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SITTING OF THURSDAY, 5 JULY 2001

4-002
IN THE CHAIR: MRS FONTAINE
President

(The sitting was opened at 10 a.m.)’

4-003

Riibig (PPE-DE). — (DE) Madam President, I saw a few boats landing at Parliament this week and notified the security
service. Not only were there language difficulties; the telephone line was so poor that it was almost impossible to
communicate. I would be most obliged if the number on which the security service can be reached could also be clearly
displayed in the House, so that if anyone wants to report an incident, they can do so quickly and efficiently.

4-004

President. — Mr Riibig, we will be very happy to give you that number. Since you raise the subject, I should tell you that
we were faced with some very difficult incidents yesterday. Demonstrators, they cannot be called visitors, caused a lot of
problems. I must say that our security service really reacted very rapidly and very efficiently, and that efficiency meant
everything was soon under control. I wanted to say that in this House.

(Applause)

4-005

Zorba (PSE). — (EL) Madam President, I understand that over the next few days, the Bureau will be discussing the
question of languages and interpretation following the accession of the candidate countries. Because, as you know, we are
all a little touchy on this subject which is, above all, a political issue and cannot be resolved by purely administrative
measures, | should like to ask you to tell us what the Bureau's thoughts are on this and how you think we can all take part
in this debate, which is absolutely vital.

4-006
President. — Mrs Zorba, the guidelines you refer to will be adopted by the Bureau in September and between now and then
the groups will have plenty of time to discuss them. I think it is very important that they should be able to do so.

4-007

Wuermeling (PPE-DE). — (DE) Madam President, one comment perhaps, as the question of language has already been
raised twice. I should like to point out that the question of language is regulated in the Rules of Procedure, which state that
Parliament itself makes the final decision on how languages are to be regulated in the House. Any concerns — including
about decisions by the Bureau — are therefore totally unfounded.

4-008

G8 Summit

4-009
President. — The next item is the Commission statement on the G8 Summit.

I shall give Commissioner Patten the floor straight away.

4-010

Patten, Commission. — Madam President, I am pleased to have this opportunity to talk about the G8 Summit. At the
suggestion of the Italian G8 Presidency the forthcoming summit in Genoa will focus on the one hand on global
development issues, and on the other hand on some key related areas of concern such as the environment and food safety.
The Commission fully supports this focus for the summit. Indeed, it is the G8 leaders' intention that Genoa should send a
strong signal that the G8 countries are taking the concerns of their own citizens extremely seriously, as well as those of the
developing world.

Following on from Okinawa last year, the G8 will be looking at development issues in a much more serious fashion. From
the Commission's point of view the summit needs to address the following key questions in this area. First, the fight
against communicable diseases. The European Union has taken a strong lead. The action plan on fighting communicable
diseases was adopted by the Council earlier this year. Following Kofi Annan's call for the establishment of a global health
fund, which was endorsed, I am pleased to say, by the UN General Assembly last week, it is expected that G8 members
will provide their political and financial backing for the proposed fund. Mr Annan's presence in Genoa to take part in an
‘outreach’ meeting between the G8 and other leaders will help to focus attention on the global health fund issue.
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Many issues remain, and we must make sure that the fund's focus and management is in line with the objectives of the
European Union action plan. But a strong signal of European support in this area will be both natural and expected in
Genoa.

Secondly, there is the issue of Third World debt. The G8 took an early lead on the debt of the poorest countries — the HIPC
initiative — and we should now seek to go further. Mr Prodi and Prime Minister Verhofstadt will refer to the Council
decision in May this year calling for the total alleviation of all remaining special loans granted to the least-developed
countries under the first, second and third Lomé Conventions.

Thirdly, there is the question of market access for the least-developed countries. We strongly support the efforts of the
Italian G8 Presidency to broaden the debate on poverty reduction beyond debt relief. In particular, the links between
poverty reduction and trade should be highlighted. In this context the ‘everything but arms’ initiative will of course be
mentioned, and the Commission will insist that other G8 members should follow suit by providing duty-free and quota-
free access for all products originating from the least-developed countries.

Turning now to the environment, G8 leaders will have a discussion on climate change. This will be President Bush's first
G8 summit. The Commission will be keen, as will no doubt the other European participants, to discuss our concerns about
the United States' present stance on climate change and on the ratification of the Kyoto Protocol. We will work to ensure
that the communiqué makes a clear reference to the scientific evidence to back up the urgency of international measures to
mitigate climate change.

We, for our part, will reiterate our determination to press ahead with ratification of the Kyoto Protocol, and our hope that
the reconvened 6th Conference of the Parties to the climate change convention, scheduled for Bonn, can find a means
which allows the United States to stick with the process.

As regards food safety, the Commission is keen that the G8 conclusions include a reference to the precautionary principle.
We remain committed to making systems responsive to the growing public awareness of food safety issues, the potential
risks associated with food and the accelerating pace of change of developments in biotechnology. These are not the only
issues on the agenda of the three-day meeting. Beyond the principal themes of development, environment and food safety,
there will be a discussion on regional issues focusing on the Middle East and the Balkans, as well as on conflicts in Africa.
Those subjects will be discussed by the Foreign Ministers' meeting, at which I will be present just before the main leaders
meeting.

As usual the G8 summit will also be preceded by a G7 session, that is, without Russia, where the main topics of discussion
will be the world economy, including oil prices and financial architecture. Prime Minister Koizumi of Japan will announce
his plan for structural reforms in the run-up to the elections in his country. Leaders will also discuss trade with the aim of
sending a clear unambiguous message on the launch of a new round at the fourth WTO ministerial meeting in Dohar in
November.

Also in the context of the G7, nuclear safety issues will be discussed in relation both to the situation in Russia and to the
need to maintain loan commitments to Ukraine, following the closure of the Chernobyl plant, for the construction of the
K2R4 reactors there.

It has become G8 practice to arrange an outreach meeting with some Heads of State and Government from developing
countries. In this vein, the Italian hosts have invited leaders from South Africa, Nigeria, Mali, Algeria, Bangladesh and El
Salvador to attend a working session and a dinner which should focus mainly on the poverty reduction strategy and the
global health fund. As I said earlier, this part of the summit will also be attended by the UN Secretary-General, as well as
by the President of the World Bank and the heads of the World Trade Organisation, the World Health Organisation and the
Food and Agriculture Organisation.

The G8 is not an organisation or an institution. It is not based on a treaty, it does not have a secretariat. The Group of 8 is
an annual gathering of democratically elected leaders of the leading nations of the world. The European Commission is
invited to participate, not least in view of its trade and other responsibilities on behalf of the whole Union. As in the past,
Mr Prodi intends to make full use of this opportunity to convey the views and positions of the European Union. It is not
enough that world leaders meet and discuss these issues between themselves, however. They must listen to the concerns of
third countries and civil society and then enter into dialogue with them. That is why the G8 is increasingly organising side
events and meetings with third countries and civil society alongside the summit.

I have already mentioned the outreach meetings with other leaders. The Japanese last year added an NGO centre in
Okinawa. The Italians continue this year with a number of meetings that have already taken place and others set to take
place on the eve of the summit. The Commission has extensive experience in its own relations and consultations with civil
society — we have been keen to share our knowledge with G8 members, and we hope the encouragement of this type of
dialogue will continue and will be developed further.
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I will just make one final point. However much one agrees or disagrees with some representatives of civil society on issues
such as globalisation, it seems to me exceptionally important to have an open dialogue which is not disfigured by street
violence. Some of the scenes we have seen surrounding recent summits and meetings have, I think, sadly made it more
difficult for legitimate representatives of civil society to get their point across to the leaders who are present. I feel that is a
tragedy. It very unfairly devalues the case which those legitimate NGOs have to make, and I very much hope that they will
make that point and that those who have been guilty of violence in the past will get the message.

(Applause)

4011
Brunetta (PPE-DE). — (/7) Madam President, I would like to thank Commissioner Patten for his words, but I cannot fail
to express my deep regret at the fact that Parliament has not dedicated a wide debate, which could maybe have ended with
a joint motion, to a matter which is so important and so affects our societies and public opinion. It is strange that a summit
with an agenda which is so sensitive to global governance issues should receive such severe, groundless criticism. Clearly,
there has been a problem and there still is, not just of communication but also of democratic participation, not the
participation envisaged by the violent antiglobalisation protesters but the participation that we see in national parliaments.

The market will not be the only subject of discussion at Genoa, then. Quite the contrary: in actual fact, the agenda is
wholly centred around the fight against poverty. Fighting against poverty means, first and foremost, employment and the
fair redistribution of the wealth derived from the process of globalisation. As an economist, I would remind the
antiglobalisation protestors that wealth has to be created before it can be distributed. However, if Europe's goal of full
employment is to be more than just the egotistic vision of a wealthy Community, it must be translated into a global
objective of accompanying the process of liberalisation of free trade with active employment policies which will help to
produce active societies and thus lead to social inclusion: by overcoming what is known as the digital divide, by building
up human capital, by promoting self-employment. Making employment a priority must lead to the widespread introduction
of minimum levels of protection for all people. Fighting against poverty means improving cooperation between the World
Bank, the International Monetary Fund, the ILO and the WTO in order to integrate macro-economic stability and
development policies with social policies.

As you can see, a great deal has changed since the summits of the mid-'70s. As Commissioner Patten pointed out, on the
first day of the Genoa Summit, the Heads of State and Government, who will be the guests of the Italian President, will
meet with the UN Secretary-General, Kofi Annan, the President of the European Commission, Mr Prodi, the President-in-
Office of the Council, Mr Verhofstadt, the Director-General of the FAO, the Director-General of the WTO, the Director-
General of the WHO and the President of the World Bank, and also with the Presidents of Nigeria, South Africa and
Algeria, who launched the support and development plan for Africa.

The G8 Summit is certainly an exercise in global governance which can and must be fine-tuned but, already today, its
foundations are much wider than those of the summits held during the seventies and eighties.

4012
Napoletano (PSE). — (IT) Madam President, at Genoa on 20 July next, the eight major economic powers will be in full
view of the world, tackling a full agenda which includes poverty, the environment and the fight against AIDS. I hope that
the resources used to make the G8 possible will be matched by the capacity to find suitable solutions to current tragedies.
Italy has endeavoured to prepare the ground on these topics as well as possible; the new government appears to want to
continue in the same vein as the previous one: I refer to the 20% of the world's population who consume 83% of the
planet's resources, to the 1.3 billion human beings who live on one dollar a day, to the planet's changing climate.

The legitimacy of these summits is not in question but, quite apart from the fact that they have no real influence, they do
suffer from a terrible deficit of representation — and by that I mean not just the representation of the poorest countries —
which is a very serious problem — but, for example, the way the European Union itself is represented. Therefore, all this
must not detract from the urgent need to make international institutions such as the United Nations and its Economic and
Social Committee and the World Trade Organisation, not to mention the International Monetary Fund and the World
Bank, credible, effective and democratic, with a view to creating institutions which are able to reestablish a connection
between politics and economics, between government and market in terms of global trends which, hitherto, have favoured
the liberalisation of the movement of capital and speculative investment over direct investment.

With regard to the agenda, it is right to tackle the issue of the external debt of the poorest countries, but we must do more
than that through the 'Everything but arms' proposal; we must support the International Labour Organisation strategy; we
must work towards higher-quality employment to avoid condemning the poorest countries to gaining access to markets
primarily on the basis of social dumping; we must ratify the Kyoto Protocol; we must support the strategy of the African
countries such as South Africa in the fight against AIDS through the global health fund mentioned by Commission Patten.
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Will these decisions be taken at Genoa? We hope so and we feel that pressure from this great, diverse movement is
important in this sense. I too feel, however, that, in addition to being an unacceptable medium for political expression,
violence, whatever form it takes and whoever it is perpetrated by, is ultimately intended to divert attention away from the
real issues — Commissioner Patten is right in that respect — and to exploit the media coverage of these events for subversive
purposes which have nothing to do with the resolution of the issues at hand.

(Applause)

4-013

Dybkjeer (ELDR). — (D4) Madam President, last week I took part in a conference in Stockholm, during which, at the
request of his African friends, the African chairman of the plenary session, to which I contributed, began the session with
the following words: ‘I was asked to bring back to Africa the cure for AIDS, the cure for poverty, the cure for political
conflict and the cure for non-availability of information technology — the four diseases that are increasing the already wide
gap between North and South’. It was not of course without reason that he said this. In 1960, the richest 20% of the
world’s population had an income 30 times greater than that of the poorest 20%. In 1990, the figure was 60% and in 1997
it was 74%, and there is no doubt that it has increased since 1997. According to statistics in ‘The Economist’ of 16 June,
the world has more rich people than ever before.

The unfortunate conclusion he drew following the meeting was, ‘So it seems that I have to return to Africa without the
cure for our four ongoing major crises’. We have a problem with many of our meetings. How much real success is there in
changing things? We can hope that the G8 meeting, at which the individual EU countries, the Commission and the
presidency are represented, can perhaps play its part in moving things on a little. If these meetings do not succeed in
producing more striking results, there is of course the risk that the fear of globalisation will become greater and that we
shall therefore see still larger demonstrations, for part of the problem is, of course, that people in general simply think that
globalisation is a bad thing, while we politicians are of the opinion that it should, in a way, be a good thing and we know
that it could, in fact, be so. However, we fail to see the results, and the documents we obtain indicate greater and greater
differences.

I therefore hope that we get to tackle some of the real problems. I would therefore urge the Commission — and not,
therefore, Mr Patten but obviously Mr Prodi — really to focus upon the desperation of the developing countries, for this is
of course the world’s greatest problem today. When the discussion turns to setting up a fund, providing debt relief etc., one
must also remember to talk about ‘additional money’ so that we leave behind the situation in which it is the same money
that circulates through the system and is never paid out.

4014

Lucas (Verts/ALE). — Madam President, I warmly welcome Commissioner Patten's reassurance that poverty reduction
will be a key issue on the G8 agenda. Theoretically, the G8 governments are committed to achieving the UN development
targets by 2015, including universal primary education. Over a year ago, at the World Education Forum in Dakar, those
same governments promised that no country serious about achieving education for all should fail for lack of resources.
Those are fine words, but where are the resources and where is the debt relief?

The G8 should cancel now all IMF and World Bank debts for countries committed to those 2015 development targets.
Those same objectives are shared by hundreds of civil society groups across the European Union, and many thousands of
individuals care so much about those issues that they will travel to Genoa to take part in peaceful demonstrations to draw
the world's attention to the need for urgent action on these issues.

May I end with the hope that the world's media will listen to them and will report their concerns and give far less attention
to those tiny numbers of people who may be involved in violence, but who all too often drown out the legitimate concerns
of the many thousands of peaceful, but passionate protestors.

(Applause)

4015

Bertinotti (GUE/NGL). — (I7) Madam President, in our opinion, the new development at Genoa will not be the G8
Summit but, on the contrary, the meeting of the opposition movement. Many social and political organisations, including
ourselves, see the G§ as illegitimate, as an expression of a serious tendency to take important decisions away from the
sovereign powers. We are not the only ones to feel this: the entire Catholic episcopacy of the host region has declared itself
to be of the same opinion. After the Gothenburg tragedy, it would have been wise to suspend the G8 meeting. Sometimes,
it is a sign of wisdom not to resort to a display of strength; there is the risk that Europe will be catapulted backwards in
time to when the forces of the law used to fire on the demonstrations held at the time by the workers' movement. This G8
Summit has become a futile display of power, an exaltation of the participants' own authority, but there are many who
have lost confidence in it. They have lost confidence in it because globalisation cannot hide the damage it is doing in the
world: it inevitably provokes crises, it is exacerbating injustices between north and south, it is not resolving the problems
of poverty and illness but generating deep, widespread uncertainty regarding man's future and the future of the
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environment. As a result, it is those who are against the G8, the movements of civil society who are now speaking to the
world; the young people from wealthy countries are speaking out on behalf of the poor countries of the world and their
people. They are finding that demands for democracy and participation are not being met. They see the demands of
individuals, the environment and groups calling for social justice.

The watchword of the demonstrators is: 'Another world is possible'. This slogan is adopted by workers fighting for
employment and proper salaries and by peasant farmers fighting for a different type of farming and for a response to the
problems of hunger in the world alike, by all those fighting for a better future. Where is Europe? Europe remains silent. I
feel that we have a lot to learn from the lesson that, while Europe is silent, a great religious force such as the Catholic
Church succeeds in expressing more effectively and interpreting the requirements of the civil society of this great
continent, expressing all the criticism of the illegitimacy of this summit and of the inability to manage the great processes
of world modernisation.

4016
Segni (UEN). — (IT) Madam President, in recent weeks, surveys of public opinion have been carried out, and it is with
great surprise that I have to say that one result that has emerged is that the majority of Italians share the concerns of the G8
protesters. This certainly does not mean that the majority of Italians support the violence we have witnessed on other
occasions and which we fear will be displayed this time as well. Of course, I am not among those who advocate violence,
nor are most Italians, but this does mean that, in Italy — and, I would argue, in many other countries in the world — there is
a real, deep-rooted concern at a type of world globalisation which is not what a large part of the population wished to see.
It would be a great mistake to see this as a question of right- or left-wing politics. This is a question which concerns basic
problems faced by man. Indeed, it is an issue of great relevance precisely to those such as myself who have liberal
tendencies, for one of our greatest concerns is that globalisation of the economy might come to pass without there being
any rules to govern the process, which might well have worse consequences.

This brings great opportunities for Europe, but also great responsibility. Great opportunities because, in actual fact, trends
and ideas are currently developing in Europe which could provide at least a partial response to the problems of
globalisation. In the field of human rights, with regard to protection of the environment, with regard to minorities and the
establishment of the citizens, with regard to diversity and the acceptance of differences, Europe is spontaneously largely in
agreement. This is shown by the almost unanimous position adopted on the Kyoto Protocol, by the battle to abolish the
death penalty and to uphold respect for human rights and by the cohesion policy — as yet maybe not sufficient but still
important — that we are developing. At the same time, this highlights our responsibility as well, for these results are not
political results now; as yet we do not have a Europe which upholds these ideals before the world, just individual
countries. Indeed, the image which will emerge from the Genoa Summit is a picture in which Europe does not appear, a
picture, that is, which is in danger of being dominated by the one great superpower. That is not the fault of the superpower,
mind you: it is due precisely to the absence of what could have been a continent which takes a different line but is willing
to do something about the concerns of such a large part of the human race.

Well then, there are two things we must do: one is to explore this idea, this debate in detail. I believe that there are some
extremely important things we could do ourselves: for example, the idea of going to the forthcoming summit on the
environment with a united voice, with one single voice, the voice of Europe; the possibility of developing the idea of
internal cohesion. There is also a problem enlarging funds: a Europe which dedicated more of its resources to a policy —
which has already had partial success — of improving certain economically deprived areas, would have great influence.
However, in addition to this, we need comprehensive political action. If the voices remain the voices of individual
countries, as they have been thus far, they will carry even less weight at the world summit. If, however, we succeed in
making progress on the road to European integration and we succeed in ensuring that it is not just some European
countries which go to important world summits but Europe, acting with one voice, we will have contributed to resolving
not just the problems of Europe but the problems of the world as well.

The Italian government is making progress in seeking dialogue with all the social players. However, at this point,
something further is necessary: there needs to be great drive from the European Union towards integrating the other
countries so that these ideas, these hopes, which we are rightly striving to fulfil, are expressed by an entity which is
powerful enough to be influential. That entity cannot be any individual State; Europe must act as a whole.

4-017

Cappato (TDI). — (IT) Commissioner, as far as possible, globalisation must mean globalisation of rights and freedoms.
Therefore, I welcome, first and foremost, the 'Everything but arms' proposal, the Commission's initiative seeking to abolish
customs duties for the poorest countries unilaterally. This is a response of economic freedom which we must pursue to the
end, apart from anything else because, in this way, we will be better able to respond to those who blame globalisation for
the wretchedness and exploitation of entire peoples and areas of our planet, peoples who are exploited by their tyrant
rulers, peoples who are exploited by economies which are, more often than not, closed and autarkic. It is not true,
therefore, that economic freedom and the opening-up of the markets are sending peoples to their ruin: in this respect, the
initiative of unilateral abolishment of customs barriers is politically fundamental.
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However, the globalisation of rights is also fundamental, and someone participating in the summit should make that clear
not just to the States taking part but the whole world. Abolition of the death penalty and a universal moratorium on
executions throughout the world; 60 ratifications for the International Criminal Court; a global fight against female genital
mutilation: there you are; this is the kind of globalisation that the citizens would welcome.

Thus, the problem arises not so much of illegitimacy but of lack of rules or procedures. It is not enough for the non-
governmental organisations alone to participate and the so-called representatives of civil society; this is a problem
affecting all the citizens. Why then should the G8 Summit not be broadcast on-line, where all the citizens could connect
and see the agenda, the debates, what is being decided and who is making the decisions? They have a right to know what is
going on. The G8 is not an institution but it is still bound to be transparent in its work and decisions and to make them
public.

4-018

Van den Berg (PSE). — (NL) Madam President, Commissioner Patten, our world leaders will be meeting in Genoa in just
over two weeks’ time. The topic of debate will be globalisation and, specifically, the fight against poverty, the
environment and conflict prevention.

The streets of Genoa will once again be teeming with demonstrators. Unfortunately, the images of the rioting and stone-
throwing minority will again attract a great deal of TV and media attention. I condemn this minority, for a stone is neither
right nor left-wing, it is simply destructive. I do support, however, the protest of the minority of peaceful campaigners who
oppose a world trade system which leads to the unequal distribution of wealth. World trade has never flourished more than
it has now. It remains therefore shocking that the 20 richest countries earn, on average, 37 times more than the 20 poorest
countries. A divide which, forty years ago, was only half that size.

Poor countries, and particularly the poor population of those countries, do not benefit from worldwide prosperity. Nearly
half of the world population has to survive on less than USD 2 a day, and one fifth of the world population lives under the
internationally recognised, absolute poverty line of USD 1 per day. In the light of this, it is, and remains, entirely
unacceptable for the developing countries to be forced to open their markets to our products, while all kinds of trade
barriers in the West appear to constitute an impossible hurdle for the developing countries to negotiate.

The European Union has taken an initial step with the exemplary ‘Everything but arms’ initiative. Europe must now keep
the momentum going. I would especially call on all other Western industrial superpowers, including the United States, that
are now grossly neglecting their duty to follow in the footsteps of this European initiative.

Similarly, a fresh WTO round is only credible if it actually becomes a development round. World trade with the intention
of fighting poverty. That would be a powerful incentive on the road to the fair distribution of wealth. We need much more
than that, however. Due to a lack of political commitment, the international agreements, such as universal access to
primary education and basic health care by 2015, will not be achieved. Even in 2001, 130 million children never attend
school and another 150 million children start primary education only to stop it before they can read and write.

The AIDS epidemic is causing an unheard of social breakdown in the developing countries. Financial pledges in Genoa for
an international fund for poverty-related illnesses are, of course, laudable and particularly newsworthy, but they remain the
proverbial drop in the ocean if those same donors do not even meet the international agreements: 0.7% of the gross
national product for development aid. That also applies to Member States such as England and Germany, but mainly to the
United States which trails behind with 0.1%.

The topic of instability within the financial world markets will also be discussed in Genoa. In my opinion, it would be
useful if the combined world leaders were to back the intention of the Belgian Presidency to study the scope of a Tobin tax
on international high-speed capital. It is precisely this form of tax levy, much maligned by, inter alia, the United States
that can prevent financial crises, and the profit from this could subsequently be invested in development projects.

I shall be assessing the G8 Summit on the basis of actual political commitment to fight poverty. That requires decisive
measures, compliance with existing international agreements and the will to put global interests above the sometimes very
narrowly formulated, national, economic or industrial interests.

4-019

Modrow (GUE/NGL). — (DE) Madam President, G8 summits looked like becoming a routine sort of affair. That has now
changed and more and more people are recognising that they are moving away from economic and financial issues and
beginning to take on the role of a sort of world government. That generates mistrust and encourages rejection. We may
bemoan the weaknesses of the UN, but it is accredited by the international community, as is UNCTAD, although
UNCTAD appears to be in a state of enforced inertia.

By contrast, the G7 or G8 have devised their own mandate, acting purely on the strength of their economic clout or clout in
general, in their bid to rule the world. The neoliberal policy promoted as a result widens rather than narrows the gulf
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between north and south and speeds up the rate at which developing countries fall into poverty and debt. Anyone who
criminalises resistance on the part of those who oppose globalisation in general — as has already happened, not that I
condone violence — is guilty of hushing things up and confusing cause and effect. We should be looking for alternatives to
neoliberal policies, not deploying riot police and cancelling agreements on tourism. What we need is for attention to be
paid to our citizens' interests — that is what the European Union should be committing to. We should be safeguarding these
interests and making sure there is no room for what is currently happening.

4-020

Sacconi (PSE). — (IT) Madam President, in an article in an Italian newspaper today, President Prodi refers to the
conclusions of the Gothenburg Summit on sustainable development as an example of directing globalisation towards
objectives of world redistribution of wealth and protection of the environment.

I will focus on this last aspect. It is true that Gothenburg incorporated the environmental dimension into the economic and
social dimension. Protecting the environment is no longer merely a moral matter but an opportunity for a new wave of
innovation that will generate growth and employment. The political importance is clear: this is a point of no return for the
Member States but also for the candidate countries and third countries. Following the announcement that the United States
wishes to oppose the Kyoto Protocol, this is a genuine declaration of intent with a view to the forthcoming international
events: Genoa, of course, but then, more specifically, Bonn and, after that, Johannesburg in 2002. However, the point is
this: even when they produce such major results, the great international summits do not succeed in communicating with
what are known as the Seattle movements and, above all, do not connect with that much deeper, much more widespread,
silent demand for security on the lips of the citizens, the submerged base of an iceberg whose tip is represented by the raft
of different types of protests.

Why? Why then is dialogue so difficult, not to say impossible? Of course, there is an element of parading before the media
at these summits which is no longer tolerable. However, I also feel that confidence in the ability of politicians to
implement these types of commitments has crumbled. There are many reasons why and we too bear some responsibility.
Even at Gothenburg, when we needed to move on from words to action it was put off to a later date. There was no
Sustainability Council, no time frame, no tangible reference to the implementation of environmentally friendly rules.
When will these things happen?

4-021

Cossutta (GUE/NGL). — (I7) Madam President, the economy needs to be managed differently from the way it is now; it
must not just be controlled by a few but at least be subject to democratic supervision. Like all economic processes,
globalisation is not a natural phenomenon but a worldwide process we have to contend with, taking all the factors at all
levels into consideration. For this reason, we need to influence the way globalisation is managed, working to achieve a
democratic perspective, giving the people and governments back a role of supervision and management. To this end, we
will be at Genoa demonstrating peacefully against the G8, and nobody can take away our right to demonstrate. However,
we do warn you of the serious danger represented by organised groups who will be there with the declared objective of
starting fights and creating violence on the streets, and we therefore request all those who are going to take part in the
demonstrations to publicly disassociate themselves unambiguously, from this moment onwards, from action by
irresponsible groups, and to make a commitment as of now to isolating and neutralising the troublemakers.

4-022

Randzio-Plath (PSE). — (DE) Madam President, G8 summits are in fact an attempt to find global political answers to the
globalisation of the markets, which is now a fact of life. We need these political answers. What would make me very
happy, however, would be if we could take stock of the G8 summits and find out if their agreements had brought in any
results. I need only quote the very specific problem of children in armed conflicts and protection for these children to
illustrate that, unfortunately, we have not made much headway at all here, despite the fact that the G8 has already passed
an agreement on this subject.

Apart from the very important question of how we can help the poorest developing countries, the question of an improved
world trade order as a means of improving the situation in the developing countries is also quite rightly on the agenda. I
would also like to see the G8 summit express a desire to create an international competitive order within the world trade
order, and not just confined to specific regions of the world. This is all the more important now that a summit issue which
has never yet been on the agenda, is also set to become the subject of discussion and consultation, namely the gloomy
prospects for growth in the world economy. I really hope that the optimism of the Heads of Government at the summit will
help to kick start the economy again because we are in dire need of sustainable growth both in the USA and in other
regions of the world; even Europe is not immune to developments in other regions of the world.

