
 

 
ASSOCIATION DES CHAMBRES DE COMMERCE ET D’INDUSTRIE EUROPÉENNES / ASSOCIATION OF EUROPEAN CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
Chamber House, Avenue des Arts, 19 A/D   B - 1000 Bruxelles / Brussels ● Belgique / Belgium 
Tel.: +32 2 282 08 50 ● Fax: +32 2 230 00 38 / 280 01 91 ● eurochambres@eurochambres.be ● www.eurochambres.be 
A.i.s.b.l. / Non-profit international association ● TVA / VAT: BE 417 324 583 ● Banque / Bank ING: 310-1215400-76 

  
 

HEARING OF THE COMMITTEE ON CONSTITUTIONAL AFFAIRS 
 

Brussels  21 March 2006 - 9.00 -10.45 a.m. 
 

OUTLINE OF THE SPEECH OF 
ARNALDO ABRUZZINI, EUROCHAMBRES Secretary General 

 
 
EUROCHAMBRES would like to tackle the issue of the future of Europe from a different 
perspective.   
 
The previous interventions were mainly focused on the tools to save the Constitutional Treaty 
but we have to understand beforehand the reasons behind the current deadlock on the 
debate on the future of Europe either at national or European level.  
 
For the business community represented through the European Chambers of Commerce, it 
is clear that the European Union failed  

• to address the fears of the business community and the citizens  
o Fear of the business community to loose competitiveness in a growing 

globalized economy  
o Fear of the citizens to live in a world of growing uncertainty  

• to propose a concrete and ambitious  project taking into account their concerns. 
 
 
1/ A need to pursue the European Construction  
 
After: 

• The Single Market   
• the Economic and Monetary Union 
• the introduction of the Euro,  
• the enlargement of the EU to 25 Member States   
 

What is the next step?  
• The EU council  proposed the European Constitution of which the result is known  

 
It might have been a logical step but all the elements were not gathered to ensure the 
success of the ratification process:  

o A misleading title: “Constitutional Treaty “   The Constitutional Treaty is an 
international treaty with no loss of sovereignty for the member States. 

o A treaty which could still be improved. Member States refused to extend the 
mandate of the European Convention which has itself recognised that more 
time would be needed to review in depth part III of the treaty (policies and 
functioning of the Union)  

o This led to the difficult  debate on the ideology underlying  EU policies liberal 
vs social)  
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In addition, the debate took place in a paradoxical situation:  
 

• One the one hand;  the treaty proposed new dispositions enhancing political 
cooperation and  increasing the political visibility of the EU on the international level 
i:e.;  

 
o A President of the European Council elected for a term of 2 ½ years. 
o A foreign minister, chosen among the Vice Presidents of the EU commission, 

appointed by the European Council, with the agreement of the President of 
the Commission ,  

 
• On the other hand,  

o Members states were totally focused on their own domestic problems, blaming  
Brussels whenever convenient  in the national debate .  

o There was  no new unifying  project for the EU  
o No country demonstrated a strong European leadership.  

 
 
 
2/  The Chambers’ position on the future of Europe  
 
 
2.1/  A NEED TO ADDRESS EU PARADOXES  
 
If we want to : 

• Secure peace within the EU  
• Secure the external boundaries of the EU  
• Secure the well being of the EU citizens  

which should be the ultimate  aim of European integration  
 
We need : 

• The EU to be more than a free trade area   
• The EU to be a real political player at the international level  
• The EU to develop the EU citizenship  ( citizens sharing same principles , same 

values)  
•  

And we have to take into account the ultimate paradox of the EU  
• 25 different cultures  
• 25 countries competing among themselves within the Single Market   

but also:  
• 25 countries willing to co-operate in order to promote European integration  
• 25 countries understanding that alone they cannot win the globalisation challenge 

 
We need a political project for Europe taking into account these paradoxes   

• We cannot be the United States of ’Europe  1 as the French visionary writer and 
politician Victor Hugo dreamed in 1849.  But if we want to pursue European 
integration, the traditional concept of ‘the Etat Nation” must evolve. 

                                                           
1 Extrait de Victor Hugo  au 3ème congrès international pour la paix en 1849  Un jour viendra où il n'y aura plus 
d'autres champs de bataille que les marchés s'ouvrant au commerce et les esprits s'ouvrant aux idées (...) 
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• We certainly cannot stay in the current situation, if we want the EU to win the 
challenge of globalisation and to become a real political player in the international 
chess game. 

 
This is the challenge of the Member States. It is only once we have a reply to this 
fundamental issue that we can open the debate on : 
 

1. what role should Europe have in the world  
2. in the light of globalisation what is the future of the European social and  economic 

model  
3. how do we define the boundaries of the  EU  
4. how do we enhance freedom , security and justice  
5. how do we finance the Union “  

 
 
2.2/  WHAT IS THE CHAMBERS POSITION ON THE FUTURE OF EUROPE  
 
First and foremost business wants to operate in a Europe which is 

• competitive  
• a real economic and monetary union  
• open to change. 
 

2.2.1/  Focus on Competitiveness  
 
a)  EUROCHAMBRES comparison study between the US and the EU  
 
This study compares the EU to the US in terms of  

• Employment ,  
•  R&D,  
• Income  
• productivity    

by “ times/years distances” between the two regions and forecasts how many years the EU 
will take to catch up the US .  
 
