or declaration, as proposed by Chancellor Merkel. This 
could create the conditions needed to avoid new referendums in those 
countries that have already ratified, as well as relaunching the debate on Part 
III. Another option is reinforced cooperation. 
 
One thing is certain. Solutions must be found that cannot be used to stoke up 
further anti-European feeling. They must respond to the main concerns of 
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workers, citizens and also companies – building trust in Europe.  In our view, 
the social questions must be addressed! 

 