In this context I should like to call once again for the Heads of State and Government to put the subject of a new financial
architecture on the agenda. We need financial stability on the markets. If there is no financial stability on the markets, this
adversely affects the world economy and our own economies. The Heads of State and Government also need to express a
desire and call for the private sector to be involved in managing crises on the financial markets. I really cannot stress
enough that stability on the financial markets is a public asset which is most definitely in the common good.
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(Applause)

4-023
Patten, Commission. — I would like to make two brief responses to this debate. Two points which should be obvious to all
of us, as democrats concerned about issues such as global social equity, but nevertheless important to make.

First of all, most speakers in this short but interesting debate, with one unfortunate exception, have drawn a clear
distinction between violence and open discussion of the serious issues which will be on the agenda at Genoa. There is a
real danger in occasionally implying that there is a moral equivalence between people who go to these conferences with a
balaclava helmet in their back pocket, prepared for violence against police officers and against property they do not like,
and the democratically elected leaders of the governments who are meeting in the city where the demonstrations are taking
place. Once you blur that distinction, it seems to me that you are on a very slippery slope indeed.

At Géteborg, I do not believe that a government could have made a greater effort to involve civil society in the discussion
of what was happening. We still saw those scenes of violence on the streets of that otherwise peaceful city, however. So I
think it is very important that the message from a democratically elected assembly like this is very clear: that there is no
moral equivalence between violent demonstrators and those who are elected.

Secondly, I will not trouble the Chamber with a detailed exposé of my views on globalisation, but I want to make one
obvious point. While it is true that most people have done better out of globalisation this time round, with the combination
of opening markets and technology. It is also the case that too many poor people in rich countries have been left behind
and too many poor countries have been left behind. Too many poor people face not the opportunities of globalisation but
the challenges of globalisation; the dark side of globalisation. The transmittable diseases; the drug trafficking; the illegal
trafficking in human beings; the transnational crime; the environmental degradation; and the sheer grinding poverty. The
only way you can address issues, such as the decline in aid flows during the 1990s, is through multilateral efforts. Now
how you make multilateral efforts without world leaders coming together as they will in Genoa later this month beats me!

You need the democratic leaders of the world to get together to focus on these problems and then to try to give some
impetus to solving them. The problem is not that we have these summits, though I wish the media would focus rather more
on what is actually discussed at them rather than what happens on the fringes. The problem is not the holding of these
summits, the problem is ensuring that the institutions which then try to follow up the summits have the maximum
legitimacy and credibility with the world's citizens. They will only achieve that if we are more successful in making
multilateral solutions stick. Therefore, when we talk about the Kyoto Protocol at Genoa, it is very important that we are
able to do so in a way which leads to action on climate change and not the collapse of what has been an extremely
important effort by the international community to address a major change.

I do not understand those who say that we should not have G8 meetings. I would have responded as well to what Mr
Bertonotti had to say about the role of the churches. As a member of the church he referred to, I have some views about the
way it could contribute rather more to the debate about universal human rights as well to the debate about social equity,
but since Mr Bertonotti was unfortunately not able to stay until the end of this debate, I will sit down.

4-023-500
President. — The debate is closed.

4-024
IN THE CHAIR: MR VIDAL-QUADRAS ROCA
Vice-President

4-025

Recreational craft

4-026

President. — The next item is the report (A5-0218/2001) by Mr Callanan, on behalf of the Committee on the Environment,
Public Health and Consumer Policy, on the laws, regulations and administrative provisions of the Member States relating
to recreational craft.

4-027
Callanan (PPE-DE), rapporteur. — 1t is interesting how, in this House we move seamlessly from global economic policy
and world summits to the technical regulations of exhaust and sound level emissions from recreational craft in Europe:
such is the broad sweep of politics dealt with in this place. I believe strongly that we must always be extremely wary in
Europe of over-regulation, of using 'a sledge-hammer to crack a nut', of introducing unnecessary, cumbersome and
bureaucratic regulations. To put this directive into perspective, recreational craft in the EU are responsible for less than
half of 1% of all exhaust emissions in the Union and ifit is the case that this regulation turns out to have severe impacts on
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small boat owners, driving them unnecessarily off the waterways, then sadly this will merely increase disenchantment with
Europe among many of our citizens.

In my own country we have a very thriving small canal boat industry to which Commissioner Patten has just referred. As a
former Member of Parliament in the West Country, he will know that industry extremely well. It is composed of many
historic craft, the potential for tourism is extremely great and we must be careful to ensure that they are not regulated out
of existence. It consists of many small enterprises and enthusiasts. The object of this proposal is to complete the internal
market and to protect the health of users and third parties in Europe: those are indeed laudable aims.

However, as I intimated, I do have a number of concerns about the way these regulations have been framed. First of all, on
the issue of retrospectivity. In my view, retrospective laws are often extremely bad laws — they are grossly unfair to
existing users and industries which have grown up under an existing regulatory framework. Secondly, they very often act
as a perverse incentive. For instance, under the regulations being framed in this directive, if you have an old boat with an
old polluting engine, it is perfectly legal provided you do not replace it with a slightly newer possibly even cleaner engine
of a greater power rating. If you do that, obviously improving the environment in the process, then you are subject to the
full force of these regulations and would possibly be faced with extremely expensive compliance costs for your craft. |
cannot see that regulations framed in this way benefit anybody. Furthermore, it is of course extremely difficult to see how
they could possibly be policed in practice without having inspectors in every boatyard, every harbour, every port, every
river and every canal in Europe, which we are clearly not going to do.

Can I also move on and say a couple of words about some of the amendments which have been proposed. I will not
mention all of them (the House will be pleased to know). The Socialists have tabled a proposal by Mr Lange which was
passed by the Environment Committee (No 30) seeking to impose an additional second table of stricter limits for boats on
drinking water lakes. I understand the raison d'étre behind that proposal, but I believe that it would prove extremely
problematical. Very difficult to implement in practice, it would be a barrier to trade and it would completely contradict the
Commission's intention to harmonise the internal market which will be further fragmented. I hope the House will think
very closely before supporting that amendment. The proposed limits in Mr Lange's amendments are extremely strict,
particularly for two and four-stroke engines. They are technically very difficult to implement and the prospective benefits
that are produced are not very great. I am sure that the problems presented in one or two lakes in Germany and Austria
could be solved, but imposing these limits throughout the whole of Europe where they are often unnecessary will not do
that. It will result in manufacturers producing engines only for their own local markets in their own country and I would
urge Parliament to reject those amendments.

Can I also say a word about Mr Lange's other proposed Amendment No 48 on sound level measurements. Without going
into the technicalities of it, the new method that he proposes would cause many problems particularly if you had an
instantaneous difficulty, particularly say wave-slap, resulting in a one-off sound level measurement which would be very
difficult to repeat day after day and therefore very difficult to implement in practice.

This proposal could produce modest environmental benefits, but we must make sure that those modest environmental
benefits do not come about at the expense at the loss of hundreds of jobs in many small enterprises across Europe and the
pricing of many European citizens off the waterways which they have enjoyed for many hundreds of years.

4-028

Schnellhardt (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, throughout the European Union recreational craft
are used mainly for leisure activities and I do not think this will change in the next few years. This leisure activity has
become extremely popular over recent years. There are now over 3.5 million motor boats in the European Union and the
number is rising. If you include sailing boats and rowing boats, there is one boat for every 70 citizens.

The use of recreational craft — and here I must disagree somewhat with our rapporteur — is not totally without its problems.
Certainly, exhaust emissions compared with overall exhaust emissions from other engines in the European Union are tiny.
We have brought about a great many improvements with cars and lorries over recent years and we should seek to achieve
fundamental improvements in the recreational craft sector.

More importantly, people living on the banks of highly frequented inland waters live with the impression that the noise
from motor boats is a constant source of disturbance, even at quiet times. The point here, I think, is that we need to reduce
the level of noise generated by these recreational craft. People trying to relax at the weekend and local residents in
particular sometimes have to put up with a great deal of disturbance, precisely because of the increase in the number of
recreational craft.

Nor must we underestimate the noise generated when the water is displaced by boats travelling at high speed.
Implementing the directive will reduce noise and exhaust emission levels. I too think that the derogations proposed in
committee are right. More importantly, I think the derogations for historic craft and self-build craft are justified. Building
these craft often takes a long time and is a leisure activity in itself. We need to retain this.
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However, as I have already mentioned, recreational craft are used in areas in which there are large numbers of people
trying to relax, which is why it is especially important to keep on reducing noise pollution and why I think it would be
wrong to allow any further derogations. However, I think it is right that, even with the need for harmonisation, Member
States should still be able to issue stricter requirements for inland waters used for drinking water supplies. This has nothing
to do with making inland waters off limits; it is a move towards reducing costs.

4-029

Lange (PSE). — (DE) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen. I think Mr Schnellhardt has highlighted the
main point. The equipment at issue here — recreational craft and, more importantly, jet skis — is used solely for leisure
activities. In other words, it is something our society can do without. If we are to pollute the environment not because
society needs to but merely in the pursuit of leisure, then this equipment should be as clean and quiet as possible. It is
therefore right and proper that we should want to improve on one or two points in this directive.

With all due respect to our rapporteur, this is not about canal boats in Great Britain, it is not about self-build craft which
are not marketed. That is not where the problem lies and we have allowed derogations for these craft. The main problem is
with sports craft and — I repeat — jet skis in particular, which are produced in large numbers and used on sensitive inland
waters, including waters used for relaxation and drinking water supplies.

In this respect, we need very strict provisions for these areas in order to transfer the technology which we have already
adapted and introduced for other mobile engines — in cars and lorries — to engines for recreational craft. This cannot be
done from one day to the next. That much is obvious. We need a certain transitional period here, we are all pragmatists
here, and we shall give manufacturers a transitional period. We need to apply the technology, however, so that leisure
activities cause the minimum possible exhaust emissions and the minimum possible noise.

4-030

Thors (ELDR). — (§V) Mr President, Commissioners, this is a directive which the Finnish recreational craft industry, for
example, has been looking for because it believes it is important that we have uniform rules. It is important that we take
into account current developments, for example with four-stroke engines, which the Commission’s proposal does. I believe
that the Commission’s proposal, along with the improvements which we are adding here, will reduce emissions
considerably. It is said that exhaust gases will be cut by half. In this way, we will be able to contribute to improvements in
sensitive water environments.

As a Finn, and not necessarily as a representative of the ELDR Group, I must say, however, that I am worried about the
two-tier system which the rapporteur proposes. Otherwise, I believe that on many points he has drawn up a realistic
proposal which corrects certain errors in the Commission’s proposal and which takes into account the costs and classic
boats. I, myself, have a boat over 30 years old in my boat house which would not meet these standards; I believe it is a
classic boat. In this respect it is a good proposal, but a division whereby different rules apply for inland waterways and
seas is not good. For example, in the country which the Commissioner responsible for and I know best, it is possible to use
the same boat on inland waterways and on the sea in the same day. When a boat is manufactured, it is not known which
conditions it will be used for. I therefore think that Amendment No 15 is unworkable, and that is also the point made by
the rapporteur.

There is much to be done if we are to be able to engage with the recreational craft sector. In this context, I would also like
to have seen us dealing with septic tank requirements, as I believe that this, at least with regard to the situation in the Baltic
Sea, is one of the most problematic environmental issues associated with the boat industry. I would thank the rapporteur
for a good proposal. We have been greatly interested in the fact that the Commission has now tabled this. It is important in
order to ensure that the water environment will be improved. However, I believe that the issues which Mr Lange addressed
with regard to groundwater should be solved at their respective locations, and that is something for which we have other
legal instruments.

4-031
De Roo (Verts/ALE). — (NL) Mr President, pleasure boats generate a great deal of noise and pollution. In my city,
Amsterdam, the dozens of boats create far more stench than the tens of thousands of cars.

I therefore welcome the fact that the European Commission, at the instigation of the Scandinavian and German boat
industry, want to improve that situation. The modest Commission proposals, however, have been watered down by a
majority of the Christian-Democrats and the Liberals in the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Consumer
Policy. The Group of the Greens has tabled one correction amendment. We are counting on the Christian-Democrats and
the Liberals, who care about the environment, to wake up and no longer to tag along behind the Conservative rapporteur,
Mr Callanan. If they were to continue to back him, that would be a blot on the European Parliament’s green escutcheon.
What is worse, we in Amsterdam, as elsewhere in Europe, would continue to be faced with the noise and stench of the
pleasure boats on and around the water.

4-032
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Liikanen, Commission. — Mr President, first of all I would like to thank Mr Callanan and the Committee on the
Environment, Public Health and Consumer Policy for this comprehensive report. It is very well timed for European
citizens, who are now preparing for their holidays and may experience the problem daily.

Engine noise, air and water pollution are becoming an increasingly common irritant in recreational activities. I recently
read in the press that, in the past, no attention was paid to research and technology on noise pollution and that is the reason
for the delays in development.

While exhaust emissions from recreational craft are relatively small in comparison to the total amount of pollution in the
environment, the effect of pollution is amplified by the way recreational craft are used. Noise pollution has been targeted,
because motor boats are often used in areas where people go to relax. Recreational areas free of unpleasant noise are an
important but scarce national resource that should be protected. This has led to the introduction of different emission
requirements in the different Member States. The proposed legislation therefore seeks to avoid fragmentation of the
internal market and at the same time to ensure a high level of health, safety, and environmental consumer protection.

The Commission proposal is a good example of synergy between environment and industrial policies contributing to
sustainable development. Comparable legislation exists in the United States on exhaust emissions from recreational out-
board engines. The environmental protection agency is currently preparing legislation to cover recreational in-board and
stern drive engines. These cases are under discussion under the auspices of the transatlantic business dialogue, in which I
am also participating. Mr Callanan and the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Consumer Policy are to be
congratulated for the amendments which aim to simplify the noise-testing procedures, produce the conformity assessment
costs for SMEs and clarify requirements in the case of replacement engines.

The Commission can accept the amendments which aim to clarify and improve the wording of the initial text in relation to
partly completed craft and weather conditions, as well as those concerning the simplification of the noise-testing
procedures. The amendments concerning the distinction of stern drive engines, the formulas to be used for the noise-
testing procedures and clarification of the coverage of replacement engines can be accepted in principle. While we have no
problem with the general direction of the proposals, we need to analyse further the values and definitions proposed.

As regards the institutional aspects, the proposal envisages, in conformity with the rules governing comitology, a
regulatory committee to deal with a number of standard issues relating to the adaptation of technical provisions to
technical progress, including measures concerning the evolution of exhaust and noise emission limits. A regulatory
committee is thus essential for the efficient implementation and the regular update of a specific range of technical elements
of the proposed directive. It would be contrary to the simplifying aims of the comitology decision to initiate a formal
modification procedure in the case of non-essential provisions subject to regular review. Consequently, the amendments
requiring the rescission of this provision relating to comitology cannot be accepted by the Commission, as they are
contrary to its executive powers under Article 202 of Treaty.

Nevertheless, in order to meet concerns expressed by some Members of Parliament, like Mr Lange, as regards further steps
in the case of emission limit values, it may be possible to arrive at an acceptable formula in the light of subsequent
negotiations. The Commission will consider the most appropriate ways to take into account the evolution of exhaust and
noise emission limits. For example, the question of possible further reductions in emission limit values could be dealt with
in the report to be presented to the European Parliament and to the Council under Article 2 of the Commission proposal.

I am convinced that further work in close cooperation with the European Parliament, the Council and the Commission, will
lead to a balanced solution offering a clear benefit for the environment and the internal market, while minimising
additional burdens to SMEs.

In conclusion, the Commission can accept Amendments Nos 1, 6, 14, 18, 19, 22, 27 to 29, 37, 39, 41 and 44. Furthermore,
the Commission can accept in principle Amendments Nos 3, 5, 7, 8, 12, 13, 21, 23, 35 and 36. In addition, the Commission
can accept in part Amendments Nos 10, 43 and 45. On the contrary, the Commission cannot accept Amendments Nos 2, 4,
9,11, 15,16, 17, 20, 24 to 26, 30 to 34, 38, 40, 42 and 46 to 50.

4-033
President. — The debate is closed.

The vote will take place today at 12 noon.

4-034

Aid to uprooted people in developing countries

4-035
President. — The next item is the report (A5-0228/2001) by Mrs Carrilho, on behalf of the Committee on Development
and Cooperation, on measures in the field of aid to uprooted people in developing countries in Latin America and Asia.
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4-036

Carrilho (PSE), rapporteur. — (PT) Madam President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, the issue now under our
consideration is one of the most tragic facing mankind at the beginning of this new century: the phenomenon of
populations uprooted as a result of violent conflicts. The text of my report contains some figures that are by themselves
striking enough. Nevertheless, recent estimates show that the situation is growing worse. In the last two years, more than
five million people have been forced to leave their homes. According to current estimates, more than thirty million people
are displaced, some as refugees seeking shelter in foreign countries, others forced to seek refuge in safer areas within their
own countries. The continent that has been worst affected is Africa, but the situation in Asia has also deteriorated. We only
need to look at Afghanistan and the refugee camps in Pakistan. Problems also remain in Timor, for example, although East
Timor is making considerable progress in building on its independence and democracy. With regard to Latin America, the
situation in Colombia has become practically intolerable. We could mention other tragic examples, but the essence of the
problem speaks for itself.

What have we done in the face of this situation? Since 1984, the European Parliament has promoted the creation of a
budget heading designed for refugees in Asia and Latin America. It was only in 1997, however, that this heading was
given a legal basis. What are the substance and the grounds for such aid? We all know that there are budgetary headings
for emergency aid, such as the ECHO programme and other forms of what we could call ‘horizontal’ aid. These aid
packages only cover the first six months, however. They are an attempt to provide a period of basic survival.

The line of aid discussed in this report seeks to fill the gap that exists between emergency aid and development aid. In fact,
in many cases, once populations have passed through the initial survival phase, they still lack the organisational ability
needed to obtain development aid — sometimes also because their countries themselves lack the necessary political
structures. There is broad consensus in Parliament on the importance of this aid line, and the proof of this is the 1996
adoption of the Howitt report. Nevertheless, the 1997 regulation expired in 1999. What did Parliament receive more than a
year later? A proposal for a regulation that was very similar to the previous one. At the same time, and with regard to the
past, it should also be noted that, due to the shortcomings of the Commission’s planning, the timescale for Parliament’s
work was exceptionally tight. It is only now that we have finished, due to the cooperation of many NGOs, and those who
have worked on the process on behalf of the Commission and the Council.

Parliament not only strove to provide greater flexibility, clearer coordination and greater rigour in the assessment and
implementation of aid but also fought to include greater coherence between cooperation and development policies in the
regulation, bearing in mind the European Union’s political commitments. It is precisely in order to ensure coherence that
we must make more appropriations available: we must increase them from EUR 36 million in 2001 to around EUR 55
million per year over the next three years. We cannot claim to consider this to be sufficient, but it is important to
emphasise that this is a political message which is positive and meaningful at international level and which is also an
incentive for the work of the NGOs and the United Nations High Commission for Refugees.

I should also like to draw your attention to the urgent need within the European Union to address the refugee issue in a
united way. Our strategic objectives must be to prevent further occurrences of this phenomenon. We must invest in conflict
prevention and in establishing conditions that save local populations from the tragedy of major large-scale displacement.
We must give priority to cooperation and development policy throughout the European Union’s external policy, not least
as an important source of legitimacy for the common foreign and security policy. In raising the question of Africa as one
of its priorities, the Belgian Presidency is working towards this goal and we are very pleased with this development. We
therefore hope that we will have the support of the Commission and the Council, especially because this type of action
gives more credibility to the common European project.

4-037

Gill (PSE), draftsman of the opinion of the Committee on Budgets. — Mr President, I should like to begin by congratulating
the rapporteur. As she said, this report is important because it aims to help uprooted people, in other words, refugees,
displaced persons and returnees in Asia and Latin America.

Speaking on behalf of the Committee on Budgets, I would like to emphasise the need to approve this programme
immediately so that we do not lose the appropriations for this year. Parliament has always been in favour of having a
separate action for uprooted people on the basis of the unique circumstances facing them, as outlined by the rapporteur.

I have some reservations about the function performed by the management committee. My opinion includes an amendment
replacing the management committee with a consultative committee in order to enable the Commission to exercise more
adequately its responsibility for implementing the budget. One of my main concerns is that the legal base for these actions
expired at the end of December 2000. I do not know why the Commission left this new proposal so late, especially when
we only had a one-year extension granted in 1999. I have yet to find an adequate response to that.

If we want to improve the spending on this appropriation, it is not acceptable for the Commission to submit each and every
project to a committee. It is important that the committee should concentrate more on annual work plans and look at ex-
post evaluation.
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Finally, in these particular lines, the Commission has not included a reference amount in the legislation. This is wholly
justifiable as the nature of the programme dictates that any attempt to anticipate future needs will prove futile.

I recommend we approve this report.

4-038
Blak (PSE), draftsman of the opinion of the Committee on Budgetary Control. — (DA) Mr President, I am a strong
supporter of a programme to help the many refugees in both Asia and Latin America. In the main, the programme is a
success. | should like to commend the rapporteur for having tackled all the most important problems and thank her for
having adopted all my amendments. One of the greatest human catastrophes of our time is taking place in Afghanistan. I
am therefore pleased to see that most resources go to uprooted people from that country. More than 50% of the aid at
present goes to refugees from Afghanistan. There are between 500 000 and a million displaced persons in Afghanistan,
almost 2.6 million of whom live in the neighbouring countries of Iran and Pakistan. These people are some of the most
disadvantaged in the world, and that applies especially to the women. We are all familiar with the depressing pictures of
veiled, ghost-like women who are shot if they show the slightest signs of rebellion.

Nonetheless, there is a need for increased supervision of programmes such as this. I have added that OLAF must have the
opportunity of exercising supervision on the spot. I have also asked the Commission to answer the question of whether EU
aid to, for example, Afghanistan has been chanelled through an illegal money network by the name of Havela. Havela is a
closed, secretive and worldwide network which, within twenty-four hours, can transfer large amounts of money to
anywhere in the world. The transfers take place without documentation and can therefore never be traced. The network is
considered to be a dominant factor in global money laundering. To a certain degree, the end justifies the means when we
are dealing with as serious and catastrophic a situation as that in Afghanistan, but the methods used must be open and
above board, and I have therefore asked the Commission if it thinks it is in order for EU aid to be used to conceal money
laundering and funds from drug smuggling and the trafficking in human beings.

4-039

Deva (PPE-DE). — Mr President, I am very pleased as shadow rapporteur to commend this report to Parliament and to
congratulate Mrs Carrilho on an excellent report. Last year I was the rapporteur for this report when we extended the
budget line for a few more months.

I am also pleased that the Commissioner is here this morning to reply to the debate because I want to talk to him about a
big idea. Are we not in a rather curious position? On the one hand we have asylum-seekers coming to Europe and seeking
help, shelter and aid and, on the other, we have displaced people living in camps in countries such as Afghanistan and right
throughout the world. These are the same people and we need to make that connection: the people who come here are
actually the same sort of people who are living in camps. If we can help them to be resettled, then we are not only helping
them fundamentally but we are also helping to alleviate a problem that is growing in Europe.

My big idea is nothing to do with this, however. It is about the Montevideo Convention. I would like to ask the
Commissioner whether he could envisage a new approach? After the Helsinki and Harare meetings we now give aid to
countries on the basis of human rights, good governance and so on. Yet there are 59 civil conflicts around the world
creating uprooted people and many of these conflicts are about looting natural resources, greed and dictators wanting to
run their show their own way.

Yet we all recognise each country as an equal sovereign nation. I find it very curious that on the one hand when we give
aid, we treat people with a certain measure of circumspection, but when we recognise the national sovereignty of a country
we apply the Montevideo Convention and say they are all sovereign. When the British ran the British Empire, particularly
The Raj, they had a habit of giving gun salutes to different Maharajas and Rajas depending on how they behaved. It is time
that we looked at how we recognise what we call national sovereignty and how we treat so-called independent nations. We
need to differentiate between countries and presidents and governments that are democratic and behave in a civilised way
and countries that are dictatorial or brutal. Then we can give different levels of ‘gun salutes’ to the latter countries so that
we do not treat everybody in the same way.

4-040
Howitt (PSE). — I warmly thank Mrs Carrilho, my friend and colleague. I did this report in the last parliament. But she has
more than ably taken on and developed the work that I and Mr Deva have been involved in the past and I warmly thank
and congratulate her on her work.

I have three points that I want to make. Firstly, it is important to say to the Commission that we in Parliament, having
established this budget line, have adopted some important principles that we want to see adhered to in the way that it is
implemented, strengthening our commitment to non-refoulement. There have been instances in the past where we could
have been accused of complicity with forced return: it is absolutely illegal in international law and the Commission must
be vigilant on that. We want to ensure that this budget line is used creatively, including not just visible support for camps,
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clean water and so on, but the less visible help that is so critical in refugee situations including psycho-social support and
counselling, support on reproductive health issues and indeed, support for refugees with disabilities. I should like to
associate myself with the points made by Mrs Gill on comitology where that is particularly damaging to the delivery of
this budget line. I suspect Commissioner Patten will agree with that point.

Secondly, I should like to reiterate to Commissioner Patten that the fact that the Commission brought forward no money
for Latin America in their preliminary budget is bizarre particularly when 2.1 million displaced people exist in Colombia.
He is doing a lot of very good work in terms of emergency assistance there, but the safe and protected return of internally
displaced people in that country is crucial and it is bizarre that they do not include that in their plans.

Finally, Commissioner Patten himself told us in Parliament when he brought forward the 12-month extension that it would
not be late again; he listened to our views and yet the situation has arisen again. It is important that we be seen to ensure
that the reform is on track, and that means these issues being dealt with much further in advance than we are now once
again seeing. I guess he is a little embarrassed by having to come at this late stage once again here today.

4-041
Dybkjeer (ELDR). — (DA) Mr President, from G8 to recreational craft, and from recreational craft to uprooted people.
That is what you might call a range of subjects. There are certainly sound reasons for having such a range, without my
explaining in more detail what I mean. Until I heard Commissioner Liikanen commenting on recreational craft, I was quite
convinced that it was these that would win the debate in the press. After hearing his contribution, however, I am, in spite of
everything, a little less certain of that. He did in fact manage to talk the subject down.

In the previous debate on the G8 Summit, we of course discussed the usefulness of the global meetings. As Commissioner
Patten strongly emphasised, these are important, but it is just as important that these meetings should be followed up, and
the present debate might well be said to be an example of such follow-up. It is also an example of how — one might almost
say — tediously practical the work of democracy also is and of how it is therefore difficult for democracy to compete with
the more violent and spectacular global demonstrations. Nonetheless, this work is absolutely essential.

The proposal no doubt also emphasises very clearly, however, that the only really effective method we have in this context
is effective prevention, and I should like to have seen this emphasised a little more. The proposal also shows — and I think
this is a good thing — the need to involve the NGOs in the work. Without them, success will elude us. I shall therefore just
conclude by saying that — like the previous speaker, Mr Blak — I too think it is heart-breaking to see the developments in
Afghanistan. I can clearly remember the first time I heard about them on the radio. Developments there increasingly cause
one to despair, as does the fact that the international community has so few opportunities for intervening in time.

4-042
Schorling (Verts/ALE). — (SV) Mr President, the Greens/EFA Group would, of course, like to congratulate the rapporteur.
I would like to say that we agree entirely with her stance and proposal in this report. I do not intend to go into detail at all
but would just like to say that we are all waiting for the Commission’s overall proposal for Asia and Latin America to
arrive soon — after the summer, if [ have understood correctly.

More generally, I would like to criticise the Commission and the Council for having shown themselves to have been
extremely ill-prepared for the legislative process, which has led to payment of the limited funds available for development
aid being delayed for an extremely long time. Now, many aid organisations and non-governmental organisations are
desperately waiting to receive money. This really is not the way it should be.

I would also like to remind the Commission that, at the Gothenburg summit, an undertaking was given to contribute to
sustainable development on a global basis, for example, by ensuring that the UN targets for aid, amounting to 0.7 per cent
of GNP, are achieved. I would like to ask the Commission whether there are any plans regarding how this is to happen,
bearing in mind that Germany is now down to 0.25 per cent of GNP and that only Sweden, Denmark and Luxembourg
have achieved the target or exceeded it. What plans are there for achieving this in practice? I think it is shameful that
Germany is now down to around the same level as the US.