The findings were the followings:  (EU year of reference 2003) 
  
Employment  

• EU employment level for 2003 was achieved by the US in 1978 (gap of 25 years)   
• time to catch up US current level : 17 years and then only if the EU employment 

growth exceed that of the US by 0.5 % p.a ) 
 
 
R&D  

• EU investment level was reached in the US in 1979 (gap of 24 years)  
• Time to catch up the  US current level :  117 years !  (under the same above 

mentioned condition)  

                                                                                                                                                                                     
Un jour viendra où l'on verra ces deux groupes immenses, les Etats-Unis d'Amérique, les Etats-Unis d'Europe 
placés en face l'un de l'autre, se tendant la main par-dessus les mers, échangeant leurs produits, leur commerce, 
leur industrie, leurs arts, leurs génies, défrichant le globe, colonisant le désert, améliorant la création sous le 
regard du Créateur, et combinant ensemble, pour en tirer le bien-être de tous, ces deux forces infinies, la 
fraternité des hommes et la puissance de Dieu  
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Income   
• EU income level was achieved in the US in 1985 ( gap of 18 years)  
• Time to catch up the US level : 66 years ( under the same above mentioned 

condition)  
Productivity   

• EU level was reached in the US in 1989 ( gap of 14 years)  
• Time to catch up the US current level: 50 years (under the same above mentioned 

condition)  
 
In addition, EU has to face an additional issue that the US doesn’t have to deal with : the 
issue of the ageing population.  

 
 

b) The Lisbon process, the right reply to globalisation? 
 
The Lisbon process sets ambitious objectives without giving the real means to achieve them.  
We need 

• to have more ambitious reform programmes and real commitment from the member 
states especially on employment, labour market and the internal market  

• a rapid agreement on the financial perspectives  and restore the focus on 
competitiveness and innovation.  

• A stronger governance system along the lines of the stability and growth pact to be 
agreed by the member states  

• Annual debates on the Lisbon process to be held by the European Parliament with 
representatives of the national parliaments  before the Spring Summit  

 
 
2.2.2/ A competitiveness which should take place in an improved   Economic 
          and Monetary Union  
 
We need to  

• strengthen the monetary Union with a more efficient European Central Bank which 
could enhance sustainable  growth and at the same time guarantee the principle of 
solidarity  

• establish a real macro economic policy with more efficient open methods of 
coordination 

 
Once again we have the paradox of having:    

•  one  monetary decision making centre ( the European Central Bank)  
•  And 25  economic decision making centers) 

 
 
2.2.3/  A Cultural revolution in the Europeans way of thinking 
 
The most important challenge is a drastic modification of our way of thinking  
 
We have to modernise the EU society.  Because of the depressed economic climate EU is 
becoming 

• an inward looking society ( fear of changes, search of maximum job security)  
• unable to really face the challenge of globalisation  (cf  EU growth rate compared to 

the US and emerging countries)  
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On the contrary the EU needs: 
o to promote the undertaking spirit (“l’esprit d’entreprendre”) at the  earliest 

stage possible . Why not a course in last years of secondary schools?  
o To break down prejudices i.e.  

 Globalisation is  not a threat  but an opportunity  
 enlargement has not led to delocalisation,  nor to massive immigration 

of new member states workers (polish plumber syndrome) 
o to enhance the European innovation capacity  especially in the services 

sectors.  
 

 
3/  What kind of governance for the European Union  
 
Taking into account the profound evolution of the European socio economic environment 
since 1957, the EU needs a genuine modernisation of its institutions 
We need not better rules to make the decision making process more efficient but here also a 
real evolution of the way of thinking often perceived as bureaucratic  
 
In this context Chambers asked for: 
 
3.1/  MORE EFFICIENT DECISION MAKING PROCESS  

• A reduction of the length of the legislative decision making process  
• Extension of qualified majority votes in the Council  
 

3.2/  BETTER REGULATION  
With a strict application of the  

• Principle of subsidiarity ( the EU must act only when it can do so more effectively than 
the MS) .   

• Principle of proportionality  ( when it acts in this context , the EU must ensure that the  
action is in proportion to the objective pursued )  

 
 

3.3/  THE DEMOCRACTIC DEFICIT ISSUE TO BE SOLVED  
The current consultation process should be modernized in order to take into account  

• Guarantee the principle of participatory democracy and  
• To take into accounts the views  all the socio economic actors  

 
EUROCHAMBRES regrets that  the consultation process on economic issues  is often  to a  
limited number of: organisations namely social partners involved in the bargaining process. 
Some examples:  

• Service directive  
• High level working group on Energy   
• Tripartite Social Summits  

 
 
4/ What does EUROCHAMBRES expect now  
 
The Chambers put a lot of expectation in the Austrian presidency and hope that the June 
Summit will relaunch the European construction and will  
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• propose solutions  to get out of institutional crisis  and anticipate the implementation of 
progress  included in the constitutional treaty ( extension of the majority vote , 
participatory democracy , consultations process)   

• give more content to the European policies taking into account the needs and 
expectations of the stakeholders (bottom up approach)  

• take appropriate measure to  ensure an optimum functioning of the Internal market  
• propose  to enhance the communication on EU at national , regional and local level  the 

current networks such as the  Chamber of commerce on  
o the benefit of the EU in general  
o the benefits  of the last enlargement  
o challenge of globalisation  

 
This is the responsibility of all the Members States but also of all the actors involved.  
Member States cannot evoke the principle of the subsidiarity in the communication process 
when they fear that it could interfere with their own domestic issues and on the other hand 
deny this principle when it appears that an action is required at regional and local level to 
better communicate on the values and the benefits of the EU.  
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