4-043
Miranda (GUE/NGL). — (PT) Mr President, the topicality and the importance of the matter we are now debating;
uprooted populations in the developing countries of Latin America and Asia, are clear. I wish to express my total support
for the concerns of the rapporteur in general and, in particular, for rapidly reaching agreement with the Council, in order to
objectively follow up specific support measures.

Nevertheless, I should like to state my disappointment at the Council’s insistence on introducing a time limit and a tight
one at that, for this regulation. The problem of refugees and uprooted populations is a structural and global problem, which
will not be resolved by means of one-off and short-term measures. By being so unwilling to compromise on this issue, the
Council is preventing us from developing a strategic approach, which, incidentally, was present in the Commission’s
initial proposal. We can only censure the Council for this attitude.
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4-044
Maij-Weggen (PPE-DE). — (NL) Mr President, I should first of all like to echo the appreciation for Mrs Carrilho’s report
and also, of course, for the input from our first speaker, Mr Deva. In fact, I completely concur with the views he has
outlined.

The reason why I have taken the floor is to draw your attention to a specific situation, namely that in Indonesia, and the
Moluccas, to be more precise. I am also doing this because it appears from the reports that most of the Union’s funding for
refugees and displaced persons in Indonesia has been allocated to Timor. Needless to say, I fully understand why that was
done, given the recent tragedies there and the huge amount of work that still needs to be done there. Meanwhile, however,
the situation on the Moluccas has become far more serious. More than 300 000 people have fled from island to island due
to aggression, especially from Muslim fundamentalists of the Laskar Jihad and disloyal sections of the Indonesian army
and police. On 20 May, another nine people were killed and seventeen wounded in Belakang Soya and Karan Pajang, and
even after that incident, violence simply carried on.

People from the Christian communities are also fleeing because they are forced to convert to Islam. There have even been
forced incidents of circumcision. Similar atrocities are taking place in Irian Jaya.

I would therefore ask the Commission to use the aid for Indonesia not only for Timor, but also for the displaced and
refugees on the Moluccas and in Irian Jaya.

I should welcome a reaction from the Commission to this request. I should also like to highlight how important it is for the
European Union to cooperate with the UNHCR and the NGOs. I could not agree more with Mrs Dybkjer, for they end up
doing the practical work anyway. In this connection, I should like to know from the Commission whether the problems
with the UNHCR have now been solved, that is to say whether the UNHCR is now obtaining more funding from the
Commission. For while the number of refugees and displaced persons is increasing, the budget of the UNHCR is being cut
back. That is, surely, not justifiable.

4-045
Belder (EDD). — (NL) Mr President, I should like to concur with Mrs Maij-Weggen regarding the Moluccas. I should now
like to turn to the report by Mrs Carrilho. In her report, she made a number of essential observations further to the
Commission proposal. With the criticism about a lack of coherence in European policy fresh in my memory, I consider
Amendments Nos 3 and 4 to be of particular importance. Emergency aid also forms part of that development policy and
must fit within the general objectives of the European Union’s development policy.

Organisations involved in development activities in the grey area between emergency aid and development aid sometimes
threaten to fall between two stools. I was faced with exactly that situation involving a Dutch development aid organisation.
Furthermore, there are often distressing situations among the target groups of this aid. That is precisely why I should like
to join the rapporteur in her plea for maintaining this budget line.

4-046
Martinez Martinez (PSE). — (ES) Mr President, I should like to invite the House to support the report by my colleague,
Maria Carrilho, which aims at improving a regulation which we consider important. Europe must do all it can to help
displaced people, in this case in Latin America and Asia. We must help those who are forced to leave their places of origin
for reasons of extreme poverty, wars, various situations of repression and force, and internal conflicts in which civil power
crumbles and democracy as the normal way of coexisting is scorned.

The European Union must make a political effort at an international level to encourage countries to adopt a flexible
interpretation of the Geneva Conventions and also to promote new instruments of international law to protect these internal
refugees. In our capacity as donors, the European Union Member States and the European Union itself must not hesitate to
use every possible means to ensure that the countries with which we cooperate guarantee the safety of their nationals and
respect for their human rights.

Of course, taking on the responsibilities of the Union in the field that we are concerned with here must be matched by a
consistent financial effort, which should already be reflected in the budgets for 2002. Alongside the immediate, urgent
need for political and financial action to help the uprooted victims, however, we must not lose sight of the need to attack
the very roots of the problem.

Our medium and long-term efforts must be directed at the eradication of poverty and the consolidation of the rule of law
and democracy everywhere, which can foster development and social justice. In other words, prosperity and stability so
that all can live with dignity in their own lands.

4-047
Patten, Commission. — This has been an interesting if short debate. I would like to comment on a couple of the points that
were raised, though I am sure we will have opportunities on other occasions to follow up the speech on sovereignty that
was made by Mr Deva. Mrs Schorling, asked what we were doing in order to oblige Member States to meet the UN target
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for development assistance. Had Mrs Schorling been able to be present for the debate we had earlier today on the G8, she
would have heard how much I sympathise with the objective which she has, but it is an argument that one has to put to the
governments of Members States and to their parliaments, which vote on this public spending of those governments. I
sympathise, particularly against the background of declining aid flows in the 1990s.

Mrs Maij-Weggen knows that I share her concern about the situation in Indonesia, not least the situation in the Moluccas
and some of the other islands and provinces and I assure Mrs Maij-Weggen that we will be allocating EUR 3 million to the
Moluccas next year and for future years, if that is required.

I would like, however, to begin the substantive part of my speech by congratulating Mrs Carrilho, for the quality of this
report. I am very well aware of the difficult work conditions and the time pressure. The analysis, conclusions and
amendments contained in her report are, in the Commission's judgment, of the highest quality and contribute to improving
significantly the original Commission proposal. I say that without any qualification. We share all the concerns and the
recommendations contained in the honourable Member's report. I would also like to thank the Committee on Budgets and
the Committee on Budgetary Control for their contributions to this debate.

On 21 June, the international community celebrated the 50th anniversary of the 1951 Geneva Convention on the status of
refugees. Unfortunately, there was not much to celebrate. Today, there are more 22 million uprooted people in the world
and that figure is increasing. Every day from Afghanistan- and I will certainly look into the points raised by Mr Blak — to
Colombia, from the Balkans to the region of the Great Lakes, thousands of families are displaced by war, famine and
poverty. We know that the international community is affected by donor fatigue. The UNHCR is struggling to find the
resources to cope with these human tragedies and has recently downsized its operations. Again, in response to the
honourable lady, we are involved in discussion not only with the UNHCR, but with other UN organisations to try to put
our financial relationship with them on a more sensible footing.

It is a good time to state clearly that the European Community will continue to earmark financial and human resources to
help uprooted people to go back to their homes, to start a new life and live in peace and security. Parliament has decided to
send a political signal in this respect by proposing an increase in the financial resources available and we welcome this
proposal. Since 1997, more than EUR 200 million have been committed to finance projects throughout Asia and Latin
America in favour of uprooted people. Money has been used to help refugees to live a decent in camps, to return to their
home country, or to resettle in a third one and to become self-sufficient. The budget line has financed projects to protect
uprooted populations in the host countries on their way home and at their final destination. It has helped host communities
to accept and integrate uprooted families. Most of all it has ensured the presence of the international community in the
delicate transition from humanitarian aid to long-term development — a point raised by Mr Deva — by rebuilding homes
and schools, ensuring access to drinking water and irrigation, improving health and education services, setting up credit
facilities and restoring economic activity.

Indeed, the evaluation carried out in 2000, though indicating a series of management weaknesses that the Commission has
addressed with its reform of external aid, confirmed that the budget line is highly relevant and should be continued.
Coming to the specific amendments proposed by Parliament, the Commission agrees with all the changes proposed. First,
we appreciate the strengthening of the human rights of the regulation; second, the clarification of the role of the regulation
in the continuum of relief, rehabilitation and development; third, the reinforcement of control monitoring and reporting
functions and finally, the strengthening of peace- building and conflict management dimensions of the regulation along the
lines of the recently adopted Commission communication on conflict prevention.

Concerning the duration of the regulation, the Commission originally proposed that the regulation should be valid for an
indefinite period of time to avoid periodic discussion on a question which seems, sadly, unlikely to go away or change in
nature in a significant way. However, we consider that December 2004 is a very reasonable compromise, particularly in
the light of our intention to revise the Asia and Latin America regulation, and will examine the possibility of incorporating
the question of uprooted people into a single geographical instrument.

Finally, we take note of the desire of the Parliament to earmark, for the operations to be financed under this regulations,
financial resources beyond the amount already programmed. Once again, I would like to thank the rapporteur for the
excellent job which she has done and I hope that as a result our programmes in this very important sector will be both
generous and better focused and managed.

4-048
President. — Thank you, Commissioner.

The debate is closed.

The vote will take place today at 12 noon.
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(The sitting was suspended at 11:50 a.m. and resumed at 12 noon)

4049
IN THE CHAIR: MR PODESTA
Vice-President

4-050

Mayer, Hans-Peter (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, I move that any member should be able to use the travel office to
visit groups of visitors within a radius of 25 kilometres of the European Parliament at any time. At the moment we are only
allowed to travel 20 kilometres, which equates to a 15 kilometre radius. That is too short, given the hundreds of kilometres
which many groups travel in order to come here. Please could you take suitable action here.

(Applause)

4-051
President. — Mr Meyer, we talked about this matter yesterday. However, I would ask you to express your concern in
writing for the Quaestors.

4-052

Knolle (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, yesterday afternoon there was a demonstration in front of Parliament. The
demonstrators used powerful public address systems, that is, loudspeakers. This unbearably noisy spectacle hampered both
me and other members in the exercise of our mandate. Please ensure that, first, demonstrators have no cause to enter the
grounds of Parliament, as happened yesterday and, secondly, that they are prohibited from using public address systems in
the vicinity of the European Parliament.

So as to avoid any misunderstanding, may I point out that I am an advocate of the right to demonstrate and am delighted
when groups of musicians visiting members entertain us in Parliament and the inner courtyard with their musical
renditions.

4-053
President. — We have taken note of your comment, Mr Knolle.

4-054
Dell'Alba (TDI). — (IT) Mr President, we are about to undertake a series of very important roll-call votes. Can you
confirm that Mr Brienza has been registered in the voting system today?

4-055
President. — The competent services confirm that he has, Mr Dell'Alba.

We shall now proceed to the vote.

4-056

VOTE

4-057
Draft Supplementary and Amending Budgets Nos 3/2001 and 4/2001 of the European Union for the financial year
2001

(Parliament adopted the drafts with successive votes)

kkk

Report (A5-0239/2001) by Mrs Haug and Mr Ferber, on behalf of the Committee on Budgets,

- on the Draft Supplementary and Amending Budget No 3/2001 of the European Union for the financial year 2001
(9802/2001 — C5-0271/2001 — 2001/2049(BUD))

Section III — Commission

Section VI — Economic and Social Committee

Section VII — Committee of the Regions

- Draft Supplementary and Amending Budget No 4/2001 of the European Union for the financial year 2001
(9803/2001 — C5-0272/2001 — 2001/2049(BUD))

Section III — Commission

(Parliament adopted the resolution)

sk
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Report (A5-0238/2001) by Mrs Haug on behalf of the Committee on Budgets, on the situation concerning the
European Union's own resources in 2001 [2001/2019(IND)]

4-058
(Parliament adopted the resolution)

kkk

Report (A5-0241/2001) by Mr Costa Neves, on behalf of the Committee on Budgets, on the 2002 budget in view of
the conciliation procedure before the Council's first reading [2001/2063(BUD)]

4-059
(Parliament adopted the resolution)

kkk

Report (A5-0216/2001) by Mr Bourlanges, on behalf of the Committee on Budgetary Control, on the proposal for a
Council regulation laying down the statute for executive agencies to be entrusted with certain tasks in the
management of Community programmes

[COM(2000) 788 — C5-0036/2001 —2000/0337(CNS)]

4-060

Bourlanges (PPE-DE), rapporteur. — (FR) Mr President, my feeling is that, after the rather lively discussion we had
yesterday in the House with Commissioner Schreyer, the Commission ought to make a statement before the vote is taken. I
thought you were informed about that and I would like the Commissioner to make a statement, at least, if that is his
intention.

4-061

Fischler, Commission. — The rapporteur asked the Commission to take a position on the part of Amendment No 25
concerning Article 18(2) of the proposal. This part concerns Community officials seconded to the agency, and other
servants recruited by the executive agency. Mrs Schreyer stated in yesterday's debate that the Commission could not fix
the minimum percentage of Commission officials on secondment to the agency, and therefore could not accept the
rapporteur's suggested 25%.

Sufficient Commission officials will be seconded to the agency to meet job requirements. Mrs Schreyer, however, can
confirm that other servants will be recruited on renewable contracts.

The final part of that amendment on the nature of the contracts and the obligations and criteria required is also acceptable.
I hope that this statement will allow Mr Bourlanges to support the adoption of his report so that the proposal can conclude
its passage through the Council as soon as possible. I thank him for his excellent work on this matter.

4-062

Bourlanges (PPE-DE), rapporteur. — (FR) 1 am grateful to the Commissioner for his statement which settles an extremely
important issue, giving the assurance that the staff of the agencies will not suffer from job insecurity or be of insufficient
quality. I think that is a very important point.

I take this opportunity to add that we had a very late discussion with Mr van Hulten, the representative of the Group of the
Party of European Socialists and — he has authorised me to say this — contrary to what was envisaged previously, his
group could agree to support both Amendment No 13, which was passed by the Committee on Budgets, and also parts 3
and 4, just referred to by the Commissioner, of Amendment No 25.

I am saying this so that there is no misunderstanding, and if I have not expressed Mr van Hulten’s thinking correctly he
can put it differently, but it will mean we have a much more united vote in this House.

4-063
Van Hulten (PSE). — (NL) Mr President, immediately before the start of this vote, Mr Bourlanges stated that he did not
have a head for figures. This was borne out a moment ago, for the amendment in which I back him is Amendment No 8§,
and not Amendment No 13. I believe, however, we are talking about the same subject matter. Further to the
Commissioner’s statement, I can also inform you that we can agree on a number of sections of Amendment No 25, namely
the first, third and fourth section. Contrary to what is stated in the nominal list, therefore, we are in favour of Amendment
No 8 and three sections of Amendment No 25.

4-064
(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

ks
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Report (A5-0232/2001) by Mrs Niebler, on behalf of the Committee on Industry, External Trade, Research and
Energy, on the proposal for a European Parliament and Council decision on a regulatory framework for radio
spectrum policy in the European Community

[COM(2000) 407 — C5-0449/2000 — 2000/0187(COD)]

4-065
(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

ek

Report (A5-0219/2001) by Mrs McKenna, on behalf of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and
Consumer Policy, on the proposal for a European Parliament and Council recommendation concerning the
implementation of Integrated Coastal Zone Management in Europe

[COM(2000) 545 — C5-0474/2000 — 2000/0227(COD)]

(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

Kokok

Report (A5-0218/2001) by Mr Callanan, on behalf of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and
Consumer Policy, on the proposal for a European Parliament and Council directive amending Directive 94/25/EC
on the approximation of the laws, regulations and administrative provisions of the Member States relating to
recreational craft

[COM(2000) 639 — C5-0529/2000 — 2000/0262(COD)]

(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

kkk

Report (A5-0228/2001) by Mrs Carrilho, on behalf of the Committee on Development and Cooperation, on the
proposal for a European Parliament and Council regulation on operations to aid uprooted people in Asian and
Latin American developing countries

[COM(2000) 831 — C5-0758/2000 — 2000/0338(COD)]

(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

Kokok

Report (A5-0244/2001) by Mr Brok, on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, Human Rights, Common
Security and Defence Policy, on the proposal for a Council decision providing macro-financial assistance to the
Federal Republic of Yugoslavia [COM(2001) 277 — C5-0231/2001 — 2001/0112(CNS)]

(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

ks

Motion for a resolution (B5-0480/2001) on the common organisation of the market in fruit and vegetables

(Parliament adopted the resolution)
sfekosk
Report (A5-0193/2001) by Mr Wuori, on behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, Human Rights, Common

Security and Defence Policy, on human rights in the world in 2000 and the European Union Human Rights Policy
[11317/2000 — C5-0536/2000 — C5-0628/2000 — 2000/2105(INI)]

4-066
(Parliament adopted the resolution)

ek
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Report (A5-0223/2001) by Mr Cornillet, on behalf of the Committee on Citizens' Freedoms and Rights, Justice and
Home Affairs, on the situation as regards fundamental rights in the European Union (2000)
[2000/2231(IND)]

4-067
(Parliament adopted the resolution)

4-068

EXPLANATIONS OF VOTE

- Haug/Ferber report (A5-0239/2001)

4-069
Dell'Alba (TDI). — (IT) Mr President, I wanted to take the floor because, today, in the relative confusion of the votes,
partly due to the fact that we were voting on important issues, the European Parliament has given, given back or, to be
more accurate, has agreed to give EUR 12 billion — to be exact, EUR 11.6 billion — back to the Member States because it
was left over from the budget for 2000. Now, I consider all this to be ridiculous: we have been following this practice for
years with the result that, not only are we not in control of the amount of income we receive but, in addition, we are
allowing the Member States to take back all this money or to deduct it from their contributions for the year in progress. I
feel that, at a time when enlargement is pending, when we have budgetary problems and we need to be constantly seeking
new resources, this system is wholly inappropriate: the Member States not only deny us those expenditure ceilings which
were laid down in Edinburgh and confirmed in the Financial Perspective but they also want to take back funds which could
be redirected and used to good effect, as happens in any other State budgetary system, where funds are not returned to the
citizens, I regret to say, but put to another use. Therefore, with this protest, I am explaining why we voted against the
report.

4-070

Caullery (UEN), in writing. — (FR) Draft Supplementary and Amending Budget No 3, submitted to us in Mrs Haug’s
report, is essentially about changes to OLAF and European Commission staff. As regards the Anti-Fraud Office, the
amendment tabled by the Committee on Budgets, in agreement with the Committee on Budgetary Control, changes the
distribution between permanent posts and temporary posts in a way we find commendable and, as a whole, this Draft
Supplementary and Amending Budget does not call for any special comment.

Supplementary and Amending Budget No 4 deals primarily with the balance for the financial year 2000, and also provides
for a strengthening of the supplementary payment appropriations for the Western Balkans from the 2000 balance, raising
them from EUR 350 million to EUR 450 million, or EUR 70 million more for the Balkans and an additional EUR 30
million for supplementary financial assistance for FRY. The rapporteur agrees to the ‘revenue’ side of this Supplementary
and Amending Budget, in other words the reimbursement, which we support, of EUR 7.5 billion arising from the 2000
surplus to the Member States. However, the Union for Europe of the Nations Group cannot join the rapporteur in
condemning the fact that the European Parliament has no say in the ‘revenue’ section of the budget.

Mrs Haug’s other report, on the situation concerning the European Union's own resources in 2001, also reopens the debate
on increasing revenue, taking the view that the European Union should depend less and less on payments from the
Member States, and that the own resources system should be changed so as to achieve financial autonomy. The resolution
therefore states that the purpose of the reform should be to provide Europe with an ‘autonomous source of revenue’, and it
supports the establishment of a direct European tax, at the same time demanding full association of the European
Parliament in the budgetary procedure, in particular as regards revenue.

The French delegation of the Union for Europe of the Nations Group is opposed to all these inappropriate proposals, which
in any case infringe the Treaty.

(Explanation of vote shortened pursuant to Rule 137 of the Rules of Procedure)

4-071

Gallagher (UEN), in writing. — In relation to Supplementary and Amending Budget Number 3 of this year, I would like to
refer to an amendment which I tabled on behalf of my group, UEN, at the Budget Committee but which unfortunately was
not accepted. The amendment related to Budget line A-3015 which is used to finance the European Bureau of Lesser Used
Languages.

I am glad to have the opportunity to explain my amendment. Many colleagues will be aware of the excellent work carried
out by the Bureau in promoting protection for lesser used and minority languages. This becomes all the more important in
the context of enlargement with the cultural and linguistic diversity in many of the applicant states.

As many colleagues will be aware, the Commission is attempting to impose conditions on the Bureau which would have
the effect of closing its office in Dublin. The Bureau was set up some years ago on an initiative of the Irish government
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and is still co-financed by the Irish government. The secretariat was originally all in Dublin, though in recent years an
antenna was opened in Brussels to carry out relations with the EU institutions. I have been in contact with the Irish
Minister responsible for language matters and I believe that it would be very difficult to sustain the same level of interest
in the Bureau among Irish government circles, should the Bureau be forced to close its Dublin office.

Concern over this was also expressed from northern circles because the Bureau is active with regard to the language
aspects of the Good Friday agreement.

I believe that the Commission is acting to subvert the will of parliament in imposing such conditions on the grant and
consequently, I proposed including a direct reference to the secretariats in Dublin and Brussels in the footnote. Once the
new budgetary procedure begins next September, I will be seeking support once again for such a move. On this occasion I
simply want to draw the attention of colleagues to the machinations of the Commission which I believe could have
damaging consequences.

4-072

- Haug report (A5-0238/2001)

4-073
Fatuzzo (PPE-DE). — (IT) Mr President, on the subject of the use of the European Parliament's own resources, I would
like to say, both on behalf of the Pensioners' Party which I represent and on behalf of the associated French, Dutch,
Spanish, Swedish, Slovenian, Bulgarian and Lithuanian Pensioners' Parties, who have authorised me to speak on their
behalf, that I openly support the proposal that the European Union should levy its own taxes and that this should not mean
an increase in taxation for the citizens but, on the contrary, a reduction in the taxes that the citizens pay in their own States.
Only in this way will the citizens see Europe in a positive light.

4-074
Blak and Lund (PSE), in writing. — (DA) We have today voted against all calls to introduce a direct EU tax. We do not
think that a tax specific to the EU would be a good idea at all. It is very doubtful whether such an EU tax would strengthen
people’s attachment to, and enthusiasm for, EU cooperation. Any EU tax would become part of a complex interplay
involving national taxes, and there would be cause to fear that it would become difficult for national governments to
supervise the combined tax burden. It is therefore impossible to guarantee that the introduction of an EU tax would not
involve further burdens for tax payers. The introduction of an EU tax also looks like a step in the direction of a more
federal EU, which is something neither we nor the majority of Europeans support.

4-075
Markov (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (DE) My group, like many Members of this House as well as various experts, takes
the view that the EU resources budgeted in the financial perspectives for 2000-2006 are insufficient, especially in view of
the enlargement of the EU and the work which needs to be done to stabilise the situation in the Balkans, solve the
problems of unemployment and stabilise social systems, to name but a few. There is therefore good cause to put the
question of additional sources of revenue for the European Union on the agenda.

Mrs Haug proposes in her report to abolish the previous system of transfers from Member States and to modify the own
resources system so that the European Union can achieve financial autonomy. She calls for a European tax to be
introduced as a direct revenue.

My group cannot subscribe to this approach.

The system of transferring a proportion of gross national product used in the past is based on a principle which is
conducive to economic and social cohesion in the Union — the solidarity principle. To abolish this principle is to rob the
European Union of its basis and, for us, this is unacceptable.

We take a constructive view of the idea of supplementing the present system of financing the EU with further sources of
revenue in the form of European taxes which do not minimise taxes in the Member States of the European Union. Our
thoughts turn in this context, for example, to the introduction of a Tobin tax to cream off profits from financial transactions
or the introduction of a pan-European CO, tax on companies, which would also help us to implement a forward-looking
environmental policy by applying pressure for more environmentally-friendly ways of generating energy and helping to
safeguard the Kyoto agreement.

We also take the view that the present financial regulation should be amended so that resources not called up by the
Member States stay in the European budget, rather than being channelled back to the Member States. At the same time, we
need to apply stricter budgetary discipline; for example, commitment appropriations not disbursed because they have not
been called up by the recipient, should lapse after no more than 3 years, meaning that the allocation notice will need to be
altered.

That is why my group rejects this report.
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4-076
Martinez (TDI), in writing. — (FR) By multiplying free trade areas, abandoning customs duties in a system of generalised
unilateral preferences, making gifts of customs duties to the 49 least advanced countries, under the pretext of welcoming
everything ‘except weapons’ and above all submitting to the demands of the masters of the empire, from the GATT to the
WTO, the European Commission has sawn off the financial branch the European budget used to hang upon — customs
duties, which represented over 55% of Community resources in the 1960s, and only represent 14% of them now.

In addition, with the abandonment of Community agricultural preference, the common agricultural levy on imports of
agricultural products from the Commonwealth, Central America and elsewhere, which protected it, is on the way out. It
only produces about 2% of Community resources now.

So much so that only 17% of the European budget’s resources now comes from customs duties and that agricultural levy.
As these two first historical resources are the only ones specifically belonging to the Community and able to make it
financially independent of the Member States, their decline means the Community budget depends on payments from the
Member States.

That is illustrated by the size of the GNP levy, the fourth historical resource of the European budget, which has only been
in existence since 1988. This constantly increasing levy already provides more than 45% of Community resources and in
fact boils down to classic contributions by governments to finance an international organisation.

We have thus arrived at the astonishing situation where the European Commission, the beating heart of federal integration,
has pursued a world customs policy which has reduced the Union to financing itself like any other intergovernmental
organisation under entirely intergovernmental international law.

(The speaker was cut off pursuant to Rule 137 of the Rules of Procedure)

4-077
Sacrédeus (PPE-DE), in writing. — (SV) 1 have voted against the proposal. Sweden’s Christian Democrats do not support
items 5 and 11, which propose that the European Union should be given its own powers of taxation.

We do not want to increase the number of tax levels in society for our citizens. Swedish tax payers pay tax to the
municipality, the county council and the state. Creating another level of taxation, a European one, means an inevitable
increase in taxation in the long term. This is a development which we do not want to support.

If the EU receives what the report calls ‘financial autonomy’, this will also lead to political autonomy from Member States
and their governments, with all the dangers and the lack of control which this brings with it. We do not wish to support
such a development.

4-078

- Costa Neves report (A5-0241/2001)

4-079

Miranda (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (PT) This preliminary draft budget by the Commission, which represents less than
1.06% of the Community’s GNP, is truly the lowest that has ever been drawn up and is, therefore, unacceptable, not least
because it represents a reduction in spending, especially in the area of cooperation with least-developed third countries.
Not even East Timor has escaped this downward trend in spending.

The report’s conciliatory tone is, therefore, surprising, as is its lack of strategy and priorities. These absences are also
surprising in the face of an oft-heralded enlargement, not to mention social issues, which are all but ignored. The European
Parliament needs to be more audacious and should not simply accept what it is presented with, as is happening once again.
As a matter of fact, the presentation of the fourth (!) amending budget in the current year is an example of the budgetary
chaos in which the Community operates and also proves us right for having tabled a motion refusing to discharge the
budget last year.

In the meantime and if we are to believe the Haug report, the solution to all of these problems would be to create a
Community tax! We consider this kind of proposal to be a red herring. Apart from issues of principle raised by such a
proposal, it must be emphasised that the reduction in the Community budget is primarily a result of the restrictive
guidelines laid down in the Stability Pact. This is where the appropriate answers can be found. Furthermore, it is a matter
of priority to ensure that the participation of the Member States takes place according to their relative wealth — on the basis
of their GNP — and that the contribution by the citizens is fair and balanced. Solidarity is a fundamental issue, which must
be addressed together with the Community budgetary revenues.

4-080

- Niebler report (A5-0232/2001)

4-081
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Fatuzzo (PPE-DE). — (IT) Mr President, it is the year 2005. One pensioner asks another: "What sort of things do you
watch on television?" "I watch dance shows, entertainment shows and programmes with beautiful girls in". "You've got it
all wrong," replied the other. "I don't have time to watch that sort of thing. Every evening, I watch Fatuzzo's European
Show. It is a show presented by Mr Fatuzzo, an expert on pensions, who talks to pensioners about how to increase the size
of their pensions. I advise you to watch Fatuzzo's European Show too." This has all been made possible by Mr Niebler's
report, which allocates radio spectra which, I hope, will be used to broadcast informative material for all the citizens,
especially pensioners.

4-082

- McKenna report (A5-0219/2001)

4-083
Ortuondo Larrea (Verts/ALE). — (ES) Mr President, we have just adopted the report by my colleague, Patricia
McKenna, and I must certainly recognise that it has turned out to be a good document, covering in detail all the
circumstances and problems affecting our coastal areas, both on the geographical, climatic, environmental and biodiversity
side and as regards their economic, social, cultural, and leisure and recreational aspects. I just wish there were a clearer and
more committed reference to tourist developments and especially the numerous illegal buildings that have been put up in a
speculative manner along many parts of the coast in Spain — and other countries too. They are clearly an assault on proper
town planning and a threat to the environmental balance. I believe the governments involved should act firmly and put a
stop to the consequences of their lack of control over these illegal building projects.

Lastly, I must express my dissatisfaction that my proposal was not accepted to give this document, which we have just
adopted as a simple recommendation, the rank of a Community directive, which would make it mandatory for the Member
States to comply with it and make it part of their own national law.

4-084
Fatuzzo (PPE-DE). — (IT) Mr President, as a representative of the Pensioners' Party I welcome this European Parliament
proposal. I welcome this proposal not just as a representative of the Pensioners' Party but also as a native of Genoa, a
person born in Genoa. In Italy, in Genoa and all along the Ligurian coast, unfortunately, when it rains rather more than
usual, all the street level houses, flats, shops and bars are flooded. I hope and pray that this will be the beginning of a
European policy for coastal areas which is genuinely effective and benefits the European citizens who live on the
European coasts.

4-085
Figueiredo (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (PT) This report makes a critical analysis of the proposal for a recommendation on
the proposal for a European Parliament and Council recommendation concerning the implementation of Integrated Coastal
Zone Management in Europe and tables various amendments which, for the most part, deserve our support. They deserve
our support for highlighting the importance of our coastal areas, the causes of degradation and destruction that we are now
seeing in various areas and the new dangers resulting from global warming and climate change, which pose perhaps the
greatest threat to Europe’s coastal areas. Nevertheless, it must also be emphasised that the decline in fishing and in related
industries, which are fundamental factors for socio-economic cohesion in many of these areas that depend on fishing, are
making them highly vulnerable.

Therefore, although the report is, as the rapporteur states, a first, crucial step in protecting Europe’s coastal areas, the
Member States must also be committed to achieving this and to ensuring a degree of coordination between the various
instruments to be used. Nevertheless, we have some reservations about the measures described by the rapporteur,
specifically those concerning a binding common strategy, since the Member States’ role and capacity for action in this
entire process are far from clear.

4-086

Meijer (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (NL) There is little difference in height between shallow areas of the sea along the
coasts, the so-called continental shelf, and low-lying coastal areas. Many of those areas have over the years turned from
land into sea or from sea into land, with or without specific human intervention. Thanks to the US President, Mr Bush, and
the large oil concerns, these land areas threaten to be turned into sea once again, for as long as artificial global warming
persists, the ice caps will continue to melt and sea levels will continue to rise. It is precisely in those low-lying coastal
areas that a large proportion of the world population is concentrated and key economic centres located. Not only do eight
million Dutch people and two million Flemings stand to lose their residential areas, but so do the people living in the Po
plain in Italy, Les Landes in south-western France, and parts of cities including Helsinki, Copenhagen, London, Hamburg,
Barcelona, Lisbon and Thessaloniki. In addition to population pockets, coastal areas also boast areas of special natural
beauty, such as the étangs on the French coast and the Wadden Sea in the Netherlands, Germany and Denmark, which is
under continuous threat of being encroached upon by ports and industrial areas. I share the opinion of Mrs McKenna
entirely that coastal areas require far better protection than the European Commission proposes.

4-087
Sudre (PPE-DE), in writing. — (FR) The social fabric of many coastal zones has been altered over recent years by the
restructuring of the fisheries and traditional agriculture sectors. Although certain regions have been faced with an exodus
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of their endogenous population, most of the coastal zones are experiencing an increase in overall demographic pressure, as
well as significant seasonal variations in employment, essentially linked to tourism.

Major works required for urbanisation and development can threaten the coastal environment if carried out without
sufficient knowledge of the coastal dynamic, by accelerating the erosion of the seashore. Furthermore, pollution of marine
or terrestrial origin is increasingly contaminating soil and drinking water resources.

The coastal territories are the focus of constant antagonism and conflict. Lack of integrated management of maritime and
terrestrial resources causes serious tension between the various sectors of activity, namely fisheries, agriculture and
services, with the consequence that the sustainable development of the coastal areas is put on hold.

The strategy proposed by the Commission is an interesting approach intended to resolve the fundamental problems facing
the coast: lack of information, insufficient participation by the population in projects, weak coordination between the
various planning authorities and absence of real partnership which involves the economic sectors concerned, the regional
and local authorities and the interregional organisations, in decision-making.

However, it is essential for the strategy for coastal zones to constitute one of the first examples of implementation of the
guidelines developed under the European Spatial Development Perspective, because the principles set out in it are
obviously valuable for the Union’s coastal zones. This could even be an excellent occasion to restore vigour to a
particularly inert ESDP, whose true impact still remains very limited.

Finally, T would like to express my agreement with those who regret that the Commission’s proposal does not take account
of climate change, when that appears to have an influence on rising sea levels and increasing storm frequency, contributing
decisively to risks of flooding, coastal erosion and loss of seashore.

Although we are only now beginning to recognise the new challenges that will face the coastal regions in the decades to
come, the integrated coastal zone management strategy cannot decently ignore them.

4-088

- Callanan report (A5-0218/2001)

4-089
Fatuzzo (PPE-DE). — (IT) Mr President, a few days ago, I was on holiday by the sea, sunbathing on a yacht. I was not
alone: amongst my companions was a beautiful, tanned, very nice, attractive girl who was sunbathing on the deck. She was
called Marilyn. At one point, she said to me: "But you are an MEP! Can you tell me, then, why yachts and pleasure craft
do not fly the European flag as well as the national flag?" I could only reassure her that I was going to vote for this
measure and recommend that it be laid down that pleasure craft must fly the European flag too.

4-090

- Brok report (A5-0244/2001)

4-091

Alavanos (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (EL) 1 should like to use the opportunity provided by the resolution on macro-
financial assistance to Yugoslavia to express my support for the assistance measures, even though they are minimal in
comparison with the destruction wreaked in Yugoslavia by the NATO attacks. At the same time, however, I wish to
express my categorical condemnation of the manner in which assistance from donors has been used to circumvent and
disregard constitutional procedures in Yugoslavia in order to bring Milosevic to the Hague tribunal. It is financial
blackmail and it offends every aspect of international law.

Of course Milosevic bears a huge responsibility for the crimes committed in the former Yugoslavia and he must be
brought to justice, but to link financial assistance with anti-constitutional action within the interior of the country in receipt
of the assistance, without the knowledge of its democratically elected president, perverts and undermines the very nature
of the European Union's aid programmes.

4-092
Krivine and Vachetta (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (FR) We are obviously in favour of the assistance to the reconstruction
and development of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. This report, however, totally conceals the destruction caused by
the NATO bombing of FRY. Worse still, in an astonishing and utterly cynical reversal of perspective, the French version
of the justification refers to the deterioration in the Yugoslav economy due to the ‘war against NATO in 1999°.

We cannot support a policy which uses financial assistance to force the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia to behave like a
banana republic politically and economically, while helping neither Serbian awareness of the crimes committed, notably
by Milosevic, in the name of the Serbian people, nor the emergence of a state of law, nor indeed the credibility of the
International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia as a judicial authority independent of the political powers, nor
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yet the reconstruction of the country with a minimum of social cohesion and peaceful relations between neighbouring
peoples. For all these reasons we have abstained.

4-093
Meijer (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (NL) The fact that I agree that we are making funds available for Yugoslavia does not
in the least mean that I condone predictable attempts to draft that country into NATO, to subject its economy to foreign
interests and to subordinate the rights of Montenegrins and Kosovars to relations with the Serbian government, which
appears surprisingly cooperative. Yugoslavia, impoverished and razed to the ground, requires a great deal of funding, and
the former President deserves to be punished for suppression, war and undemocratic government. Following a judicial
procedure at home, an international trial was therefore inevitable. What is happening now bears little relation to justice,
and more to the trading of a political rival by the President of a federal state, in contravention of the federal government
and the Supreme Court. Only when last Thursday, Mr Milosevic was brought to The Hague, did a huge amount of money
become available on Friday. Evidently, one has to lose a war and governing power, and bankrupt one’s own economy, to
be condemned a war criminal. It is never the winners who are condemned, only the losers. Funding is desperately needed
to pay for the damages incurred in war in 1999, but now, it mainly appears to be a means to reward agreeable leaders and
punish others. I fear that the ignorance and nationalism of many of the people involved will only grow.

4-094

- Resolution (B5-0480/2001) on the COM in fruit and vegetables

4-095

Patakis (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (EL) Even though this resolution is a generalisation, we agree with it in principle and
shall vote in favour of it because it expresses the view that support for locust beans and nuts, which come under fruit and
vegetables, should be reinforced.

However, we must register our disagreement with the items at which the resolution becomes more specific.

The first point on which we disagree concerns producer organisations, which we oppose because they undermine
cooperatives. Even where cooperatives are converted into producer organisations, numerous problems arise because
cooperatives in Greece are multisectoral, as are farmers, while producer organisations deal with one specific product. As a
result, several producer organisations end up working within the same cooperative and, if they work properly, that is, in
accordance with the relevant regulation then, in practice, the cooperative is fragmented into as many parts as there are
products handled by it. The problem could have been resolved if Member States had been given the right to recognise
these farmers' organisations and if the regulations had referred to cooperatives and producer organisations as being
equivalent. This is not the case, however, and the European Union only recognises producer organisations with an anti-
democratic legislative framework as producer groups.

The second point concerns the emphasis in the resolution on the operational programmes of producer organisations. We do
not disagree with these programmes, we just consider them to be of secondary or tertiary importance. When we talk of
more efficient support for products, we mean better intervention prices, more subsidies and protection from mass imports.
The operational programme limiting environmental pollution is good but it alone will not improve income support for
farmers.

4-096

- Wuori report (A5-0193/2001)

4-097

Korhola (PPE-DE). — (FI) Mr President, I have no intention of joining the regulars who give an explanation of vote;
yesterday my timetable simply overran, and, unfortunately, I was too late for the deliberation on Mr Wuori’s report. The
importance of that report is only highlighted by the fact that the EU human rights policy is clearly now at the development
stage. It is based on an unshakeable view of human worth, because without human worth there are no human rights either.

It is important that the EU’s internal problems are reported at least as effectively and transparently as those of non-member
countries. As, eighteen months ago, I raised the issue of police violence as being a human rights problem within the EU, I
cannot now help but raise it once again, alongside the matter of freedom of speech that the committee regards as the main
point of focus. There is every reason to analyse the reports of violence that occurred when the Gothenburg Summit was
taking place just as seriously as the events themselves. It was with an equal feeling of sorrow that I read not only about the
injuries but also the fairly uncritical attitude of the journalists as they reported the events. It is difficult to defend freedom
of speech of the people and the press in a credible way if this freedom is increasingly being used irresponsibly. If the EU is
to be a globally important human rights player, its citizens will also serve as important models for the administrations of
other countries of what the implementation of freedoms might mean in practice.

4-098

Fatuzzo (PPE-DE). — (I7) Mr President, I naturally support the Wuori report on human rights in the European Union but I
feel — I am convinced — that the European Union needs to do much more. We often discuss human rights throughout the
world in this hemicycle in Strasbourg, but we, the European Union, continue to provide economic aid in the form of
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funding to countries in which there is no respect for human rights. I call upon Parliament and our institutions not to give
another euro to countries which do not respect human rights in the world.

4-099
Caudron (PSE), in writing. — (FR) It can never be repeated often enough that the European Union must actively promote
human rights and democracy in all its activities throughout the world. Respect for human rights must be a priority in all
EU activities, including conflict prevention. Indeed we must ‘export’, as the saying goes, our common values like liberty,
democracy, respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms, and the rule of law — the EU’s founding principles.
However, it is essential to respect national sovereignty and not lapse into interference.

The European institutions must put their heads together and come up with more effective methods. The rapporteur is
proposing that the Council and the Commission elaborate more focused common strategies on human rights.

The EU Presidency is invited to ensure that the working programmes systematically include sections on well-defined
policies and actions aimed at promoting human rights and democracy. Specific annual priorities should be established,
matched with measures for implementation. These strategies must be subject to annual review and ensure consistency
between the various Community policies involved.

I think it is important for the European Parliament to improve its own structures for dealing with human rights issues. I
welcome the suggestion to appoint a special representative, possibly a vice-chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
This person would deal with all human rights issues and would also ensure that individual cases of violation of human
rights are followed up.

(Explanation of vote shortened pursuant to Rule 137 of the Rules of Procedure)

4-100

Krivine and Vachetta (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (FR) The European Union is poorly placed to give lessons on human
rights. Amongst others, it invokes the 1948 Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, but it does not respect them. What has it done to put an end to the scandalous
haemorrhage that repayment of debt represents for the countries of the south? The Member States do not pay the WHO the
money it needs to combat AIDS or tuberculosis, because the Maastricht criteria require reductions in public deficits. ‘A
more consistent crisis prevention policy’ presupposes removing the oil multinationals from positions where they can do
damage, like Total Fina EIf, whose war-mongering role in southern Sudan and Congo is increasingly apparent.

Furthermore, the European Union must respect the right of asylum and the 1951 Convention by getting rid of waiting areas
and detention centres, and not by ‘stricter visa requirements’ as the report recommends. That is urgent. Nor is it enough to
‘regret’ that the Roma are victims of serious discrimination. They must be granted asylum and collective expulsions,
carried out, for example and in particular, by Belgium, must be condemned. The right to asylum can only be respected and
human traffic effectively combated through freedom of movement and a policy to regularise the position of all those
without papers.

As for freedom of the press and the battle against excessive media concentration, a populist predator in charge of Italy
provides an instructive image of liberal Europe’s doublespeak.

4-101

Uca (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (DE) 1 voted in favour of the Wuori report on European Union human rights policy. I
welcome the call for a better EU human rights strategy towards third countries and candidate countries. Economic
questions take centre stage during accession negotiations, while human rights issues are granted nowhere near the same
importance.

I voted against the rapporteur's Amendment No 10 because it deletes the passage calling for the Turkish government to
guarantee the return of more than 3 million refugees. I have visited a number of refugee camps in south-east Turkey and
seen the human misery for myself. Even human rights reports should not ignore refugees.

I should also like to add, a propos the Wuori report, that there are not just Christian minorities in Turkey, as stated in
Article 90, there are also the Yezidi, a religious community which is not recognised. On official documents such as birth
certificates, instead of Yezidi, a cross is entered or they are left blank as a sign of non-recognition. Everyone has the right
to worship freely and I therefore call for all religious communities in Turkey to be recognised.

4-102

Van Orden (PPE-DE), in writing. — British Conservatives are strong supporters of genuine human rights and,
accordingly, have voted in overall support of the Wuori resolution. However, there are a number of elements in the
resolution with which many of us disagree, such as: the redefinition of human rights (paragraphs 50, 51 and 72); the
unbalanced condemnations of Turkey (paragraphs 88 and 89); the misunderstanding of the nature and status of caste in
India (paragraph 106 etc.); the call for legally-binding criteria for arms exports (paragraph 113).
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4-103

- Cornillet report (A5-0223/2001)

4-104
Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou (PPE-DE). — (EL) Mr President, I should like to congratulate Mr Cornillet, even though he is
absent because, in his report, he has presented us with rich and varied information on the state of human rights in the
European Union and has sent the governments and nations of Europe a clear message saying that the European Union
insists on being an area of freedom, justice and social cohesion in which the Charter of Fundamental Rights is respected.

However, my group, the Greek MEPs in the European People's Party, and I personally have a number of objections to the
final text, which is why we each went our own way, some voting against and others, like myself, abstaining. These
objections have to do with relations with political and electoral rights, with immigrants and with the fact that we believe
that political will comes first, with the European institutions adopting, drawing up and applying a common immigration
policy and the Member States endeavouring to create the conditions needed for immigrants to integrate into society,
wherever they may come from. Electoral and political rights may be a natural and historic development, but we need a
period of consultation and understanding with the citizens, we need dialogue before we can reach a creditable solution.

Another point to which we object is the official recognition of homosexual marriage because we believe that this does not
only have to do with sexual freedom, it also has to do with the institution of the family and this touches on sensitive issues
for European citizens which are protected in the Charter of Fundamental Rights.

4-105

Fatuzzo (PPE-DE). — (IT) Mr President, I voted against the Cornillet report on citizens' rights in Europe because I feel
that the rights of elderly people are not respected in Europe, at least in many of the 15 States of the European Union. The
rights of the elderly are not respected when we become ill, completely incapacitated and lose our self-sufficiency: if we are
lucky we are cared for by our families at home but, if not, we have to go into care homes which do what they can but, in
any case, we have to pay for the care out of our own pockets with our own savings, if we have enough, and that is after we
have given our work and paid taxes and contributions to the State all our lives. Europe must take effective, practical action
to uphold the rights of the most incapacitated elderly people too.

4-106
Borghezio (TDI). — (IT) Mr President, I have taken the floor to express my satisfaction at the historic decision by which
the European Parliament has adopted two extremely important amendments which confirm a principle of freedom, calling
upon the Italian government and parliament to abolish the thirteenth provision of the Italian Constitution on the exile of the
male descendants of the House of Savoy. I would like to express my personal delight and satisfaction as a native of
Piedmont too: this is an important, well-founded decision, for we are dealing with the last case of members of a royal
family being forced to remain in exile and it is 50 years since the measure was adopted. Their history, from Emanuele
Filiberto to Mafalda of Savoy, is an integral part of the history of Europe; this rule abolition we are calling for, is in
conflict with the fundamental values of freedom shared by all the countries of the European Union and affects European
citizens of which one, the younger, was not even born when the thirteenth provision was adopted.

4-107

Gollnisch (TDI), in writing. — (FR) Since we are talking about human rights, I shall raise once again the violations of the
rights of intellectuals of all specialisms who dare to express independent opinions on history, leading them, for example, to
re-examine certain aspects of the Second World War and the tragedy of the concentration camps. A tragedy which,
unfortunately, is currently exploited relentlessly on a daily basis to profit political or financial interests which have little to
do with the memory of the victims.

In fact, at the present time, there are thousands of historians, sociologists, researchers, academics or just plain citizens
being persecuted in Europe when their only crime is wanting to make a free examination of the dogmas — changing
dogmas moreover — that the official authors impose.

As I did in 1999, I shall give just one example, taken from our rapporteur’s own region of Rhone-Alpes. A penniless
young historian, a person I did not know, Mr Plantin, was condemned just for the crime of mentioning, in a bibliography in
the scholarly review he edits, works that correct historical errors to which no serious historian now adheres. He was
arrested. His personal computer was confiscated. Each of the usual funded associations suing him obtained heavy damages
against him and his printer, a rural craftsman.

The magistrates of the Lyon Court of Appeal, Dominique Fournier, Jean-Luc Gouverneur and Marie-Odile Théolleyre,
also banned publication of the review with a ruling worthy of Stalin’s court. The counsellors at the Court of Cassation,
Bruno Cotte, Christine Chanet and Guy Joly, failed in their duty by not censuring the manifestly abusive use in the case of
a law on publications intended for young people.
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What is more, under pressure and quite unlawfully, Professors Régis Ladous and Claude Prudhomme made themselves
look ridiculous and odious by revoking, eleven years on, Mr Plantin’s master’s degree which they had marked ‘Very
Good’ in full knowledge of the facts.

All this is going on in the twenty-first century, in France and in other European countries! Such persecution obviously only
strengthens the doubt surrounding the official dogmas. It is unworthy and intolerable. It must end as soon as possible.

4-108

Kauppi (PPE-DE), in writing. — (FI) 1 am very satisfied that the amendments connected with the recognition of
relationships between people of the same sex were added to Mr Cornillet’s otherwise excellent report. Regarding some
other questions, I would like the report to have had more far-reaching views in the area of, for example, the adoption rights
of gay and lesbian couples. Human rights problems that affect sexual minorities are still regrettably common today in the
Member States. I think the references to legislation in applicant countries and to the fact that the equal treatment of citizens
with regard to different relationships and family models should be taken into consideration in enlargement negotiations are
important.

4-109

Krivine and Vachetta (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (FR) Some of the Cornillet report’s recommendations are undeniably
positive. We support extending voting rights to residents from non-Community countries, deletion of the Aznar Protocol —
a veritable denial of the right of asylum, non-restrictive recognition of refugee status extending, for example to all the
persecuted Algerians, measures against the discrimination suffered by the Roma, and recognition of the rights of
homosexuals.

All the same, the good intentions sometimes stop halfway: detention centres and waiting areas are actually prisons in all
but name, where living conditions are inhuman. Limiting detention to ‘exceptional cases’ or ‘a maximum period’ are
inadequate recommendations which maintain the criminalisation of asylum seekers and people without papers.

Article 32 proposes to ‘humanise’ detention for minors, but they should not have to suffer that degradation at all.

There must be standardised rules across Europe to allow victims of the traffic in human beings and domestic slavery to
escape their persecutors. Long-term residence permits would be much more effective against the exploiters than
‘temporary residence permits ... for the duration of the inquiry and the judicial procedure’. If the recitals and amendments
on the right to vote and the rights of homosexuals are maintained, we will vote in favour of this report. Otherwise we will
abstain.

4-110

Lulling (PPE-DE), in writing. — (FR) 1 abstained on the situation as regards fundamental rights in the European Union
because certain forces in this House have again exploited this report to give credence to the argument that a Member State
would not be respecting fundamental rights in the European Union if it did not amend its legislation to permit homosexual
marriages and grant homosexual couples the same rights as married heterosexual couples. That is going too far.

There should be provision for unmarried heterosexual couples and homosexual couples to settle certain difficulties
connected with their position, for instance by concluding an agreement.

However, there can be no question of granting them the rights of a surviving spouse in terms of social security, or, for
example, the same rights as a married couple, with or without children, in terms of taxation and adoption.

Unmarried couples can separate far more easily and cheaply, while divorce proceedings are always complicated, expensive
and painful. A regulation like that advocated in the report would end up discriminating against married heterosexual
couples. That cannot be allowed to happen.

In a chapter on European citizenship, there is an attempt to get it accepted that a Member State is violating fundamental
rights if it does not grant the right to vote and to stand for the European Parliament and local elections to nationals of third
countries legally resident in their territory for at least three years.

The right to vote is acquired on the basis of reciprocity by citizens of Member States of the Union living in another
Member State. The Portuguese can vote and stand for election in Luxembourg and I could do the same if I lived in
Portugal. However, why grant an Algerian, for example, the right to vote in a Member State if a national of that Member
State does not have the right to vote in Algeria?

I cannot agree with these demands, quite apart from the fact that we are talking about areas of civil and political rights that
come under national sovereignty. Each Member State is free to grant such rights to nationals of third countries and offer
such solutions to its residents. There can be no question of this Parliament condemning Member States which decide not to
do so.
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4-111

Sacrédeus (PPE-DE), in writing. — (SV) As a Swedish Christian Democrat, I have voted against the items (78 and 82—84)
which seek to control Member States’ legislation in the area of family policy. This is a national issue, in accordance with
the principle of subsidiarity, which has no place in a report on human rights in Europe.

I have also voted against items 119 and 120 on giving people without citizenship in a Member State of the EU the right to
vote in European Parliament elections. Responsibility and duties must be linked to rights and eligibility. This should be an
obvious principle and fact of life.

4-112

- Wuori report (A5-0193/2001) and Cornillet report (A5-0223/2001)

4-113

Korakas (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (EL) Two reports, one on human rights in the world (the Wuori report) and one on
fundamental rights in the European Union (the Cornillet report), were debated by the House today. These are two
provocative texts, both in what they say (mainly in the Wuori report) and in what they fail to say (mainly in the Cornillet
report).

The Wuori report supports the imperialist aspect of the European Union right from the outset saying, just so there can be
no doubt, that "the principle of national sovereignty should not deny the EU the right to seek to exert influence — and
possibly to intervene — with a view to halting gross and systematic violations of human rights". The peoples of the Balkans
and of other regions in the world have paid and are still paying dearly for this ‘welcome’ mission by the EU. Thousands
dead, even more poisoned by depleted uranium bombs, the FYROM hostage to ‘invincible’ Albanian extremists and
protectorates across which European monopolies and their political backers are scattered. The disgraceful manner in which
former President Milosevic was recently abducted, in direct defiance both of the constitutional jurisdiction of his country
and its president, and handed over to the opportunistic International Criminal Tribunal in the Hague are eloquent examples
of how the EU thinks human rights should be defended. However, the report goes further still, calling for new international
criminal tribunals to be set up on Chechnya, East Timor and Iragq.

The ‘rapid-reaction mechanism’ for conflict prevention, that is, the euro-army, is seen as a basic tool within the framework
of EU strategy and ‘smart sanctions’ rather than ‘blind sanctions’ are advocated. Without making any reference to the
criminal consequences for the people of Iraq of the embargo to which the EU made a decisive contribution, it proposes in
an excess of indifference that embargoes be imposed on other countries, using existing offences against human dignity as a
pretext.

Despite busying itself with absolutely everything, the report does not conceal its preferences or selectiveness. For example,
although it is directly critical of the Socialist government of Cuba for repressing ‘free’ journalism, it is particularly polite
and cautious in the case of Turkey and Ukraine, even though it is a well-known fact that dozens of journalists are in prison
in Turkey and that a journalist was murdered during the last round of elections in Ukraine.

Finally, the report's extended reference to Turkey does not contain a single word on the continuing hunger strike in
Turkish jails or on the victims of Turkey's intransigence.

That is why the MEPs of the Communist Party of Greece voted against the report.

4-114
President. — That concludes voting time.

(The sitting was suspended at 2.05 p.m. and resumed at 3 p.m.)

4-115
IN THE CHAIR: INGO FRIEDRICH
Vice-President
4-116
Topical and urgent subjects of major importance
4-117

President. — The next item is the debate on topical, urgent and important questions.
4-118

Death penalty in the world

4-119
President. — The next item is the joint debate on the following motions for resolutions:
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- B5-0486/2001 by Mr Méndez de Vigo and others, on behalf of the Group of the European People's Party (Christian
Democrats) and European Democrats;

- B5-0497/2001 by Mr van den Berg and others, on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists;

- B5-0504/2001 by Mrs Malmstrom and Mr Rutelli, on behalf of the Group of the European Liberal Democrat and Reform
Party;

- B5-0484/2001 by Mrs Frassoni and others, on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance;

- B5-0512/2001 by Mr Manisco and others, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United Left/Nordic Green
Left;

- B5-0527/2001 by Mr Dupuis and others, on behalf of the Technical Group of Independent Members

on the death penalty in the world and on the introduction of a ‘European Day against Capital Punishment’.

4-120
Frassoni (Verts/ALE). — (IT) Mr President, it would appear that, considering that there are very few subjects on which the
entire European Union is united and the abolition of the death penalty is one of them, we must, first and foremost,
welcome and take pride in the initiative taken by Parliament and the Council of Europe together to hold the Congress on
the death penalty, which took place on 22 June. Secondly, we must make it clear that it is time to move on to the next
stage, which is to prepare for the General Assembly of the United Nations and the possibility of adopting a resolution on a
moratorium on executions. I feel that this must be our task in the coming months and I hope that the Belgian Presidency
will live up to the commitment it made yesterday before this House and support us.

4-121

Méndez de Vigo (PPE-DE). — (ES) Mr President, Mrs Frassoni is right when she says that today we are united on this
matter, but twenty years ago we certainly were not. We have therefore made progress. Today the European Union is united
against the death penalty, and this is reflected in the European Union’s Charter of Fundamental Rights in Article 2, where
it mentions the right to life. I recall that, when we were discussing this Charter, many in the Convention used to say to us:
‘It is inconsistent to say that this Charter is directed to the institutions of the Union,” and you, Mr President, will no doubt
remember this, ‘and at the same time demand the abolition of the death penalty, when the European Union cannot
condemn anybody to death.’

It is true: there was an inconsistency there. We accepted it, however, because we believed that the Charter had to embody
the values and principles that underpin the construction of Europe. I must also tell you that recently, Mr President, when I
was on a flight here, I was reading the news that the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs had said that the Constitution of
that country would have to be rewritten because, in order to join the European Union, it was necessary to abolish the death
penalty, as laid down in the Charter of Fundamental Rights. I remembered the title of that Oscar-winning film, ‘Life is
Beautiful’, and realised that our work does occasionally bear fruit.

Therefore, Mr President, I believe not only that we Europeans should proclaim our desire that the death penalty should be
abolished, but that we have a right and a duty to interfere in the affairs of other countries so that they do the same. For that
reason, complying with a resolution of a conference held two weeks ago in Strasbourg, we have asked in this resolution —
which I am sure will gain the unanimous support of this House — for a special day against the death penalty to be set up: a
European day, which I hope will soon be a world day, since I believe there is room for hope. My good friend, Mrs Ana
Palacio, who reads everything that is published, has today given me the editorial from the Herald Tribune, in which a
Supreme Court judge, Mrs O’Connor, who has always been in favour of the death penalty, is today saying the opposite.

Mr President, I believe that, if intelligent people change their minds, we shall be able to win this battle throughout the
world.

4-122

Van den Berg (PSE). — (NL) Mr President, the death penalty is unethical because it is wrong to take someone else’s life.
Too often, innocent people are given the death penalty. The penalty is irrevocable, and a subsequent appeal, even if fresh
evidence is submitted, is no longer possible. The death penalty is downgrading and is in contravention of the universal
principle of justice.

Joaquin José Martinez was recently acquitted in the United States. He came to visit us here in Parliament after he had been
in prison for quite a few years. It became apparent that in his case, everything that could have gone wrong, did go wrong.
According to Amnesty International, at least 1 475 prisoners were executed and more than 3 000 death penalties given in
2000. China, Iran, Saudi-Arabia and the United States account for approximately 88% of those. The first world congress
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against the death penalty took place here in Strasbourg between 21 and 23 June: 87 countries in the world uphold the death
penalty, to which the under-aged and also mentally handicapped people often fall victim.

We very much regret the fact that countries which often boast a very high standard in terms of human rights still elect to
use this penalty, and execute — what often later appears — innocent people, while it is often clear from statistics — this is
especially pronounced in the US — that social and racial aspects play a major role.

We are also extremely concerned about the fact that the organs of those involved are subsequently offered for sale. I agree
with Mr Méndez de Vigo that a European day against the death penalty would be extremely useful.

Allow me to draw your attention to point 4 of the resolution which states that we urge the Belgian Presidency now to try to
organise another vote in the sitting of the General Assembly of the United Nations in September on a resolution to abolish
the death penalty. We hope that the Presidency, on behalf of all EU countries, will be able to count on sufficient support so
that this time the resolution can be adopted.

4-123

Malmstrom (ELDR). — (§V) Mr President, Commissioner, no one is unaware of the loathing felt in this house for the
death penalty, wherever it may occur. The European Parliament is continuing its long and dedicated battle against this
barbaric punishment, and we know that we have a good ally in Commissioner Patten. Commissioner, we really appreciate
your work in this area. Our joint fight has resulted in one applicant country after another abolishing the death penalty. This
requirement is irrevocable for membership of the European Community. It is high time that Turkey also abolished the
death penalty — without delay.

It can sometimes feel hopeless fighting against the death penalty when the world is the way it is. Mr Van den Berg has just
mentioned figures showing the worldwide situation. It is important to note that 90 per cent of all executions occur in only
four countries. The worst by far is China with over / 000 executions this year alone.

It is also deeply tragic to have to place the US on the same list as the dictatorships. Over and over again, we have appealed
to the American leaders to introduce a moratorium on the death penalty and to stop sentencing teenagers and the mentally
disabled to death. Just the suspicion that one single person has been falsely executed — and we know this has happened in
the US — should be sufficient reason to abolish the death penalty.

However, there is some light at the end of the tunnel. It is encouraging that there is a certain, albeit slow, shift in opinion in
the US. It is also the case that, during the 1990s, 30 countries abolished the death penalty. Here in Strasbourg, a successful
conference was held two weeks ago. Both the EU and the European Council will continue to fight tirelessly.

In order to further strengthen the fight against the death penalty and to ensure that this issue is always on the agenda, a year
ago in this House my colleague Mr Rutelli proposed a European day against the death penalty. We could hold this every
year until the death penalty is abolished everywhere. It is encouraging that this is also the view of this House, and I hope
that the Council and the Commission can work with the European Parliament to bring about such a day.

4-124
Manisco (GUE/NGL). — Mr President, I am going to be very brief. In the last five years, I have had the impression that
whenever we place this dramatic issue, this routine horror of the death penalty on the agenda, the House has been a kind of
debating society. Everybody expresses their condemnation and their righteous indignation, but when the moment comes to
decide what to do about the indifference, the apathy and the determination of some countries to insist on these barbaric
institutions, the mood changes because obviously money talks. Mercantile relations are very important for everybody, and
while it is good to denounce the sin, we need to identify the sinners.

That is why in this resolution that we are going to pass, I would like very much to add the names of the sinners. First of all,
the People's Republic of China. We have read yesterday and today what happened with the so-called ‘suicide’ of 15
women in a concentration camp.

We passed resolutions in this House two years ago about the trade in human organs transplanted from executed people.
Now we have to start thinking about, for instance, not voting enthusiastically for giving the Olympic Games to the People's
Republic of China without reservation. The same applies to the United States of America. That is why I am tabling two
amendments to our resolution.

4-125
Dupuis (TDI). — (FR) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, let me make one comment first of all. Our
resolution mentions 87 countries which still have the death penalty. I do not think that figure — which is provided by
Amnesty International — is accurate. There are actually 71 countries which continue to apply the death penalty, and I think
the difference is important given that there are 180 countries in the international community and that means the majority of
abolitionist countries is much bigger than Amnesty International’s figures suggest.
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Furthermore, I do not think we need to regard Amnesty International either as a bible for a whole series of issues, or
indeed as a representative of civil society, which is not at all the case. It is an association which does a certain job and
which, in my opinion, also deserves a critical look from us from time to time, if not more frequently.

Secondly — as Monica Frassoni said, along with Mr van den Berg and Mr Manisco — I think the problem is to come to the
United Nations Assembly General with a resolution on the moratorium. The problem is not to abolish death. I think there
are sometimes temptations in that direction. Our problem is to abolish the death penalty because we believe there is a way
to render justice without recourse to it. The problem therefore consists of obtaining a moratorium, an entirely secular
initiative, designed to lead other governments to consider the arguments against the death penalty and conclude, in a wise,
secular way, that it is no longer necessary. Consequently I believe our work over the next few weeks will be important to
enable the Belgian Presidency to present a resolution on a moratorium in New York.

4-126

Sauquillo Pérez del Arco (PSE). — (ES) Mr President, we in the European Union must support any action leading to the
abolition of the death penalty. The abolitionists, who have met in Strasbourg at the first world conference against the death
penalty, can count — and know they can count — on our full and active support.

A European day against the death penalty — as Mr Méndez de Vigo was saying, and I agree with him — is a good idea, but
it is not enough. We must also encourage the Community institutions and the European Union Member States to take our
belief to its ultimate consequences — our belief, which without any doubt is reflected in all our legal systems, that the death
penalty is against the law and is just as bad as other historical monstrosities, such as slavery. The European Union should,
therefore, as we request in the resolution, consider the abolition of the death penalty to be an essential aspect of its
relations with third countries, and consequently this should be reflected in the conclusions of international agreements, aid
programmes and trade relations.

Since Mr Van den Berg has already done so, I do not wish to mention such aberrations as the execution of minors or the
physically disabled, nor to talk about cases of innocent people condemned to death. I shall not go into the figures, either —
because what Mr Dupuis has just said is true — and in any case I think they are irrelevant: a single case is itself a
monstrosity. The abolition of the death penalty is an elementary principle in the state of civilisation in which we now find
ourselves, and nobody should be deprived of their life by a court sentence. I therefore support both this resolution and the
European day against the death penalty, but I believe we still have to go a little further in all our work to achieve the
abolition of the death penalty.

4-127
Sylla (GUE/NGL). — (FR) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I too would like to salute the initiators of the first World
Congress against the Death Penalty, which I consider the crowning achievement of abolitionists the world over. Very
important work was accomplished during those three days and I also salute the personal commitment of our President who,
with her counterpart from the Council of Europe, called on the governments to establish a world moratorium on
executions. That moratorium was signed by the 40 countries present, here, in this very Chamber.

Fighting for the abolition of the death penalty — as has been said here — means fighting to strengthen human dignity and
extend human rights. I think the European Union is doing that and it must continue its efforts, but I also think it is
sometimes important, in an assembly like the United Nations, to put one’s own house in order first. By that I mean that
countries like Turkey, Russia and Armenia, members of the Council of Europe and applicants to join the European Union,
must eliminate the death penalty from their respective criminal codes. That, in my opinion, is a sine qua non of whether or
not they become members and a guarantee that this fundamental principle of human rights is respected within the
European Union.

Then, as Robert Badinter has underlined, the debate has moved forward enormously. One hundred countries have already
abolished the death penalty. Even in the United States, where 80% of people were in favour of the death penalty five or six
years ago, that figure is down to 66% today. That means that the struggle is making progress, and so much the better.

However, that has not prevented the existence of another highly symbolic case in the battle against the death penalty: the
case of Moumia Abou Jamal. From amongst the 3 700 people who are still on death row in the United States, Moumia
Abou Jamal stands out as a symbol because he is in prison and on death row for being black, and in that respect his case
reminds me a little of the struggle of Nelson Mandela. He is in prison for being an intellectual writer, and in that he
reminds me a little of Solzhenitsyn, and because he dared to write at a time when no one was writing against the atrocities
of the Philadelphia police. And finally he was a militant, an activist as they say in English.

He now finds himself on death row for these three reasons and I think it would be a marvellous signal if a country like the
United States, which claims to be the greatest democracy in the world, were to abolish the death penalty and free Moumia
Abou Jamal. Imagine the weight that would carry for countries like China and the other countries that continue this
barbaric practice!
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I am counting massively on the Belgian Presidency to move this idea forward with the full support of all of us here.

4128
Uca (GUE/NGL). — (DE) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, every Member State has undertaken to abide by the general
declaration on human rights and hence to oppose capital punishment. The death penalty violates the right to life and is
degrading. According to Amnesty International, 1457 people were executed in 2000, of which 85 were executed in the
USA, 1000 in China, 75 in Iran and 123 in Saudi Arabia. In Iran last week, a woman was condemned to death by stoning
for adultery. It puts one in mind of the Middle Ages. This cruelty outrages and horrifies me. No death sentences have been
carried out in Turkey since 1984, it is true, but people are still condemned to death. This is unacceptable, especially in a
country which aspires to become a member of the EU. Turkey must abolish the death penalty before it can be accepted in
the European Union. Every time a death penalty is carried out, there is a possibility that an innocent person has been
executed. Such cases have occurred in the past.

I am particularly concerned about the current debate in Russia on the restoration of the death penalty. Five years after the
last execution, more and more people are calling for the death penalty to be reintroduced for terrorists and drug dealers. I
should like to remind Russia that it undertook to abolish the death penalty when it joined the Council of Europe five years
ago. Armenia and Turkey must also honour this commitment as members of the Council of Europe. The first world
congress against capital punishment was held in Strasbourg in June. I welcome events such as this, which endeavour to
find ways of abolishing the death penalty. I consider the death penalty to be a barbaric institution. It is cruel and inhumane.
I condemn all 87 countries which still have the death penalty and call on those responsible to abolish it.

(Applause)

4-129

Gonzilez Alvarez (GUE/NGL). — (ES) Mr President, I think we also have to thank Mrs Fontaine. In the Spanish press we
have read an article which, I believe, is a good reflection of the feelings of this Parliament against the death penalty. I do
not know if it has appeared in the press in other countries in Europe.

Secondly, I should like to recall here, Mr President, that on the other two occasions on which I spoke against the death
penalty I talked about a Spaniard who was on death row in the United States, Joaquin José Martinez. I had the chance to
talk to him and his parents last week, and among other chilling details that they told me was the 100 million pesetas that
they had to raise to have their son released. This is a common situation for minorities in the United States.

I confess that I never thought he could be released, and I am delighted to have seen him here alive. The death penalty in
my view is barbaric, Mr President. Eighty-eight per cent of these death penalties are concentrated in four countries, and so
Europe must talk to these countries to get them to stop murdering each other legally. Our presence in the United Nations
should also be used, as it always has been, to come out against the death penalty.

4-130

Patten, Commission. — 1 very much welcome the fact that all the European Union institutions are united in working
towards the abolition of the death penalty and am pleased that once again the European Parliament is in the forefront of
these efforts.

As the House knows, both the Council and the Commission have made abolition a priority. The Council is pursuing
implementation of the European Union guidelines where the death penalty still exists. The European Union calls for its use
to be progressively restricted and insists that it be carried out according to minimum standards.

The European Union also presses, where relevant, for moratoria to be introduced. It might just be helpful if I set out in
detail the guidelines of our policy towards third countries on the death penalty. Those guidelines stipulate that the subject
should be mentioned, if appropriate, during political dialogue with those countries. It was mentioned, for example, in our
recent meetings with the United States.

The guidelines stipulate that démarches should be made when there is a threat that the death penalty will be restored or that
an official or de facto moratorium will cease. The guidelines make it clear that supportive démarches or public statements
should be made when a country takes steps towards abolition. We indicate, in the guidelines, that individual démarches
should be made when it seems that minimum standards in this area are being violated. For example: when there is a lack of
legal safeguards; when the death penalty is to be applied to those who were minors when the offence was committed; to
pregnant women or to the mother of a young child or to the mentally ill and the application of the death penalty for non-
violent crimes or offences such as crimes of opinion and conscience and financial crimes.

In the recently adopted communication on human rights and democratisation, the Commission identified the campaign for
the abolition of the death penalty as one of the four priorities that we would pursue over coming years under the European
initiative for democracy and human rights. We have already funded a number of projects in this area by mobilising public
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opinion worldwide against capital punishment. We hope to consign the death penalty to the history books as a form of
punishment which has no place in the modern world. To take an example, and I follow what an honourable Member said a
moment or two ago, I find it almost impossible to believe that I am reading a newspaper published in 2001 when I read
reports that women in Iran are once again being sentenced to death by stoning.

I agree with honourable Members that the first World Congress to abolish the death penalty in Strasbourg on 21 and 22
June 2001 was a very important gathering. While I was not able to attend in person, the Commission services represented
me and delivered an address. I understand that the presence of those individuals who came to the Congress to testify about
the years they had spent awaiting execution before being declared innocent was particularly moving and particularly
valuable. Also, I believe that the Congress proved useful in highlighting both the difficult problems related to the abolition
of the death penalty and in gathering suggestions of a number of innovative policy strategies, in particular, from the
American participants. It was interesting to hear the honourable Member's remarks about recent converts on this issue.

I also take this opportunity to thank the President for her initiative to invite a number of presidents of parliaments as well
as the Congress participants to attend the solemn appeal that took place in the European Parliament in Strasbourg on 22
June last. This was an important part of the Congress highlighting the important role of parliaments in eliminating the
death penalty. The Strasbourg appeal that was adopted at this event will serve as an important reference document for our
continued efforts to abolish the death penalty. I am sure that as long as it is required, this Parliament along with the other
European institutions, will continue to give this issue the priority and the importance which it deserves.

(Applause)

4-131
President. — Thank you, Commissioner.

The debate is closed.

The vote will take place at 6.30 p.m.

4-132

Beijing's application to host the 2008 Olympic Games

4-133
President. — The next item is the joint debate on the following motions for resolutions:

- B5-0487/2001 by Mr Thomas Mann and Mrs Maij-Weggen, on behalf of the Group of the European People's Party
(Christian Democrats) and European Democrats;

- B5-0498/2001 by Mr van den Berg, on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists;

- B5-0505/2001 by Mrs Malmstrom and others, on behalf of the Group of the European Liberal Democrat and Reform
Party;

- B5-0524/2001 by Mrs Frassoni and Mr Wuori, on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance;
- B5-0525/2001 by Mr Dupuis and others, on behalf of the Technical Group of Independent Members

on Beijing's application to host the 2008 Olympic Games.

4-134

Mann, Thomas (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen. Mr Patten, you are well acquainted with this
region. Next week the IOC will decide which country is to host the 2008 Olympic Games. The People's Republic of China,
which is currently seeking political recognition on all fronts, would appear to be the most likely candidate. Anyone who
thinks that Beijing does not stand a chance after failing in its bid in 2000 and 2004, has not thought hard enough.

Politics in China have nothing in common with the spirit of the Olympic Games. Human rights are trampled underfoot and
freedom of expression and the freedom to demonstrate are countered with aggression. Tibet has been occupied for over 50
years. Minorities such as the Uighurs and Mongolians are prevented from exercising their rights and are losing their
cultural identity. Fair hearings are denied. The death penalty, which we have just debated, is handed out and is often
carried out in public as a deterrent.

Sport cannot be divorced from politics. Berlin in 1936 showed how the rally of the Jugend der Welt, with 100,000
spectators and a million people sitting in front of their radios and televisions, was subverted to the cause of propaganda.
The people's joy was genuine, the organisation was perfect, but this positive image was hijacked by the nazi regime in



05/07/2001 39

order to win recognition for the dictatorship. The reaction to the boycott of the 1980 Olympic Games in Moscow following
the march of the Red Army on Afghanistan varied widely — and rightly so. There was one common understanding,
however. Whenever international law is violated, it cannot just be business as usual.

In the case of China, our complaint in the PPE-DE Group is that for decades they have been destroying forests, polluting
rivers and failing to control emissions to the point at which the whole ecosystem is on the brink of collapse. Animal rights
protestors are rightly horrified by the level of cruelty, which hardly anyone has been able to gauge fully. Seven thousand
bears are locked in harrowingly narrow cages in China and gall is constantly extracted from them, while they are still alive,
in order to manufacture cosmetics and medicines. For that there can be no excuse.

There are therefore a plethora of arguments as to why China should not host the Olympic Games. Does anyone in this
House really believe that anything will change in the next seven years? The People's Republic of China is free to make a
new bid and it will be a worthy host of the Olympic Games if it puts the right conditions in place, by ending human rights
violations and paving the way for democracy and the rule of law. Only once China has become a member of our
community of values can the IOC say yes to such a bid next week or in the future in good conscience.

(Applause)

4-135

Van den Berg (PSE). — (NL) Mr President, it is about twelve years ago that on Tienanmen Square, the student protest and
the call for democracy was quashed in a bloody fashion. During that time, Commissioner Patten was very active in Hong
Kong in another role, and well known for his commitment to human rights. One could claim that ever since that period, in
fact, the conservative trend in China has dominated, to the detriment of reformers, and that China is, in fact, still looking
for a way out of the impasse in which it eventually ended up. Historically speaking, one could say that those two trends are
still present, of course, but over the past couple of years, a decision has been made to occupy the political centre very
firmly via a central role of the Communist Party — a very classical, old-fashioned role, in fact — and to open up the
economy in a powerful manner. This creates enormous tension between the two trends, of course, which leads to enormous
inequality in the country. It is clear that China cannot continue in this vein.

In my opinion, and my group shares that view, we need a dual strategy: one of commitment, cooperation, talks and
political involvement, for ultimately, they will need to take fresh steps at that Congress in 2002, which for them is a
stepping stone towards a new generation. They too will eventually need to adopt a different position in such a huge world
nation which has the pretension of occupying a place on the world stage of the future and of playing a role there as well. In
the spirit of the Olympic Games, however, and given our position and values in Europe in terms of human rights, we
cannot possibly support China’s application today. That is why we, as a group, are also critical of China and support the
criticism levelled at China. I believe that commitment also means talking in clear and open terms. That is why we are here:
to talk openly. That is why our group supports this resolution. China is not the kingdom of darkness, but in terms of human
rights, a great deal needs to be done before that country can qualify for the application to host the Olympic Games.

4-136

President. — As Commissioner Patten is constantly being described as Chinese, I think it is high time to point out that he
was governor of Hong Kong at the time. Perhaps not everyone knows that, especially our guests. I point this out so that
they can understand the connections.

4-137

Malmstrom (ELDR). — (SV) Mr President, on Friday next week there is a vote on who will be hosting the 2008 Olympic
Games. The Olympic Games are an opportunity for men and women from all around the world to come together to
compete on equal terms, in a spirit of peace and cooperation between nations. That is the theory, despite the fact that a
large number of participating countries are brutal dictatorships which hold both democracy and human rights in contempt.
The Olympic Committee has a responsibility to promote the values which lie behind the Olympic Games. We in the ELDR
Group have demanded that the International Olympic Committee set up guidelines for the countries which are to organise
the Olympic Games, guidelines which include respect for human rights and democratic principles.

One of the hottest tips for the Olympic Games is Beijing. Beijing is the capital of one of the world’s most hardline
dictatorships. Persecution of those with opposing views, torture, censorship of the media and the Internet and more
executions than all other countries put together are just a few examples of the way the Chinese regime tries to keep its
population in check. The occupation of Tibet and the oppression of its people continue, and religious minorities are not
allowed to practise their religion. For two years, there has been a systematic persecution of followers of the Falun Gong
movement, with tens of thousands of followers being arrested and tortured, in some cases to death. In recent days, 15
women in a Chinese labour camp were tortured to death, with the authorities saying that it was suicide.

Those who want Beijing to host the Olympic Games say that sport and politics should not be mixed. However, that is
exactly what the Chinese regime will do. If Beijing were to host the Olympic Games, the propaganda value for the Chinese
regime would be enormous, and it would reduce the pressure on the country to change its policy.
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In a report on Beijing’s candidature for the Olympic Games, the International Olympic Committee writes the following:
“The overall presence of strong governmental control and support is healthy and should improve operational efficiency of
the Games organisation.” Calling the oppression ‘healthy’ is hair-raising.

Human rights activists of all kinds are united in their demand not to let China organise the Olympic Games. A decision in
favour of the Olympic Games in China is a breach of the whole Olympic ethos. The ELDR Group would therefore like to
appeal to all members of the International Olympic Committee to vote against Beijing on Friday.

4-138

Frassoni (Verts/ALE). — (IT) Mr President, the Olympics are an event which celebrate man's beauty, which remind us of
all that is most noble in the human character. If we accept China's application to host the Olympic Games today, it would
be like gilding the executions, the persecution of all political dissidents, the material and environmental destruction and the
deportations which take place in China with the fine colours of the Olympic rings and all the flags. The result would
certainly not be a reduction in these incidents; quite the contrary: it is more likely that the show of indifference on the part
of the international community would encourage them. This does not, of course, mean that we are happy with this
situation. We hope that the day will come when we will have the chance to be pleased, or rather to be enthusiastic about
celebrating the Olympic Games in China, but that day has not yet come; it is still a long way in the future and we must be
consistent in our actions. Considering what my colleagues have said I feel that I can stop here, for this is another of those
issues on which the whole of Parliament is in agreement. I hope that our opinion will carry some weight.

4-139
Dupuis (TDI). — (FR) Mr President, our resolution starts by quoting the Olympic Charter, which states that Olympianism
has as a goal ‘to place sport at the service of the harmonious development of humankind, with the object of creating a
peaceful society’. Lucio Manisco reminded us just now of the traffic in organs, and I remember we had to fight very hard
in this Parliament to get that resolution through. We were literally taken for madmen, for people who were inventing
things. Today, the direct evidence of doctors who participated in the operations is in all the papers, and nobody can deny
the evidence any longer.

Nor can anybody deny the evidence of the executions, obviously, or the semantic changes: China now conjugates the verb
‘to commit suicide’ as a transitive verb. Fifteen girls have committed suicide in the last few days in China, and hundreds of
Falun Gong militants have committed suicide in the last few weeks and months. Nothing has changed in Tibet, and for the
information of everyone hoping the year 2002 will see a new leadership in China, the favourite to succeed is none other
than the former Chinese governor of Tibet, notorious for his policies of destruction and systematic incarceration.

I was very pleased to hear what Mr van den Berg and Thomas Mann had to say, and I think there are more than enough
indications for it to be considered at least inappropriate, and I do say inappropriate, for the Olympic Games to be held in
Beijing. Obviously, we all hope that it will rapidly become appropriate, and not just appropriate, but welcome, to hold the
Olympic Games in Beijing, but there is still a long way to go, and I think, Commissioner Patten, that is also a result of this
policy of critical dialogue which is increasingly becoming a policy of active complicity with the Beijing regime.

4-140
Van den Bos (ELDR). — (NL) Mr President, if the huge sports festival of the Olympic Games is to be celebrated
somewhere, then there has to be a cause for celebration. That is not the case in China. The human rights situation has not
improved since the start of the political dialogue with the European Union. Quite the contrary, in fact. The regime’s
repression of political opponents carries on undiminished. Dissidents often disappear behind bars for a ridiculously long
period of time. On a large scale, offenders are given the death penalty after a very brief trial.

The Chinese leaders are extremely frightened of the peaceful, religious movement, Falun Gong. Followers of this
movement are arrested, tortured, admitted to psychiatric hospitals or executed at random. Recently, another 15 women
were tortured to death in a labour camp. Tibet is being systematically stripped of its own character.

The environmental and animal welfare situation is atrocious. It is extremely naive to assume that large, international sports
events and politics can be kept separate. The history of the modern Olympic Games shows very clearly how the sports
festival can be used to enhance the glory of a political regime. The global media attention will only exacerbate this
potential. Especially states which could do with a complete make-over of their international reputation will seize the
opportunity of setting a new Olympic record in exploiting this event politically.

The Chinese population will derive little pleasure from the Games. The Games cost approximately USD 20 billion, and
part of Beijing will need to be flattened and the inhabitants driven out of the city.

Economic ties between China and the world will also mean that liberal values and standards could enter the country. That
is why there is hope. More welfare will ultimately lead to more political freedom. The Chinese are a patient people. In
order to organise the Games, they have to practice patience and ensure that China has something to celebrate.
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4-141
Ribeiro e Castro (UEN). — (PT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I am going to disagree with the majority in the
House. I could accept most of the points made by Thomas Mann and others. I have voted and shall continue to vote in
favour of all the resolutions tabled here on issues of human rights, religious persecution or on the Tibetan situation in
China. I feel, however, that this resolution is on the wrong track, because I am convinced that choosing Beijing as the
venue for the Olympic Games will serve to support the reformist forces and that holding the Olympic Games could be a
catalyst for major change. I feel certain of this. No one can accuse me of complicity and I shall continue to defend human
rights in this House. I am certainly not a propagandist for the Chinese government. It would be a mistake to isolate China
and we must continue to level criticism at China in this House and in the appropriate international forums. We cannot
isolate a nation-state of 1.3 billion people. I was against Chinese isolationism decades ago, when even the Chinese
authorities wanted it and I am also against us attempting such a move. Incidentally, the Cuban situation is a telling
example of what can happen: the United States have maintained a stubborn embargo against Cuba for years. They have
achieved nothing and we see that the North American embargo is actually proving to be the main political prop shoring up
Fidel Castro’s dictatorship in Cuba. This is, therefore, the reason for my vote and the reason why my group does not
support this resolution, because we feel that it is the wrong way to support progress on reform in China.

4-142
Patten, Commission. — The decision on which country will stage the 2008 Olympics will be decided by the International
Olympic Committee when it meets in Moscow on 13 July. I have some knowledge of the way the International Olympic
Committee does its work. I appeared in front of it in 1990 in support of the magnificent bid by Manchester to host the
Olympic games. It was one of the examples in my life of tilting at windmills, but I know a little about how the IOC works.
The European Union, as a whole and the Commission do not take a position on whether the games should be held in China
or elsewhere. The decision is one for the International Olympic Committee, though I understand why honourable Members
have such strong views on the subject.

I do not have to explain to Parliament that I share the concerns which have been expressed about the human rights
situation in China — and I will return to that in a moment. Just as I have always been doubtful about mixing the pursuit of
trade objectives and the pursuit of human rights objectives, however, so I have doubts about mixing up sport and human
rights. My worry on both scores is that very often you do not achieve your objective, you simply muddle your objectives.
When I was the Governor of Hong Kong, much involved in the debate and the argument about human rights and
democratisation, I still every year went to Washington to plead for China to have most-favoured-nation status and I
certainly did not criticise the earlier bid by China to host the Olympic games.

I concede that at the margins, it can be helpful occasionally to take measures in regard to sport. For example, one could not
argue that taking those measures in relation to South Africa during the years of apartheid was anything other than helpful,
largely because of the emphasis which the white community in South Africa placed on sporting links.

If you take the issue of the Olympics, while I accept that there are some horrendous examples of the Olympic spirit being
abused — and one speaker mentioned the 1936 Olympics in which my late father-in-law ran — one should also take account
of the Olympic Games in Seoul. You would not find many democrats in Seoul who argued that holding the Olympic
Games there had set back the pursuit of democracy and human rights, rather the reverse, so the argument is perhaps a little
more complex than some honourable Members suggested. While these are matters of rather subjective judgment, when I
argue this case, I am not doing so out of — to borrow a phrase from the honourable Member — supine complicity. I am
doing so out of moderate, but not complete, conviction.

If Beijing is selected to host the games, it will require certainly both welcome and necessary steps on the part of the
Chinese authorities if they are to have any chance at all of matching the outstanding performance as host, of Sydney last
year. For example, it would be inconceivable that a country hosting the Olympics would or could prevent both its citizens
and its visitors from having access to the news on the Internet about the games themselves. On a visit I paid to China a few
weeks ago, an extremely interesting visit, it was curious that both the BBC and CNN Website were inaccessible. I do not
think that would be possible at the time of an Olympic Games.

I have spoken on many occasions to this Parliament about the European Union/China human rights dialogue. I accept what
the honourable Member said, that we have to be very careful that the dialogue actually produces some progress and it does
not turn into, as he said, an act of complicity with the abuse of human rights. Our dialogue with China is undoubtedly the
most complex and multi-faceted dialogue on human rights which we have with any country, as befits discussions with a
country in which so many abuses continue, alas, to occur.

The European Union is constantly seeking to work with China to make it more effective and to have more tangible impact
on the human rights situation on the ground. We are encouraging and supporting China in early ratification and
implementation of the UN covenants and we continue to urge cooperation with the UN High Commissioner for human
rights. We welcome the Memorandum of Understanding, which China has signed with Mary Robinson, but we hope that
they will now implement it.
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Within this dialogue, we will continue to press for action in the areas of most concern to us, such as the repression of
political dissidents, the suppression of religious freedom, the appalling and excessive use of the death penalty under the
strike-hard campaign, the treatment of ethnic minorities, including those in Tibet, and the arbitrary detention conditions. I
also raised during my last visit to China, the reports of torture and ill-treatment of the followers of the Falun Gong
movement and there are other issues which we must address. There is increasing concern about the abuse of psychiatry in
dealing with dissidents and members of religious groups in China.

I commend to the House's attention an article written recently in the Asian Wall Street Journal, which summarised the
academic research of Robin Monroe, a very distinguished China-watcher, the author of probably the best book on
Tiananmen, Black Hands of Beijing. I recommend it to the House.

I share Parliament's concerns for the environment in Beijing and in China more widely and for the effects which
preparation for the games could have on the city. During my visit in May, I met some of the handful of genuine Chinese
non-governmental organisations working on environmental issues. | was left with the strong impression that China will
find it impossible to meet the objectives it has set itself for environmental protection without the assistance of a civil
society, which has mobilised itself voluntarily. A relaxation of the rules governing the establishment and operation of
genuine grassroots NGOs is essential, so as to harness the energy and commitment of a population of over a billion. The
same is true for any country or city which hosts the Olympic Games.

Sydney's success derived from the whole-hearted commitment of its citizens to hosting the games and making them a
success in the eyes of the world. Any country which hosts the Olympic Games will have a problem if it does not enlist the
support of its citizens. I do not believe that I am being naive. I know the appalling problems that exist, but it seems to me
at the very least inconceivable that any country like China, although there is no country really like China, but any country
with the sort of authoritarian repressive government that China has, would find it impossible to host the Olympic Games
without that having a considerable impact on the development of civil society within that country.

(Applause)

4-143
President. — Thank you, Commissioner.

The debate is closed.

The vote will take place today at 6.30 p.m.

4-144

Human rights

4-145
President. — The next item is the joint debate on the following motions for resolutions:

Special session of the UN General Assembly on the Rights of the Child
- B5-0483/2001 by Mr Wuori and others, on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance;

- B5-0490/2001 by Mr Van Hecke and others, on behalf of the Group of the European People’s Party (Christian
Democrats) and European Democrats;

- B5-0495/2001 by Mr Collins and others, on behalf of the Union for Europe of the Nations Group;
- B5-0496/2001 by Mr van den Berg on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists;
- B5-0506/2001 by Ms Thors and others, on behalf of the Group of European Liberal, Democrat and Reform Party;

- B5-0513/2001 by Mrs Boudjenah and others, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United Left — Nordic
Green Left;

Religious Freedom in Vietnam
- B5-0482/2001 by Mr Belder on behalf of the Group for a Europe of Democracies and Diversities;

- B5-0488/2001 by Mr Nassauer and others, on behalf of the Group of the European People’s Party (Christian
Democrats) and European Democrats;
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B5-0499/2001 by Mr van den Berg on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists;
- B5-0507/2001 by Mr Maaten on behalf of the Group of the European Liberal, Democrat and Reform Party;
- B5-0521/2001 by Mrs McKenna and Mr Wuori on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance;

- B5-0514/2001 by Mr Sjostedt and others, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United Left — Nordic
Green Left;

- B5-0521/2001 by Mr Dupuis and others, on behalf of the Technical Group of Independent Members Group

South Africa

- B5-0489/2001 by Mrs Marques and Mrs Smet on behalf of the Group of the European People’s Party (Christian
Democrats) and European Democrats;

- B5-0500/2001 by Mr van den Berg on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists;

- B5-0509/2001 by Mr Andreasen and Mr van den Bos on behalf of the Group of the European Liberal, Democrat and
Reform Party;

- B5-0522/2001 by Mr Rod and others, on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance;

- B5-0515/2000 by Mr Miranda and others, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United Left — Nordic
Green Left;

- B5-0511/2001 by Mr Queiro and Mr Ribeiro e Castro on behalf of the Union for Europe of the Nations Group

Belarus

B5-0481/2001 by Mr Belder on behalf of the Group for a Europe of Democracies and Diversities

- B5-0491/2001 by Mr Sacrédeus and Mr Posselt on behalf of the Group of the Europe People’s Party (Christian
Democrats ) and European Democrats;

- B5-0501/2001 by Mr Wiersma on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists;

- B5-0508/2001 by Baroness Ludford and Mr Véyrynen on behalf of the Group of the European Liberal, Democrat and
Reform Party;

- B5-0523/2001 by Mrs Schroedter on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance;

B5-0516/2001 by Mr Seppanen on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United Left — Nordic Green Left;
Situation of Burundian refugees in Tanzania

- B5-0494 by Mr Ferrer on behalf of the Group of the European People’s Party (Christian Democrats) and European
Democrats.

4-146
MacCormick (Verts/ALE). — Mr President, I have great pleasure in commending the whole of this resolution to the
House. The recognition of the rights of children is of vital importance. I am glad to be able to say that 25 years ago I
published an article which, at least from a certain point of view, helped in pushing forward that case. I do not want to talk
about the whole motion for a resolution today, however. I want to talk about one particular problem which is dealt with in
the amendment by my group.

I am old enough to have children over the age of 25. I see visitors in our gallery who are about the age of 25. Like many
people I can just imagine what it would be like to have a child ripped from your hands at the age of 20 days and never to
see them again, be yourself in prison for five years under torture and cruel treatment, and then spend the rest of your life at
liberty trying to find your lost child.
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Sara Méndez from Uruguay was in this Parliament yesterday to press forward the case for recovering her child, or getting
information about her son Simon, who was ripped from her arms aged 20 days after her illegal capture in Buenos Aires in
1976. That is a dreadful thing to happen and we should add to this admirable motion for a resolution a clause calling upon
those who are in authority in Uruguay to recognise the evil of disappearances, to recognise their bounden duty to bring
children back to their parents and to end this scandal and disgrace. I hope we will carry the motion for a resolution and
make that point.

4-147

Hermange (PPE-DE). — (FR) Mr President, ten years after the first World Summit for Children, the UN has decided to
take stock. In September 2001, on the eve of the summit, our group is naturally tabling a resolution in witness of our
commitment, as we have always done.

I remember a time when it was difficult to mention the word children in this House. The Dutroux affair had to happen
before budget lines could be freed up and a certain number of resolutions passed for our children. We have therefore had
some successes. The latest is the reference to children in the Charter of Fundamental Rights, and some of us in this House,
notably under the leadership of Mary Banotti, have won a few battles.

It is therefore important to restate our commitment and determination on the eve of this summit, and we must also dedicate
ourselves even more firmly to the cause of children, not just in Europe, but throughout the world, because there are now
600 million children worldwide in families living on less than a dollar a day, facing the real evils of malnutrition, lack of
education and lack of health provision. We must mobilise against those evils.

To that end, our resolution proposes providing an institutional context to serve children. First, the various decisions we
take should be subject to assessment of their impact on policy on children and family policy, secondly, the Commission
should have a unit to deal with children’s issues and, thirdly, a special envoy should coordinate policies on children.

Finally, Mr President, we think it is important to be in a position to establish a European solidarity fund for the world’s
children.

4-148
Ribeiro e Castro (UEN). — (PT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, our group is pleased with this initiative and with the
broad consensus that we were able to achieve on the compromise resolution, in which we saw our main concern included,
as it was in our own draft resolution: a deep concern at the terrible situation seen in many armed conflicts and the cruel and
barbaric use of great numbers of children who are recruited as soldiers at a very tender age. Our censure of such behaviour
is clearly voiced in the resolution.

I am also, however, going to table some amendments, for which I would request the House’s support, since it seems the
resolution contains a loophole: there is no mention of the family and in any discussion of children, we must also consider
the family. When it comes to these resolutions, we always tend to be concerned about the most terrible situations of
suffering and neglect, as I said earlier, involving children used in armed conflict, etc. Generally, however, children live
within a family environment and a policy for children must inevitably also be a policy for the family, in accordance with
the principle of subsidiarity. As I am fond of saying, a world fit for children must also be a world fit for the family. I
should also like to say that I was moved by Mr MacCormick’s words and that we shall be supporting his amendment.
Yesterday, at the compromise meeting, doubts were expressed as to whether or not we should include a specific case, but
his words convinced me. They convinced me perhaps because in Portugal too, the issue of children disappearing and of the
terrible suffering endured by the families — and some cases in Portugal have been dragging on for years — is also an issue
which is of constant concern to us, given the impotence of the State and of police forces. These cases involve terrible,
heartrending pain, which is also worthy of comment by this House.

4-149
IN THE CHAIR: MR ONESTA
Vice-president

4-150

Van den Berg (PSE). — (NL) Mr President, this week — as other honourable Members have mentioned — Sara Mendez was
here in the European Parliament. It is sometimes good in a wide-ranging resolution and in a broad framework to zoom in
for a moment on something very concrete.

Someone who over 24 years after the event is still searching for her son Simon. The military in her country took life in
absolute freedom away from her, but they themselves still enjoy that freedom. I believe that it is right — and I appreciate
the fact that our President, Mrs Fontaine, also lent her support — that we should support her, because it makes something
clear about who these people are. Because if we eventually see the day when in the pandemonium of lawlessness the
international rule of law prevails, it will be because of such brave individuals who have persevered for so long. That is
why I hope that we, standing above the parties and quite apart from arguments with each other, will shortly support the
amendments made on that point.
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A second point on the optional protocol. I should like to ask the Commissioner something about this. So 29 countries have
signed up to it. That includes all fifteen European Member States. The protocol provides for children in armed conflicts to
be as it were kept out of the sphere of child exploitation and child soldiery. Only four countries have ratified it. At least ten
are required for it to come into force. So there is a great need on our part to say: exert pressure in the Council too, on the
various organisations in Europe and on the countries to get them to sign, so that we can achieve a success.

In conclusion I should like to say that I differ on one point from the honourable Members of the People’s Party. Not on the
content of their amendments on the family. I very much appreciate them. There is no disagreement between us on that.
However, in the context of the rights of the child we felt that the treatment of the subject deserves separate attention and as
such does not belong here. We shall not vote against. We shall abstain, because we have no substantive objections to the
texts you have submitted.

4-151
Beysen (ELDR). — (NL) Mr President, Commissioner, ladies and gentlemen, the expectations of the Belgian Presidency
are rightly high, and with regard to the enforcement of respect for human rights the Belgian Presidency can certainly play a
notable role. The same applies to the determining of a common EU position on the occasion of the extraordinary session
on children’s rights at the United Nations.

It would be generally appreciated if the Belgian Presidency were to succeed in getting the European Union to speak with
one voice. It can build on the efforts already made by the Swedish Presidency to decide on a common strategy.

As far as content is concerned there should be especial emphasis on the fact that as regards free access to education for all
children and guaranteed health care provision, binding agreements should be made.

The European Parliament should pay extra attention to the situation of children in the candidate-Member States,
specifically Bulgaria and Romania. For that matter it could be decisive if the European Parliament were to take the
initiative of inserting the dimension of the rights of the child into the rights of human beings in general. In addition I
should like to urge the EU in bilateral exchanges between European Member States and third countries to focus attention
systematically on the situation of children in the third countries. This approach will undoubtedly bear fruit if pursued
consistently.

4-152

Sylla (GUE/NGL). — (FR) Mr President, Commissioner, according to the International Labour Organisation, whether we
like it or not, we are indirectly responsible for the fate of 250 million children aged 5 to 14 years. They make carpets in
Nepal and luxury shoes in Thailand, they work in the coffee and cocoa plantations in Africa, and all for export, for us to
enjoy.

In Europe it takes more underhand forms: apprenticeships give rise to abuses of working time. Child models are used. We
have child sports stars to entertain us as we watch television. On top of that are the things no one can tolerate: sexual abuse
which destroys whole lives, pornography and prostitution. I think our position should therefore be implacable. Forcing
children to work restricts their intellectual, physical and psychological development, so I do not think it is any good
continuing to have countries signing conventions to get rid of labels, knowing they are doing it as if they were buying a
pair of shoes.

The minimum to be demanded at the Conference in September is every child’s right to education, every child’s right to
leisure, and every child’s right to be informed of his or her rights. We must secure that, at least. If we do not do so, it will
effectively mean that children’s rights are like a pair of shoes. When they are dirty and full of holes, they end up in the bin.

4-153
Banotti (PPE-DE). — Mr President, Commissioner, first I would like to say how truly thrilled I was to hear that the
Belgian Presidency has made the issue of children's rights part of its presidency programme. I would like to congratulate
them warmly. We have great expectations of this presidency and we will be keeping a very steady eye on what is
happening and on progress.

I would also agree with Mrs Hermange who rightly pointed out that, up to very recently, children could not even be
mentioned in this House. We were constantly told they were not part of the competence of the Treaties and our concerns
for their welfare were beyond the reach of this Parliament. Happily now we can discuss them. As long as I have been here
in Parliament we have observed the awful dangers that many children in the world live in: a litany of miseries which are
listed in this resolution here today. Not too far from here children are still viewed as disposable objects for international
adoption, for example. We should hang our heads in shame that we have more legislation on the books of the European
Union relating to animal welfare than we have relating to the welfare of children. And lest anyone should attack me on
that, I would like to say that I support animal welfare legislation as well. But the situation is shameful.
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There has been a political push forward. You will see in this resolution that we call, for example, for a dedicated unit in the
Commission looking at children's rights, looking at legislation so that we can assess its impact on the children and also on
the lives of their families. It is with great pleasure that I commend this resolution to the House. I am happy to be one of the
sponsors of Sara Méndez and her lost child. Through my work in Parliament I too have experienced the fact that so many
children are deprived of the company and love of both their parents, very often due to selfishness and lack of
understanding about the particular needs of children.

4-154

Mann, Thomas (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child has so far been signed by
191 countries. The purpose of the special session of the United Nations in New York in September must be not just to get
this convention ratified but to ensure that all the countries then apply it. One fundamental element is the fight against child
labour. All too often children are seen as an investment to secure the survival of the family. The parents who, like their
children, never received an education, are by definition the people who are living in poverty and debt.

Children who are exposed from an early age to the harshest physical demands lose not just their innocence and identity,
they often lose their whole childhood. I have seen children who will not survive beyond the age of 14. According to
estimates by UNICEF, 200 000 children a year are sold in order to work on plantations in west and central Africa. Two
million children in the world, mainly girls, are being exploited by pimps. There is cause for hope, however. I have seen
positive examples on the ground in India and Nepal. The Rugmark Foundation is helping children whose parents work in
carpet factories to obtain educational qualifications. This NGO was founded jointly by German development aid
organisations and carpet manufacturers.

These rugs rightly carry a quality label stating that they have not been manufactured by children. In the meantime, 10% of
Indian exporters have successfully applied for a Rugmark licence. It is a first step in the right direction. It will only be
successful in the long run, however, if consumers change their attitude and demand these products.

Another example which gives cause for hope comes from Brazil. A pupil's wage has been introduced for 11 million
children from the poorest families. This special programme has been set up for ten years and children are being paid a total
of EUR 850 million a year to go to school. Examples such as the few which I have been able to cite should set a precedent
throughout the world, for the sake of the children.

(Applause)

4-155
Religious freedom in Vietnam

4-156

Belder (EDD). — (NL) Mr President, there is no freedom of religion in Vietnam. The resolution before us emphasises this
serious state of affairs, supporting freedom of religion for religious societies of Buddhists not recognised by the
Vietnamese government.

(The President cut the speaker off)

4-157
President. — Mr Belder, if you will excuse me, I think that Mr Patten wanted to speak about the previous order of business.

However, Mr Patten, strictly speaking you are down to speak at the end of the debate. Do you really wish to speak now?

4-158
Patten, Commission. — 1 would just like to say that it is a pleasure to listen to the debate and to take part in it, not least
since it was so ably moved by my friend Mr MacCormick.

It is an important debate as part of the preparatory process for the UN Special Session on Children. The Commission, in
coordination with Member States, firmly supports a rights-based approach founded on the Convention of the Rights of the
Child. Since 1992, for almost one decade now, all cooperation agreements between the European Union and third
countries have incorporated a clause defining human rights as an essential element of the agreement. This includes the
rights of the child and respect for the core labour standards as set out in the eight ILO fundamental conventions. The
Commission strongly supports efforts by the international community to eliminate child labour across the world. In this
regard, the Commission particularly supports the work of the ILO which adopted a convention in 1999 banning the worst
forms of child labour, some of which were referred to during the debate.

On 15 September 2000, the Commission underlined its support for the ILO's efforts against child labour by adopting a
recommendation to the Member States to ratify this new convention. While there is no specific Community competence in
children's matters, the European Commission recognises children as a particularly vulnerable group within the overarching
policy focus on poverty and vulnerability, and the concerns about children as well as about human rights and gender issues
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are an integral part of our development policy objective of poverty eradication, especially in social sectors such as
education and health.

Whereas there is no explicit focus on children in development cooperation, ECHO has made children a priority for our
humanitarian assistance this year. Promotion of the rights of the child is also a high priority for funding under the
European initiative for democracy and human rights where the promotion of the rights of the child was chosen as a priority
theme for funding under the budget this year.

As a complement to the European Union's intervention in international fora such as the UN, the Commission offers
substantial support to projects designed to address the plight of children affected by conflict, and there were several
references to that problem. Since the beginning of 2000, more than EUR 40 million have been spent on projects providing
assistance and protection to children affected by armed conflict. The Commission is therefore active in supporting
children's rights both at the political level and through practical initiatives. I am grateful for your indulgence, President, but
this seemed to me to be a sufficiently important subject on which to make those remarks.

(Applause)

4-159
President. — You were quite right, Mr Patten.

We shall now continue with religious freedom in Vietnam, and the presidency of this sitting would like to apologise
wholeheartedly for having to cut Mr Belder off. We shall now listen to Mr Belder, the author of the question, for two and a
half minutes with increased interest.

4-160
Belder (EDD). — (NL) Mr President, it was worth waiting a moment for the contribution of Commissioner Patten.

There is no freedom of religion in Vietnam. The resolution before us emphasises this serious state of affairs, supporting
freedom of religion for religious societies of Buddhists, Roman Catholics and Protestants not recognised by the
Vietnamese government. Societies of these three denominations that are recognised by the state are reminiscent of the
traditional Communist pattern: they are monitored by the Vietnamese authorities. A second proof that Vietnamese citizens
have no freedom of religion.

This unconstitutional situation issues directly from the nature of the country’s political constellation. Obviously the
Communist rulers of Vietnam are as terrified as ever of any free association and opinion. That applies even more if this
takes place on the basis of definite religious views. Even today the Vietnamese government indoctrinates its citizens with
pure antireligious ideas.

Within this general, restrictive social context the Protestants of the Central Highlands in the south of Vietnam occupy a
special place. They are exposed to double social discrimination, or worse still, persecution. As members of various ethnic
minorities they are literally the doormats of the ‘kinh’, the so-called true Vietnamese, who consider themselves superior.

In addition for the past 15 years a Vietnamese government-encouraged mass exodus of ‘kinh’ into the fertile lands of the
Central Highlands migration has simply amounted and amounts to common or garden theft of land. Those ‘Non-kinh’ and
‘backward’ Christians must simply accept this violation of their rights.

Vietnam wants to be a player in the international field. See its participation in the ASEM process. It is therefore perfectly
reasonable for the Council and the Commission should take Hanoi seriously to task about the desperate lack of freedom of
religion in its own country. I therefore emphatically call on them to do so. It is not good enough to embed freedom of
religion in the constitution and to practise the opposite. Surely the era of Stalin and his like must at last be over.

4-161

Posselt (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, for many people, Vietnam would appear to be a long way away. But here, for
example, sits Mr Mayer, who represents Lower Bavaria, one of the most upwardly mobile regions at the heart of Europe.
One might even say that Lower Bavaria borders on Vietnam, because if you go from Lower Bavaria across the Czech
border to Bohemia, you will see huge Vietnamese markets, with all that this implies in the border area. This shows how
many waves of refugees have left Vietnam for central Europe and Europe as a whole over the last thirty years and it shows
how small the world has become and how closely everything hangs together.

During the last plenary session, Mr Modrow of the Social Democrat Party spoke about the huge crimes committed in Asia
in the twentieth century by Germany, the USA and Japan. He apparently completely forgot, however, that the worst crimes
in Asia in the twentieth century were committed by Communists, namely the Khmer Rouge, namely Stalin and Lenin in
the east of the Soviet Union, in China and, last but not least, in Vietnam, where people were persecuted for decades after
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the horrific Vietnam War and still are persecuted. Vietnam is a Communist country in which religious freedom continues
to be trampled underfoot.

We are in favour of contacts with Vietnam and we are in favour of economic contact with south-cast Asia. We take the
view, however, that the only basis for economic collaboration is the rule of law and democracy. Neither the rule of law nor
democracy exist in Vietnam. We must give massive support to the process of reform in Vietnam, which is still in its
infancy, by saying quite categorically that freedom of religion and conscience, freedom for the Buddhists, Catholics and
Protestants who are brutally persecuted and imprisoned there, is our yardstick for collaboration with this country. Only
when religious freedom is granted and only when these standards are applied can Vietnam become a partner for us.

(Applause)

4-162

McKenna (Verts/ALE). — First of all, I would like to say that this is not anti-communism. It would be good if
communism could co-exist with religious beliefs, and people should have the right to express their religious beliefs if they
live in a communist country.

It is quite clear that in Vietnam that is not the situation. In the resolution, reference is made to two very old Buddhist
monks who spent two decades in detention under house arrest for their peaceful support for human rights, democracy and
religious freedom. This is completely unacceptable. The problem in Vietnam is also that domestic human rights
monitoring is not allowed, and that independent human rights monitors continue to be prevented from visiting the country.
We have to put pressure on Vietnam to release all prisoners who are being imprisoned or detained for peacefully
expressing their religious and political beliefs.

We should also ask the Vietnamese to stop harassment of prisoners and surveillance of prisoners who have actually been
released. Furthermore, they need to look at their criminal code sections on crimes against national security to ensure that
these laws cannot be applied against those merely exercising their right to freedom of expression, as well as at the
administrative detention directive which allows for the detaining of individuals for up to two years. This is completely
unacceptable.

One of the things I am disappointed with is that there was no reference to the recent decision of the Vietnam National
Assembly backing the concept of a dam in the northern province, which might become Southeast Asia's largest hydro-
power project, possibly involving the relocation of more than 100 000 people.

I wish that they would take into consideration the international aspects of this in relation to the immense social and
environmental problems that will be caused.

4-163
Dupuis (TDI). — (FR) I think, Mrs McKenna, that our friend Mr Posselt is referring to communist regimes rather than to
communists, which is somewhat different.

As some of you may know, I went on a short trip to Vietnam recently. | accompanied the Most Venerable Quang Do, the
number two in the Unified Buddhist Church, in order to enter Vietnam and take the patriarch back to Saigon, where he
could, at last, receive the necessary medical care.

The patriarch was imprisoned for 20 years. He was freed in 1997 and, despite being set free, he is still under
‘administrative’ detention and it is still impossible for him to travel freely and freely practice his religion. Our mission was
cut short because today, in the churches, in the Vietnamese pagodas, there are more police officers than monks. During the
day I spent in the pagoda, I myself saw two monks, I managed to see two monks and I saw at least ten police officers and
then, when everything happened, I saw more police officers who were obviously plain clothes men appear from the road.

I say all this to describe the situation in Vietnam, a situation which is not confined to Saigon. In dozens of other pagodas in
the country, monks took to the road to accompany the Most Venerable Quang Do but were stopped, very often by louts
who beat them up; in other cases, it was police officers who used force to take them back to their pagodas.

This is the reality of Vietnam today; it is the reality, once again, of a regime which describes itself as reforming but where
there are no reforms to be seen, and I believe that, in this respect, this resolution is important. It is also important because it
calls on our delegation for relations with the Member States of ASEAN, South-east Asia and the Republic of Korea to go
to Vietnam and make a clear assessment of the situation in the area of religious freedom.

I call on all our fellow Members to urge the Chair of the Delegation, Mr Nassauer, to make this trip in the next few days,
in the coming weeks and not in the coming months. This is urgent — the lives, freedom, at least a minimum of freedom for
these people are at stake.
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I would also like to ask the Commission and the Council to make representations to the Vietnamese authorities and remind
them that there are examples of former communist countries, such as Poland and Hungary, where the communist classes
understood the need to change. They still exist as political forces today. In other countries, these communist classes did not
understand and were swept aside. This is an important message which we must send to the Vietnamese authorities without
delay.

4-164

South Africa

4-165

Marques (PPE-DE). — (PT) Mr President, in the context of the long-suffering continent of Africa and, in particular, for
the whole subcontinent of southern Africa, the Republic of South Africa stands out as a crucial factor for political stability
and for development. Today, with even greater importance given the extremely serious crisis in which neighbouring
Zimbabwe has become entangled. The Republic of South Africa proves that there is a way forward for Africa, that there is
an alternative to poverty, to underdevelopment, to war, despotism, corruption and poor governance. We are, nevertheless,
familiar with the problems affecting the Republic of South Africa, such as the extremely high incidence of AIDS, the very
high level of unemployment, the poverty and the serious social inequalities, economic stagnation and the terrifying level of
violent crime. I must reiterate the genuinely tragic effects of violent crime suffered by the South African people,
particularly women, as well as the communities of immigrants from Europe.

The Republic of South Africa will not be able to overcome the enormous challenges it faces without the support and the
solidarity of the international community. We are pleased to note that the European Union is playing an important role in
this area, to the extent that is provides, together with its Member States, 70% of international aid. The European Union’s
cooperation with the Republic of South Africa has a projected budget for the period until 2006 of around PTE 180 billion,
that is around EUR 9.02 billion, to which we can add an equal amount of funding from the EIB, the main aims being to
combat poverty, to encourage economic and social development, to create jobs, to stimulate the private sector and to
consolidate democracy and the rule of law. It is nevertheless crucial that under this cooperation, new actions are planned
and that measures already in place that have a direct impact in terms of fighting crime are improved, such as measures for
providing the police with organisational and institutional support and support for the modernisation and improvement of
the judicial system. We hope that this ambitious cooperation programme, which must be implemented down to the very
last euro, will prove decisive in helping the Republic of South Africa to overcome the serious problems it faces.

4-166
Ribeiro e Castro (UEN). — (P7) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, at the beginning of the 1980s, almost all, if not all of
us, excitedly and emotionally watched South Africa’s transition unfold. We all remember the exemplary way in which
President Nelson Mandela led the process, and his choice was not accidental. South Africa’s transition was acknowledged
by the Nobel Peace Prize being awarded to the two presidents: the last president of the apartheid era and President Nelson
Mandela, that great African statesman. Recently, however, we have seen an increasingly critical situation, particularly with
regard to crime. This is a very serious issue, which is of great concern to the Portuguese citizens resident in that country. In
the last four years, 400 Portuguese citizens have been murdered, and this year alone, 14 Portuguese and therefore
European citizens have been killed, which is causing turmoil in the Portuguese community in South Africa and in Portugal.
The turmoil generated by these events often obstructs the matter from being debated calmly. The intervention of the
European Union can, therefore, be extremely useful in helping South Africa to address this problem, because the social
and economic crisis underlying crime, as well as the increase in crime are issues that are crucial to consolidating South
Africa’s progress on a path that has already impressed us. The alternative, which would be very sad, would ruin an
experiment that we all hope will succeed.

4-167
Sylla (GUE/NGL). — (FR) Mr President, Commissioner, it is often said that history repeats itself and, with regard to South
Africa, this seems to be happening. We all know what this country has been through. It has emerged from years of social
segregation and apartheid which have left permanent marks. Today, the crime and problems in this country are related,
above all, to the years of social deprivation and segregation it suffered.

Yet today this country is preparing to host the World Conference Against Racism. Today, Nelson Mandela is fighting anti-
white racism. Today, despite everything, this country has just won a decisive victory over the pharmaceutical industry
which had decided not to provide it with any medicines: in any case, the South African people does not have access to
tritherapy or AZT, medicines now capable of saving its population.

Now it is my turn to repeat myself and to say that I will keep repeating this here: abolish the third world debt, enable men
and women to live in dignity at last and assign this money to education and health, which are at the very basis of this
country’s resurgence — this is what is important. We have to stop beating about the bush and, at last, raise the real issues
after years of apartheid. Today, we have to fight social segregation, and the only way to do that is through the cancellation
of the debts of third world countries and those of, among others, South Africa.

4-168
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Schroedter (Verts/ALE). — (DE) Mr President, as previous speakers have already said, we are gradually losing all hope of
South Africa's becoming a stable factor in Africa. The tremendous impoverishment of large sections of the population,
which goes hand in glove with the massive spread of AIDS and with drug-dealing and racketeering, are real causes for
concern. Do we not realise that poverty and the need for survival are a crisis waiting to happen in Africa? This is where the
crisis prevention is needed that we have spoken of so frequently over recent weeks, this is where we need self-help
development programmes for the black population, health protection, support for preventive health care and, most
importantly, educational support, before it is too late. All this was discussed at length.

We also discussed something else, namely no arms exports to countries where poverty may disturb social peace.
Unfortunately, the Council has not honoured the promise made in the European Parliament. Sweden, together with
Germany, Great Britain and Italy, supplies arms to the value of 43 billion in local currency. All the intentions expressed
here, namely conflict prevention programmes without arms exports, have been forgotten by the Swedish government.

That is not all. The whole thing was set up by bribing the South African government. That shows that our code of conduct
for arms exports is still full of holes and that we still cannot use it as an instrument for real conflict prevention. We need to
work on this. We need clear criteria and transparent mechanisms so that this cannot happen again.

4-169

Martinez Martinez (PSE). — (ES) Mr President, the document we are about to adopt contains, in my opinion, points that
might seem contradictory. We reiterate our support for the government of South Africa but, at the same time, we ask it to
make greater efforts in a number of areas, such as improving the living standards of the black population, reducing
inequalities, creating employment, respecting minorities, fighting crime, and preventing and treating AIDS.

By putting pressure on the South African authorities in this way, we are on the one hand covering up the responsibility
which many of our countries and the so-called ‘western world’ should be assuming for the colossal injustice that the South
Africans had to start from in the democratic reconstruction of their society.

On the other hand, it seems that we are giving the message that those who are in power there are not doing everything they
can to put an end to the problems we are pointing out, and that conclusion would be another injustice on our part.

These are the priorities of the Pretoria government, and trying to overcome these problems is what makes that country an
acceptable model for the whole of southern Africa. I believe it is vital to emphasise that we understand the effort that
South Africa is making, often in a courageous and innovative manner, with significant victories such as the one it has just
gained in the matter of AIDS, for instance, against the great pharmaceutical industry.

Furthermore, however, 1 should like to remind you that I was the rapporteur last year when we debated the trade,
development and cooperation agreement with South Africa, and 1 do not remember from this debate that the European
Union was over-generous with our contribution to increasing the South African government’s ability to overcome all these
major challenges. Now we are the ones who are demanding that they should be more effective. Of course, we must remain
vigilant, but without forgetting the serious difficulties that South Africa is facing, and of course we must turn our concerns
into supportive cooperation to give the South Africans a better chance to achieve their objectives, which, moreover,
coincide with our own demands.

4-170
Lage (PSE). — (PT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, it is fashionable these days to be pessimistic about Africa,
sometimes on the basis of rash generalisations. In an ocean of instability, however, of never-ending wars and conflicts,
such as in the long-suffering Angola, one regional power could guarantee a degree of order and peace in southern Africa —
the Republic of South Africa. A real political miracle has taken place there, which is firmly ingrained in our minds: the
country moved from apartheid to democracy. South Africa made a peaceful choice for democracy and thereby put an end
to decades of racial oppression. Nevertheless, South Africa still faces serious problems that have been described here
today, from violent crime, into which the country is threatening to sink, and into which it could very well sink, to the
terrible disease of AIDS. The changes in South Africa have given rise to great hope, however. The wisdom and the
prestige of Nelson Mandela gave South Africa enormous authority in the world. His political successors now have great
responsibilities to history and to the heritage of values bequeathed to them by Nelson Mandela. South Africa can only be a
power that has a positive influence on the destinies of its region and of the world if it avoids sliding into racial or ethnic
conflict.

The immigrant communities are living in fear and anxiety. The Portuguese community, one of the largest and most
affected by the violence, has already been brave enough to demonstrate on the streets and demand protective measures. We
must support South Africa, Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, and help it, without adopting a paternalistic attitude, to
develop and to combat a lack of safety, conflict, violent death and murder. A drift towards violence would be a tragedy not
only for South Africa but also for Europe and for the whole world. Amongst the many resolutions adopted by this
Parliament, this is one of the most important and topical. The Portuguese and other European citizens living in South
Africa will then feel that Europe is not abandoning them to their fate and will keep the flame of hope alight. Most effective
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in achieving the remainder of what needs to be done, however, will be the diplomacy of the Commission and the Member
States. I would remind you of the words of the great French philosopher, Montaigne, who said: ‘Every man contains
within him the entire form of the human condition’. To a certain extent, it is the human condition that is at stake in that
great country.

4-171
Belarus

4-172
Belder (EDD). — (NL) Mr President, these are tense times for President Lukashenko. In just over two months’ time
presidential elections will be taking place in his country, White Russia. Not without reason the power-hungry White
Russian head of state is rather concerned about the outcome. For example, will the opposition succeed in uniting behind
one candidate? Will it, moreover, be able to develop a strategy for cooperation with the growing number of critics in the
Lukashenko camp?

In addition the neutral attitude of his Russian counterpart Putin must be uncomfortable. What is more, recent opinion polls
cannot be reassuring either. Finally, the grave accusations of two senior magistrates of the White Russian Public
Prosecutor’s Office, place the president himself, together with the country’s present Attorney General, in a very
unflattering light: it is alleged that on their orders specially formed death squads liquidated no less than 30 citizens in the
period 1998-2000. These include prominent missing persons such as the former White Russian Minister of Internal Affairs
Zacharenko, the opposition politician Gontshar and the White Russian television reporter Sawadski.

In order to secure his reelection above everything else the autocrat in Minsk eschews no means of neutralising his political
rivals — ‘depicted’ in the state media as enemies of the people and criminals — in advance. No wonder that over half the
population state in opinion polls that they do not expect fair and free presidential elections on 9 September.

Once again, an understandable attitude. Because President Lukashenko is trying to frustrate all efforts in that direction —
specifically a network of local, officially registered observers, actively supported by the OSCE mission in Minsk. In this
connection see particularly the presidential decree of 12 March, approved by parliament on 7 June.

In view of the influence on developments that Moscow can exert on developments in Minsk, participation of Russian
monitors in an OSCE mission to observe the presidential elections of 9 September would be advisable. I should like to
know whether Commissioner Patten is able and willing to take initiatives in this direction.

4-173

Sacrédeus (PPE-DE). — (SV) I would like to address Commissioner Patten and, in particular, ask him and everyone else to
note point 7 of the resolution on Belarus. In this point, the European Parliament “calls on the Russian government and
President Putin to support, within the political union between Russia and Belarus, a democratic multi-party system and
pluralistic development in Belarus”.

There is a way to influence Belarus via Russia. The political union which exists between these two states should be
exploited to the full by the European Union. We have great faith in Commissioner Patten and would like him, in all
contexts, to bear this in mind within the framework of the Union.

Let me finally say that, in the parliamentary elections in Belarus in October 2000, a quarter of the candidates refused to
stand. This shows what kind of regime we are dealing with.

4-174
Marset Campos (GUE/NGL). — (ES) Mr President, first of all I should like to mention that two years ago the Committee
on Foreign Affairs, Human Rights, Common Security and Defence Policy asked me to produce a report on the relations of
the European Union with Belarus, and I confess that I should very much like to be able to finish it as soon as possible and
in a positive fashion.

My visits to Belarus on several occasions have left me with a pessimistic, hopeless image. It is an authoritarian,
personality-centred regime, in which the opposition has no chance to express itself. The opposition ranges from democratic
communists to Christian democrats via social democrats, within a framework of a lack of freedom, as I have said
repeatedly.

The constant violation of human rights is also very worrying. I therefore think that the European Commission, the
European Union, the Council, Parliament, all have to give a clear signal, together with the OSCE and the Council of
Europe, for the Belarus government to adopt democratic rules and give some hope to its people.

4-175
Schroedter (Verts/ALE). — (DE) Mr President, yet again I must concur with the previous speakers: our future neighbour
Belarus is still a long way from being a democracy and democracy is now the only basis on which we can live together in
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Europe. It is with concern that we must concede that even the four basic conditions which we set for preparations for the
presidential elections have not been met. The opposition is still being persecuted and criminalised. It still has no free or fair
access to the media, especially state television. Disappearances are still not explained, especially the fate of Mr Kontscha
and the Russian cameraman Mr Zawadski, for whom journalists are now holding a commemorative week.

However, today, I should like to highlight the case of Professor Bandaschewski, who has tried for years to enlighten the
people in the areas contaminated by Chernobyl. Because he told the truth and because he opposed people moving back into
these areas, he has now ended up in prison serving an eight-year sentence. Can you imagine? It is intolerable.

Belarus still represents a challenge for European diplomacy. We must be critical where criticism is needed but we must
also provide support where we can. Belarus is of strategic importance to the EU, which is why we must do everything we
can to ensure that democracy is restored there.

4-176
Posselt (PPE-DE). — (DE) Mr President, when we talk of Belarus, we are talking about more than just the situation in an
albeit important country. We are talking about the future of the whole of Eastern Europe. The Pope was recently in
Ukraine and voices were raised both for and against him. Not between denominations, however, as everyone would have
us believe, because pro-Europeans of all denominations welcomed his visit. It was the anti-Europeans who criticised him.
The Russian patriarch Alexei travelled to Belarus, not to criticise the repression of human rights and religious freedom
there, but to campaign — with the support of the state — for the restoration of the single state of Russia, Ukraine and
Belarus. This shows that we are talking about an important political force here, which is why it is important to support the
freedom of the people of Belarus and ensure that democracy and the rule of law are established there. Now that Milosevic
has been toppled, the last real Communist dictatorship in Europe is the regime in Belarus. It is most important to ensure,
and here my support goes above all to Mrs Schroedter, who has done a great deal of work here, that prisoners of
conscience are released, that political prisoners are released, that the opposition is at last given a fair chance and that free
elections can at last be held in Belarus, so that this country can return to where it has belonged since the beginning of its
history, namely in the community of Europeans.

(Applause)

4-177
Situation of refugees from Burundi in Tanzania

4-178

Khanbhai (PPE-DE). — Mr President, Hutus of Bantu origin form the majority tribe in Burundi with a population of 6
million. The Tutsis of Nilotic origin are the minority tribe, but they dominate the government and the army. Such tribal
polarisation as we often see in Africa has been a major factor in the internal conflict, not only in Burundi but in
neighbouring states.

In 1993 Burundi's Hutu President was assassinated and within a month over 100,000 civilians were killed. A further
150,000 civilians have been killed since then. More than half a million are refugees in Tanzania's refugee camps to this
day. The Democratic Republic of Congo has experienced similar conflict and almost 2 million civilians have been killed
there or are missing over the last two to three years. In the Horn, East and Central Africa covering 12 countries, there are
20 million displaced persons, displaced from their homes and their villages.

These people were poor before. They are even poorer today. They have no education, no access to health care, no
employment and no shelter. They depend totally on the World Food Programme for their food and they fear those who run
the refugee camps where they live. It is not surprising, therefore, that these refugee camps are breeding grounds for
disease, discontent and disorder. Young men and women are lured by the warlords to join their unruly gangs. These
innocent and desperate people, who were ordinary civilians before, probably farmers, are easily persuaded to train and be
armed to support the greed and power struggle of the warlords. The Lusaka and Arusha peace accords have failed to end
the violence and internal conflict. Repatriation of refugees is not satisfactory as the people are simply afraid to return to
villages devastated, overrun and terrorised by the terrorists or the warlords.

How can we allow these displaced millions, these desperate refugees, to live in their camps as beggars for life. How can
we extinguish the fires of conflict and civil war in these developing countries? Containers full of medicines, tents, food,
blankets and other such things bring temporary relief, but this is not enough.

We must be more active and rethink our strategy. We must first of all give the poor a stake in their rural economies so that
they may own their own land and have an opportunity to build their lives. Secondly, we must give them the appropriate
technology — third world technology — which they can then use to start local enterprises to break this cycle of dependency
on us. We must rethink our strategy and reassess the quality of people that we have in place as our ambassadors and
representatives, their experience, and see how we can perhaps use local experts with international reputation and
competence to advise us, to act on our behalf, to use the limited resources that we have to its best effectiveness.
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We must embark on this with great urgency. I have great confidence in Commissioner Patten to lead this, and
Commissioner Nielson, and I hope that they will get together and make sure that the EU's next decade is much better than
the last 40 years, a period in which, I consider, much time and resources were wasted.

4-179

Patten, Commission. — Firstly, on Vietnam, may I say that I share the concerns of honourable Members about the human
rights situation and, in particular, about recent developments in that country. These appear to suggest that the progress
which has been achieved by the Vietnamese government, both politically and economically, since the 1992 Constitution
was adopted may be slowing down or even going into reverse, particularly where political freedoms are concerned.

The European Union's policy toward Vietnam, as it is towards all countries, is to encourage and support continued
progress on human rights and democratisation and to raise concerns both publicly and in private where abuses or a
deterioration in the situation is observed. In Vietnam, permitting freedom of opinion and freedom of religion are of
paramount importance to the European Union. The Constitution of Vietnam guarantees freedom of belief and religion, and
in recent years the state has developed more cooperative arrangements with the Catholic Church. However, the
Constitution also specifies that it is forbidden to violate freedom of belief or religion or to take advantage of it to act
against the laws or the policies of the state. This provision obviously reflects the desire of the Vietnamese authorities to try
to control the pace of change and to maintain their grip on society during the transition process. It is also plainly a
restriction on freedom of opinion, and the press law is similarly restricted. The cases mentioned in today's debate seem to
me to be more concerned with freedom of opinion than with freedom of religion, a freedom which of course the European
Union holds to be equally important. Father Ly has called publicly for the United States not to ratify its bilateral trade
agreement with Vietnam, linking this action to human rights issues.

Similar calls have reportedly been made by members of the Unified Buddhist Church of Vietnam. These calls are clearly
contrary to the government's policy and difficult for them to tolerate in a society unaccustomed to public dissent. What is
needed in Vietnam is continued progress in the country's reform programme so that the administration learns to deal with a
wider range of views and to appreciate the value of accommodating dissent in the system of government. We will continue
to support progress and to take every opportunity to draw attention to the fundamental importance of freedom of opinion.

The first article of the EC-Vietnam Cooperation Agreement which we signed with the government of Vietnam in 1995
states that respect for human rights and democratic principles is the basis for our cooperation. We will shortly be holding
in Hanoi a meeting of the EC-Vietnam Joint Commission at which all aspects of our relations will be reviewed including
our shared commitment to respect for human rights.

In the meantime, the Commission delegation participates with the Member States represented in Hanoi in all EU
démarches to the government of Vietnam on human rights issues, as well as in the regular discussions on human rights
which the EU missions pursue with the Vietnamese authorities. I can assure Parliament that in this process, we will
continue to raise particular issues of concern and individual cases, and will continue to encourage action to address human
rights abuses in Vietnam. I will make those points when I am in Vietnam myself later this month. I would have referred
specifically to a point raised by Mr Dupuis, but since he is not here, I will pass on.

The second subject that I would like to deal with is South Africa. The Commission shares the European Parliament's view
that South Africa/EU cooperation should seek to redress the existing inequalities inherited from the apartheid era and to
work to improve the living conditions of the population with programmes targeting employment, health, education and
housing. That is what our European programme for reconstruction and development is about.

We strongly share the European Parliament's concern that there is an urgent need to combat the HIV/AIDS problem in
South Africa and I am sure — as I said this morning during the debate on the forthcoming G8 Summit — that will be one of
the subjects which is discussed then in Genoa.

The Commission also agrees that there is a need for a climate of greater security in South Africa as a prerequisite for a
peaceful society and for economic development. We fear that the crime situation is not only a threat to the inhabitants of
the country and to its social fabric, but also threatens South Africa's reputation abroad, discourages foreign investment and
has a detrimental effect on the economy as a whole.

As the House knows, the priority areas under our current multiannual indicative programme for the years 2000-2002 are
poverty alleviation through the provision of basic social services, private sector support and the consolidation of the rule of
law and promotion of human rights. The Commission has funded two programmes to support the South African police
force. The most recent one is currently being implemented.

While it is true that last year saw no new projects or programmes in the health sector, the public health sector support
programme 2000, which was agreed in 1999, became operational during the course of the last year. Programmes under
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consideration for funding in 2001 include a major health programme on primary health care, and that will also cover
HIV/AIDS in selected provinces.

Preparations for the programming of the next multiannual indicative programme are about to start and they will take place
in the course of the next year. In this programming phase the Commission will give very proper consideration to the
concerns and interests expressed by the European Parliament.

I now turn to Belarus. I want to say how important it is for Parliament to discuss this subject and I very much take the
point raised by a number of honourable Members about the importance of raising our concerns on Belarus with the
Russian Federation. That is something we have done, are doing and will continue to do. I welcome this timely debate. 1
congratulate honourable Members on highlighting the extremely worrying situation in Belarus. The Commission shares
the deep concerns contained in the resolutions that are before us today. I join Parliament in calling on President
Lukashenka to reverse the present alarming trend towards increased authoritarianism by decisive action to improve human
rights, press freedom and democracy.

In the short term this means, in particular, ensuring free and fair elections and addressing the situation of missing
opposition figures and political prisoners. Improved cooperation with the OSCE will be a vital ingredient in this.

The presidential elections on 9 September will be the next test of the democratic credentials of the country and we are in
close touch with the OSCE-ODIHR discussions over the desirability of an international election monitoring mission. There
are some — [ emphasise ‘some’ — encouraging signs of greater unity among opposition parties. However, all the indications
are that the authorities will again fail the democratic test, just as the parliamentary elections last October fell
disappointingly short of the conditions established by the OSCE.

The European Union has a clear position: as long as the present intolerable situation remains we cannot consider closer
economic or political relations with Belarus. Unless and until there are significant improvements, our financial assistance
will remain limited to direct help to those involved in promoting civil society and democracy, and humanitarian assistance
where it is needed.

The European Union has condemned the recent government decree on external funding for non-governmental
organisations, and we are urgently seeking clarification on how it might affect our own assistance programmes. Speaking
personally, I would prefer to see our present limited assistance suspended, rather than have it subject to prior approval by
the authorities.

Our restrictive policy on political dialogue has not prevented the European Union from repeatedly airing our deep
concerns about prominent public figures who mysteriously disappear or who are imprisoned for political reasons. Recently
the European Union has raised the cases of the former interior minister Yury Zakharenko, the former head of the election
committee, Viktor Gonchav, the businessman Anatoly Krasovsky and the photographer who was referred to in the debate,
Dmitry Zavadsky.

It is disturbing that despite this pressure there has been no progress in these cases. The debate today has highlighted a
further case: the imprisonment of Professor Bandashevsky, following his work on the alarming social and environmental
consequences of the Chernobyl disaster. European Union heads of mission in Belarus have recently undertaken a study
into the impact of Chernobyl on public health. The Commission is keen to discuss with Member States how the European
Union should respond to these disturbing findings and on how we should react to Professor Bandashevsky's imprisonment,
taking account of the strong views that are felt by honourable Members.

I have no hesitation at all in defending a fair, but tough, line on Belarus, but it is a pity that it is necessary. Belarus is a
country at the heart of Europe that has the potential to become an important political and economic partner for the Union,
particularly following enlargement. This is the positive message that we must continue to send to the people of Belarus. In
this way we can lend our support to those forces in society that are pressing for the reforms that are so necessary, the
reforms that will one day assuredly arrive.

Finally, I refer to the important speech made by Mr Khanbhai, who raised a number of very important issues, triggered by
the position of Burundian refugees in Tanzania. The Commission is concerned about the lack of progress towards peace in
Burundi. How could we not be? We are concerned about the continuation of violence against the civil population resulting
from persistent clashes between the Burundian army and the rebels. In the current circumstances a voluntary return of
Burundian refugees in Tanzanian camps is not, frankly, likely and a forced repatriation is hardly advisable.

The continued and growing presence of a huge Burundian refugee population in Tanzania is causing tension between the
two governments. By the end of May there were approximately 523 000 refugees in camps in Western Tanzania, of whom
over 383 000 were Burundians.
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In particular, the Tanzanian government is accused of not preventing Burundian rebels from using refugee camps as bases
for their attacks. In reaction to recent allegations by the Burundi government to this effect, Tanzania's President Mkapa
suggested an immediate forced repatriation of all refugees, without taking into account the prevailing security situation in
Burundi.

The government of Tanzania has since reassured the UNHCR that its policy towards the Burundian refugees is not in
question, and it undertook to respect its earlier commitment to facilitate a gradual voluntary repatriation once the security
conditions in Burundi permit.

For our part, the European Commission will contribute EUR 25 million towards the implementation of the UNHCR plan
for voluntary repatriation of Burundian refugees to be launched once the situation is favourable. For now, the Commission
is taking the necessary measures to assist the government of Tanzania to cope with the refugee population. Through the
humanitarian aid office, ECHO, the Commission is funding more than a third of the total humanitarian aid available to
refugees in Tanzania. Last year ECHO's budget for aid to Tanzanian refugees was nearly EUR 27 million. This was
increased to over EUR 32 million this year.

Mr Khanbhai also raised a number of important issues about the management of our assistance and development
programmes and about our representation in Africa and in other parts of the world. I look forward to future opportunities
to discuss those matters with him and the whole House, not least in the context of the communication which we have just
produced on our external services.

4-180
President. — Thank you very much Commissioner.

The joint debate is closed.

The vote will take place at 6.30 p.m.

4-181

Illegal exploitation of natural resources in Democratic Republic of Congo

4-182
President. — The next item is the joint debate on five motions for resolutions:

— B5-0485/2001 by Mrs Maes, Mrs Isler Béguin and Mrs Lucas, on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free
Alliance, on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo;

— B5-0492/2001 by Mr Van Hecke, on behalf of the Group of the European People's Party (Christian Democrats) and
European Democrats, on the looting of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo;

— B5-0502/2001 by Mr Van den Berg, Mrs Sauquillo Pérez del Arco and Mrs Carlotti, on behalf of the Group of the Party
of European Socialists, on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo;

— B5-0510/2001 by Mr Van den Bos and Mrs Dybkjer, on behalf of the Group of the European Liberal, Democrat and
Reform Party, on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo;

— B5-0517/2001 by Mr Miranda, Mr Vinci and Mr Sylla, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United
Left/Nordic Green Left, on the illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of Congo.

4183
Sorensen (Verts/ALE). — (NL) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I should like to call special attention to a problem that
forms part of a tidal wave of disaster engulfing a whole region, a million people. The Democratic Republic of Congo is at
this moment being ravaged by war. A war that turns mainly on the considerable natural wealth of the country. For years
the land has been used and abused, a population has been sidelined for the sake of the lucrative exploitation of what nature
has to offer.

War is an ideal situation for very lucrative deals, because there is seldom any control or accountability. The example
which most fires the imagination today is the extraction of and trade in coltan, a material without which none of us could
communicate with such mobility and ease. We pay ridiculously little for this material, while today the local population, for
the first time in history, is facing serious famine.

The war that is currently raging permits not only so-called ‘legal’ exploitation of this type, but also much less covert forms
of plunder. In addition it is clear that the lucrative trade in uranium and nuclear waste almost exclusively benefits Western
interests. We could also ask questions about the role of Western embassies and their associated agencies.
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I should particularly like to draw attention to one aspect of this long-drawn-out state of abuse. For many years the
European countries and the United States have extracted uranium, which was responsible for such horrors as Hiroshima
and Nagasaki. To make matters worse Western nuclear waste is dumped in the same region. Radioactive waste from the
1960s and 1970s is still an unmistakable direct threat to the population. Consequently it is encouraging that Prime Minister
Verhofstadt spoke ambitious words yesterday about tackling the situation in the region. It must not stop at empty words.

The end of the cold war and the arms race means that the demand for the termination of the trade in uranium and nuclear
waste is not an exaggerated one, but extremely reasonable, a demand that as it were flows naturally from the values to
which Europe is pledged.

4-184
Deva (PPE-DE). — Mr President, the conflict in the Democratic Republic of the Congo is one of access, control and trade
in key mineral resources. The wealth of the country is appealing to its greedy neighbours. All six nations involved in this
conflict share responsibility for their illegal actions, as must those in other countries who have helped this profiteering. Is
long-term regional instability a price worth paying for short-term theft? Alongside plundering, looting and racketeering by
foreign armies, criminal cartels see the DRC as a weak link. The United National panel of experts warns: "These criminal
cartels have ramifications and connections worldwide and they represent the next serious security problem in the region".

I would like to ask the Commissioner what the difference is between Milosevic ethnically cleansing his neighbours and
African leaders looting and killing 2.5 million of their Congolese neighbours? When can we see some of these leaders
sitting in the dock in The Hague? I see no difference between one sort of killing and another, expect that one is white and
the other black. When the final United Nations findings are published, the EU and the UN should respond by considering
freezing financial assets of rebel movements and of the leaders of criminal cartels and foreign powers that do not
withdraw.

We, in the centre right of Parliament, want firm action to prevent the DRC's destruction. The irony is that the wealth stolen
from the Congolese could provide the foundations for real long-term regional growth and stability. This needs African
leaders to lay down their guns, however.

With our historic connections with Africa — particularly during the Belgian Presidency — there is a real opportunity for
something to be done very soon.

4-185

Van den Berg (PSE). — (NL) Mr President, the report of the panel of experts on the illegal exploitation of natural sources
of energy is particularly brave. Normally those reports are quite vague about names and surnames, but here the names of
the various people responsible are listed. In that respect too it is an extraordinarily useful report. It makes it clear that not
only government leaders in the region and of course a number of the ‘war lords’ in the areas involved but also a number of
industries in Europe with export and import operations that are illegal, or at least involve the use of illegal material, share a
great part of the responsibility. The report is lucid and clear in its recommendations. It is in fact the second such report
after the Fowler diamond report. It also gives us the opportunity to operate quite effectively as an international community.

Mr Verhofstadt said here earlier in the week that if we had this in Europe, it would be called a world war. The number of
people affected by this disaster is extremely high. I believe that it is right — in terms of equal treatment and application of
the right criteria — to use the same standards in the Congo as we use elsewhere. We are capable of doing so, because we
know a number of the companies. We can get them round the table. We know a number of the governments with whom we
have links. We can also exert heavy pressure on this point. It is a complicated game. That is clear. Uganda, Rwanda,
Congo, the new debate, the Lusaka agreements, the facilitation of a dialogue. If we do not remove the source, however, the
financing of the arms trade and armed conflict, will continue. We can make everything dry up there. I would consider it of
extreme importance if the European Commission, in fact Mr Patten with his colleague Mr Solana, would think about ways
of mounting specific operations in the context of the UN Security Council to exert sufficient pressure to bring it to a halt.

On that point one more comment for the Belgian Presidency. When he was here this weekend, Mr Verhofstadt, together
with Minister Reynders and others, very quickly released credits that had been blocked. Now of course I understand that
there is a need to get the parties around a table and get them moving. At the same time, though, you must of course be
careful. Making loans available and not at the same time making firm demands and meanwhile allowing the illegal
exploitation of natural resources, is not the most credible way of going about it. I am in favour — and that is a lesson from
the past and on that point we need not be outdone by the Americans — of being hard and clear. In fact exactly what we have
said in previous debates: deeply committed, but also hard and clear and making our demands, on our own industry, our
own Member States and the six countries involved. I hope — and expect — that you will support the Belgian Presidency in
such a way that it will lead to some effectiveness on this point.

4-186
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Van den Bos (ELDR). — (NL) Mr President it is sad that Europe seems to be giving real political priority to Congo only
now that Belgium is president. The Balkans and the Middle East demand all our attention. Does this not basically indicate
that strategic and geographical considerations are ultimately more important to Europe than purely humanitarian ones? For
from the point of view of human misery there is every reason for the Union to concern itself intensively with Congo. There
are already one and a half million dead to mourn in the country. Hundreds of thousands have become refugees and some
28 million people are being oppressed, plundered and violated under the military occupation.

A weak central authority is not capable of governing the huge country with its many natural resources. Congo is extremely
vulnerable to merciless neighbouring countries, which by military force are systematically robbing the country of its
principal sources of income. The population sees none of the proceeds.

It is difficult to state that the European Union has allowed Rwanda, Uganda and Burundi to go their shameless way and
allows them to continue their occupation with development aid. Angola, Zimbabwe and Zambia also participate without
scruples in the violence in this country. It is high time that clear conditions were imposed on these foreign profiteers.
Continuation of development aid will be possible only if all foreign troops leave the country. Western companies involved
in the illegal exploitation of Congolese riches should also be exposed. They are also contributing to the continuation of the
war.

We may expect Kabila to finally initiate an inter-Congolese dialogue, and carry through the process of democratisation. It
is the task of the Belgian Presidency and the Commission to win over the European Union once and for all for the
lamentable fate of the people of Congo.

4-187
Patten, Commission. — The Commission is well aware of the information referred to in the proposals for a resolution
submitted to Parliament and in the press concerning illegal exploitation of natural resources in the Democratic Republic of
Congo. This information has been broadly confirmed by the Commission's interlocutors on the spot, including non-
governmental organisations and in an interim report by the United Nations, to which a number of honourable Members
referred. The honourable Member referred to that report during a speech which made a powerful case for an international
criminal court able to extend its remit around the world, not unlike the Tribunal at The Hague focused on the Balkans.

That report covers the illegal exploitation of the DRCs natural resources and other wealth. It was presented to the Security
Council by the Secretary-General, Kofi Annan, on 14 April 2001 and it was the subject of a heated debate. The Secretary-
General decided to extend the mandate of the experts who compiled the report by three months, so that they could add to
the research and the information already provided. The report will be an important point of departure for the international
community, which will have to take a position on it.

The profits to be made from coltan mining and other mining by the warring parties in Congo are bound to have an impact
on the devastation in Kivu. The region's decline began under President Mobutu and has a number of causes, one of the
most significant being ethnic tensions. The situation became much worse following the genocide in Rwanda and Rwanda's
intervention in both the country's wars which were originally fought to secure external borders. The international
community is aware of the link between economic interests and the continuation of the war in Kivu. The only lasting
solution is nonetheless to advance the peace process and to build legitimate institutions able to regulate the exploitation of
resources. This is the objective supported by the Commission through its activity in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo. That is the context in which we envisaged the gradual resumption of aid in tandem with the implementation of the
Lusaka agreement and the progress of the Congolese dialogue.

Honourable Members, and particularly Mr van den Berg, focused their arguments on the relationship between the illicit
trade in some commodities and the conflict. We know the problems that have been caused with diamonds elsewhere and
the arms trade. It is extremely important, where we can, to take initiatives and pursue them on both. That is why we have
been so active in working at the United Nations on small arms and we must make use of the Community's competences,
when we can, and with the Member States deal effectively with the illicit diamond and with other illicit trades which have
caused so much suffering and impoverishment in Africa in particular, but in other countries as well.

4-188
President. — Thank you very much Commissioner.

The joint debate is closed.

The vote will take place at 6.30 p.m.

4-189

Earthquake in Peru

4-190
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President. — The next item is the joint debate on five motions for resolutions:

— B5-0493/2001 by Mr Salafranca Sanchez-Neyra, on behalf of the Group of the European People's Party (Christian
Democrats) and European Democrats, on the earthquake of 23 June 2001 in Peru, Chile and Bolivia;

—B5-0503/2001 by Mr Medina Ortega and Mr Linkohr, on behalf of the Group of the Party of European Socialists, on the
earthquake of 23 June 2001 in Peru;

— B5-0518/2001 by Mr Puerta and others, on behalf of the Confederal Group of the European United Left/Nordic Green
Left, on the earthquake in Peru;

—B5-0519/2001 by Mrs Muscardini, on behalf of the Union for Europe of the Nations Group,
on the earthquake in Peru;

— B5-0520/2001 by Mr Lipietz and Mr Nogueira Roman, on behalf of the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance, on
the earthquake in Peru.

4-191

Ojeda Sanz (PPE-DE). — (ES) Mr President, the city of Arequipa will never be the same again. The loss of human life
that has happened there, the economic damage and also the irreparable destruction of the historical and monumental
heritage of this most beautiful city have astounded us all.

Southern Peru is experiencing a tragic situation caused by the earthquake of 23 June, the devastating effects of which have
left over a hundred dead, over a thousand injured, and have destroyed over ten thousand homes, leaving over 40 000
people homeless in the provinces of Arequipa, Moquegua and Tacna.

The earthquake has also caused severe destruction in northern Chile and in Bolivia. The economic damage has set these
regions back by more than 20 years. The scale of the disaster has affected infrastructure and economic development. Some
towns, villages, districts, settlements and roads have been destroyed by the earthquake.

Faced by such a disaster, the forces of international solidarity and especially European solidarity were swift to act. The
European Union humanitarian office mobilised in record time, and I should like to congratulate those responsible in the
European Commission on their rapid intervention with a package of measures which, right from the first few hours,
included food aid, temporary accommodation, supplies of products for purifying water and deliveries of medicines. In this
context I must also feel proud of the solidarity expressed by the Spanish government and people, who have contributed
very generously.

At times like these we have to look to the future, and the reconstruction and rehabilitation plans must be coordinated
quickly and effectively. To these ends, a strategic communication should be drawn up covering all aspects of aid
coordination and the reconstruction and rehabilitation plans that I have mentioned for the affected areas.

This sad human tragedy may be an occasion for Latin Americans to be more united and determined when facing their
numerous difficulties, and also for them to deepen their ties and their process of regional integration with, perhaps, larger
doses of solidarity.

4-192
Medina Ortega (PSE). — (ES) Mr President, both the Commissioner, Mr Patten, and the Members of this House are well
aware of the situation in Peru, and the last speaker, Mr Ojeda, has summed up the situation very well.

The starting point for Parliament’s resolution is, in effect, the Commission’s rapid action, and I should like to join in
congratulating the Commission and particularly the Commissioner, Mr Patten, on this rapid action.

Nevertheless, the purpose of our resolution is to remind us that this initial aid is likely to be insufficient, given the extent of
the disaster. We have in fact just been visited by the new President-elect of Peru, Mr Alejandro Toledo, who has met
members of Parliament and also the Commission and has told them of his needs.

We do not think this is the moment to adopt a resolution on Peru’s economic policy and, in this respect, we do not consider
it prudent to support the amendment tabled by the Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance, since we believe it is a
subject that requires rather more time for consideration. Above all, we do not believe it is the right moment to tell the
government of Peru how it should prepare its budget for 2002. We do hope, however, that, regardless of the overall context
of the resolution, the Commission will over the coming weeks and months consider the special situation of this country,
which has been through quite a critical time from a constitutional and economic standpoint, and which now, after an
impeccable electoral process, seems to have started on the road to recovery in democracy and with the confidence of the
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whole population. We hope that, based on these views — I repeat, regardless of what happens here — the Commission will
go ahead.

There is a subject to which the Commissioner, Mr Patten, is quite sensitive: the effectiveness of Community aid. It seems
that, in the past, the financial resources earmarked for the Latin American area have not been used fully effectively. Since
the start of his mandate, Mr Patten has been concerned with the effectiveness of the operations, and we should like to
know whether at this moment (although it may still be premature) the aid that the Community sends is achieving its
results, and also what measures he foresees for the development of future aid. While aid is being granted, it is important
that it should be monitored and that the Commission should inform us whether in effect this aid that we are approving,
which is paid for with our taxpayers’ money, is achieving positive results.

Apart from that, I repeat, I want to join in congratulating the Commission and the Commissioner, Mr Patten. I hope that in
this new stage Peru may find an important ally in the Commission and the European Union, and that the Commission may
soon present to us proposals for aid for the recovery of Peru and aid for cooperation with the Andean Community, which,
as we know, finds itself in difficulties, not only in Peru but also in other countries.

4-193
Mayol i Raynal (Verts/ALE). — (FR) Mr President, I would like to make some additional remarks regarding the
humanitarian resolution that we have signed.

It is indeed important to attempt, as a matter of urgency, to do something to address the damage caused by the terrible
earthquake on 23 June this year. The consequences of this earthquake have been described by the previous speakers. I will
not go over them again as we already know what they are. I just want to point out that the quake reached 8.3 on the Richter
scale. That says it all.

Unfortunately, there is no Richter scale to gauge the extent of the institutional, economic, social and cultural devastation
brought about by almost ten years of dictatorship under Alberto Fujimori and his henchman, Vladimiro Montesinos. In a
room in this Parliament not far from this one, only the day before yesterday, Alfredo Toledo, the future president of Peru,
painted an uncompromising picture of the situation in his country. He described institutions in ruin, an economy in dire
straits. He told us that he is going to start the task of rebuilding as soon as he has been sworn in, which should happen on
28 July, Peru’s national holiday. In particular, he told us that he was against impunity for those responsible for this
situation.

We therefore believe that Japan should be asked to extradite the former dictator Alberto Fujimori, and that he and his
accomplice, Montesinos, should be tried in Peru itself. We call for the "Truth’ commission, which was promised by the
candidates, to be set up, for the committee to establish responsibilities and to carry out the purge that must follow of the
armed forces, which colluded with the dictatorship. We also call for the return of the money stolen by the dictatorship from
the Peruvian people, which totals 43 billion dollars, and which is probably tucked away in a European bank somewhere.
Lastly, our institutions should find out whether the money stolen from the Peruvian people is indeed in our banks.

(Applause)

4-194
Patten, Commission. — As the House knows, a strong earthquake struck southern Peru on 23 June 2001. Up-dated figures
from the UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs indicate that almost 190 000 people were affected and
some 35 000 homes damaged or destroyed. Through its humanitarian aid office ECHO, the Commission reacted, and I am
grateful for the generous remarks made by the honourable Member, Mr Medina.

The Commission reacted very promptly. A decision to allocate humanitarian aid amounting to EUR 1.15m was taken two
days after the earthquake to help meet the first urgent needs of the victims. This is the first time, in fact, that the
Commission has made use of its new system for responding immediately to the sudden onset of humanitarian crises which
came into operation less than two weeks ago.

Furthermore, five emergency humanitarian operations are already under way. The Spanish Red Cross is distributing food
aid and emergency relief items for 1 000 families to the tune of EUR 250 000. Oxfam is spending EUR 200 000 on
emergency water storage and distribution facilities and sanitation. Save the Children Fund — EUR 300 000 on blankets and
tents. Medicos Del Mundo — EUR 100 000 on blankets, medicines, water tanks and plastic sheets for shelter. The
International Federation of the Red Cross — EUR 300 000 on shelter, food and support to the rescue efforts for health,
water, sanitation and other relief supplies. That is how our emergency relief is being spent and I think it is being spent in
sensible ways.

According to information received from the field, the international response has been generous and the immediate needs
seem to be covered. Nevertheless, the Commission services continue to monitor the situation in case additional aid is
required.
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A debate on a resolution on the Peruvian earthquake is not perhaps the most appropriate framework to discuss the political
situation in Peru, but I would nevertheless like to stress that we are extremely satisfied with the capacity shown by Peru
and its transitional government to carry out transparent and clean elections after the political disasters described very
effectively by the honourable Member in his maiden speech. We shall look forward to hearing from him many times in the
future. It was a pretty vigorous maiden as maidens go!

The European Union Observation Mission for the elections was extremely positive. Like honourable Members, I discussed
the catastrophe and the European response on Tuesday with President Toledo during his visit to Parliament. We want to
congratulate the interim government and the people of Peru for the maturity shown in this situation and for the support and
cooperation provided to our team in the field.

I was able to say to President Toledo when he was here with us that the approximately EUR 60m in programmes for the
alleviation of poverty blocked by the conduct of the elections in 2000 will now be released. We want to proceed with those
projects as rapidly as possible. I follow very much the point raised by Mr Medina, you want to get on with those projects
as soon as possible and I know that poverty alleviation is one of the new President's priorities.

We also want to sit down with the new government to discuss programming our future assistance. The President himself
underlined his commitment to reforming the judiciary and making sure that there is in place a rule of law in the institutions
to make that rule of law effective. I feel that that is a very important way in which we can see the encouragement of more
private investment in Peru and more confidence on the part of the international community.

We all express our condolences to those who have been affected by this terrible earthquake but at least it has given us the
opportunity of expressing in this House once again our solidarity with democracy in Peru and our encouragement of the
new Peruvian government.

4-195
President. — Thank you very much indeed Commissioner.

The joint debate is closed.

The vote will take place at 6.30 p.m.”

4-196

Results of the multiannual guidance programmes for fishing fleets

4-197

President. — The next item is the report (A5-0188/2001) by Mr Busk, on behalf of the Committee on Fisheries, on the
Annual Report from the Commission to the Council and the European Parliament on the results of the multiannual
guidance programmes for the fishing fleets at the end of 1999 (COM(2000) 738 — C5-0107/2001 — 2001/2056(COS)).

4-198

Busk (ELDR), rapporteur. — (DA) Mr President, Commissioner, I should like to thank my colleagues in the Committee on
Fisheries for the considerable interest and support elicited by my report on the multiannual guidance programmes for
fishing fleets. It shows that this is a very important report. The multiannual guidance programmes proposed by the
Commission make a lot of sense. The overriding problem is that they are not being implemented in the Member States.
Therefore, we never find out whether or not they would be a success. It is quite simply unacceptable that they are not being
implemented in their entirety. According to the Commission, there are 7 or 8 Member States which do not comply with
MAGPs. If one adds to these the countries which do not have a fishing fleet at all, not many countries are left which
comply with the common decisions.

We simply have too large a fleet fishing for too few fish in the EU. There has only just recently been a ban on cod fishing
in the North Sea, and this clearly shows that there are some very weak links in the chain when it comes to the ability of the
common fisheries policy to secure sustainable fisheries. European fishermen are entitled to a more stable fisheries and
quota policy as a basis on which to organise their industry. One of the most important tools for securing sustainable
fisheries is simply to ensure that the size of the fishing fleet corresponds to the quantity of the fish that can be caught.
Technological progress entails a still greater need to reduce fishing fleets. We are now, of course, in the unfortunate and
regrettable position arising from the failure to renegotiate a fisheries agreement with Morocco. The EU’s over-capacity
when it comes to the fishing fleet is therefore a great weakness.

I look forward to the Commission’s using the new tools in the form of Articles 6 and 10 of the Council Regulation which
of course enable the Commission to withhold aid for, respectively, fleet renewal and the modernisation of vessels. It is
naturally sad that the Member States do not have a greater incentive to implement those decisions which they themselves

2 Common positions of the Council: see Minutes.
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have been involved in taking on a joint basis and that some countries feel superior about the fact that they are to implement
the guidance programmes, given that they are not exceeding the quotas. I find that deeply regrettable. One is almost
tempted to propose introducing a system of rewards for those countries which comply with the common decisions and
reduce their fishing fleets.

I am obliged to criticise the form taken by the Commission’s annual report, which is impossible to read unless one is an
expert in the area. The various figures are set out without any comments as to their reliability. For that matter, they are
included in the report in such a way that it is largely up to the reader to interpret the figures and make what he considers to
be the correct interpretations. In other words, the annual report is not easy to read and it provides absolutely no overview
of the situation. For example, there is no clearly set-out table to permit comparison of the individual Member States. It is,
unfortunately, a very poor point of departure for the reform of the common fisheries policy in 2002. The Commission
therefore has a very great deal of work ahead of it, Commissioner, if a new and better guidance programme for the
reduction of the fishing fleet is to be carried out and if this is to be implemented in all the Member States.

4-199
IN THE CHAIR: MR PROVAN
Vice-President

4-200

Fraga Estévez (PPE-DE). — (ES) Mr President, first of all I should like to congratulate Mr Busk, because he has done an
excellent job. Our group is going to support this report from the first line to the last. I also thank him for the collaboration
which we have had with him at all times in the work we have carried out.

The report echoes yet again the request by this Parliament that the European Commission should make an example of and
apply truly dissuasive penalties to those Member States that repeatedly fail to comply with the fleet objectives they have
been assigned, so as to avoid once and for all that the general objectives for the Community fleet should be forever
jeopardised, despite the very high social and economic sacrifices made in some regions of the Member States that have
traditionally complied. This lack of compliance with the MAGPs has led the European Commission to present its proposal
to extend MAGP IV until the end of 2002, unfortunately setting out a number of conditions which are absolutely
unacceptable.

In a further attempt to adapt the fleet to the resources, the Commission has again forgotten that there are countries that
have broadly complied with their objectives, and is presenting a global proposal which will punish everybody with the
threat of new cuts in fleet size and the intention of withholding aid for the modernisation of the fleet.

As I have said so many times (the last time was right here, during the last part-session), the structural aid for modernisation
is the only guarantee to maintain a competitive fleet and to ensure the best conditions for the quality of Community
fisheries products and the quality of life and safety of our crews. Far from understanding it in this way, the Commission
shows it has completely lost touch with reality by persisting in suppressing such aid, and in real terms the new MAGP
proposal literally says that it will suppress the article that allows fleets to seek modernisation, for safety reasons.

With the review of the common fisheries policy, the Commission talks a lot about listening to those involved and
consulting the industry and the administrations. Time and time again, they have all made it perfectly clear — and they are
unanimous in this — that they consider the modernisation budget to be indispensable. Because of all this, I ask the
Commissioner to explain to me the reasoning behind this proposal

4201
Lage (PSE). — (PT) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, Commissioner, the common fisheries policy has the difficult and,
at times, thankless task of reconciling the interests of an activity as old as mankind with preserving fishery resources and
marine ecosystems. The continual erosion of fish populations will, in the long term, threaten the survival of European
fishermen and the preservation of the species. And without fish, it goes without saying, there can be no fishing. It is
therefore crucial, as Commissioner Fischler suggested, that we make a clear decision to accept short-term losses in order to
achieve economic and environmental benefits in the long term. The overcapacity of the Community fishing fleet, which
marine scientists estimate to be 40%, a figure adopted in the March 2001 Green Paper on the future of the common
fisheries policy, is one of the main causes of the excessive pressure that fishing exerts on fish stocks. It must not be
forgotten, however, that other activities apart from fishing, namely tourism and various forms of pollution, also contribute
to the destruction of the marine environment.

For this reason, the multiannual programmes for reducing the fishing fleets are an important component of the measure
that has been implemented in order to protect species that are being fished at dangerous levels. The basic aim of these
programmes, which are truly complex and hard to implement, is to achieve a balance between resources and catches, not to
punish fishermen. A permanent reduction of the fishing fleets is, of course, viewed with apprehension by fishermen and
others in the industry. The reduction must therefore be implemented rigorously and transparently and with fairness to all
those concerned. The results for 1999 are mediocre and disappointing and it is, therefore, worth emphasising the
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recommendations contained in Mr Busk’s report, calling on the Commission and the Member States to adopt clear and
precise criteria for measuring the capacity of ships and fishing fleet categories so as to guarantee control of developments
in the fishing fleets and the multiannual plan objectives. Member States must have the courage to respect the limits that
have been set. Fishing must, increasingly, become an activity which is not predatory but rather one which is friendly to the
sea and to marine life.

4-202

McKenna (Verts/ALE). — Mr President, once again we are seeing the same situation. Several Member States are behind
in their obligations to reduce their fleets and once again nothing is being done to improve matters. The next report, by Mr
Nicholson on cod in the Irish Sea, clearly shows the failure of the present approach to fleet management.

The Commission is proposing to extend the MAGP by one more year in order to debate fleet policy in the context of the
Green Paper. We support that. We think it is a good idea. However, there needs to be a major rethink about fleet policy.
We would agree with the Commission that fleets are too large and must be reduced. We also feel that the Council should
wake up and join the real world, because it seems to think that this is unnecessary.

As a step in the right direction the Greens support the idea of penalties for those countries which are not observing their
legally binding commitments to reduce fleets. We must get serious about this problem and also look at the countries that
are claiming to have met their obligations under the MAGP, to ensure that they are not transferring their vessels to other
flags. We must ensure that they are doing what the MAGP intends they do in the long run.

4203

Van Dam (EDD). — (NL) Mr President, the structure of the fishing fleet is determined by the socio-economic
circumstances of a region, by the Total Allowed Catch (TAC) and the quota in combination with technical measures. The
multiannual guidance programme (MGP) has generally acted too much as an end in itself and too little as a means to an
end in all this. The end is to maintain fish stocks in a sustainable way. If a Member State’s fleet keeps to its quota, it has
met the principal objective. Threatening to reduce the quota if the MGP targets are not met ignores that objective. One then
finds the odd situation that fleets that meet the MGP target but structurally overfish go unpunished, while fishing fleets that
do not overfish are penalised because their engine capacity is too great. On the latter point it was a considerable step
forward that in 1999 account was taken for the first time of countries that regulate their fleet capacity through a days-at-sea
scheme, in other words capacity limited by activity. Unfortunately an end has not yet been put to the confusing number of
units to denote fleet capacity such as gross registered ton, gross ton and kilowatt propulsion capacity. It is an illustration of
the lack of vision of fleet structure and the inflexibility of the Commission’s fisheries policy that as yet no proper unit has
been found for fleet activity. With the increasing catching efficiency, the need for an indisputable indicator of the catch per
unit of effort is great. On the other hand, great engine capacity need not indicate a greater fishing effort if we consider that
the freezing capacity also requires extra engine quality as on some ships.

Sustainable fishing can only be achieved if there is room for an efficient fleet within the permitted catches. Grants for
newly-built ships disrupt the operation of market forces and encourage an expansion of capacity. I therefore call on the
Commission to end these grants, and I know that I have the support of Dutch fishermen in this.

The Commission needs support among the fishermen, if it is to have a chance of succeeding. The MGP must not be seen as
a separate instrument with independent objectives from the other policy measures such as the TACs and the quota. By
giving fishermen in their product organisations scope to shape policy for themselves within a single framework, such
support can be created. These producers’ organisations can then be tackled on the division of the quota, transparency of
catches and the registration of ships.

4-204
Berthu (NI). — (FR) Mr President, Commissioner, I am going to speak on behalf of my fellow Member, Dominique
Souchet, and set out the position she upheld — which I also share — in the Committee on Fisheries.

This Annual Report — whatever the rapporteur’s qualities and however much work he puts in — appears repetitive,
conventional and quite pointless each time. The pointlessness of this exercise underlines, if there were any doubt, the
vacuity of a process, namely the MGPs or multiannual guidance programmes, the principal effect of which is to encourage
fraudulent behaviour, favouring certain fleets to the detriment of others. The purchase of virtual wrecks from outside, in
order to break them and thereby have unjustified reserves of kilowatts available, distorted the mechanism from the start.
This corruption has even become a veritable national sport in certain States. Indefinitely lamenting the poor quality of the
statistical data on MGPs therefore does not make much sense. To embark, as the Commission proposes, on a course of
punishment and penalties for Member States — which would, in fact, hit the workers — would be dangerous. What we need
is simply to take note of the failure of the MGPs instead of trying to artificially prolong the life of this ineffective and
counter-productive measure.

Despite their elevated cost, these MGPs have not achieved their objective. Adding to the total allowed catches — the TACs
— they were badly designed from the outset and have made the second-hand market rocket to the detriment, in particular, of
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young small-scale fishermen who are just starting out in this profession. Everyone recognises this failure in private. It
would be sensible to have the courage to recognise it publicly and draw conclusions from it. The main conclusion should
be the need to include in the new common fisheries policy, along with the abolition of the MGPs, reorientation of the
sustainable management of resources according to a reformed system of TACs and improved, fine-tuned multiannual
quotas based on refined assessments of resources made possible by a substantial increase in scientific research and close
collaboration with workers in the process.

In wishing to prolong the MGP policy the Commission is in danger of committing itself to a dangerous path, and we are
warning it against this. This is not the way to reconcile fishermen with the common fisheries policy.

4-205
Nicholson (PPE-DE). — First of all, may I take the opportunity of congratulating the rapporteur. He, like myself, has been
given the great problem of trying to deal with a highly technical report and trying to find a way through. My report comes
later. I want to take the opportunity to congratulate him on an excellent report. I think those of us who participate in the
fisheries committee in this parliament do not always get the credit for what they achieve or indeed what the Commission
achieves.

I have to ask the Commission and indeed, we all have to ask ourselves, why is the multiannual guidance programme not
being implemented? It is all very well to complain about it, but we have to ask the question 'why'? The main reason why it
is not being implemented is because Member States and national governments are not prepared on many occasions to find
the matching funding required to bring about what is necessary to restructure an industry which we all know and agree
must be restructured.

Until we find a way of encouraging all the Member States to do this, there is no point in one Member State doing it, there
is no point in two or even three, four or five Member States: it has to be right across the board of all Member States or else
you will end up with massive recriminations between Member States as to who is doing what. The fact that we have not
been able to give it that priority in the Member States is certainly something that we all view with great concern. I would
be inclined to say to the Commissioner that, no matter what you call it or how you achieve it, what you should do is to take
the problem, give it a good shaking, get on with it and to try and force Member States to bring about the result everyone
agrees is required and sort out how it will really affect the industry.

We have the Member States going one way, we have the Commission going another way, we have scientists telling us
another thing and in the middle we have fishermen and the fishing industry wondering what way they can go.

4-206
Hudghton (Verts/ALE). — Mr President, it is essential that fishing effort — and I mean effort as opposed to capacity — is
matched to fishery resources. Member States must also be obliged to fulfil their fleet reduction targets so I welcome the
general thrust of Mr Busk's report. Unfortunately, an amendment in committee added a reference to the Cunha report and
brought with it the concept of quota penalties, a proposal which is against the acquis communautaire. As the Commission
itself stated in this House on a previous occasion, and I quote: "The automatic reduction in quotas for non-complying
countries seriously undermines the basic principle of the common fisheries policy which is that of relative stability".

Quota penalties are impractical as well as unjust, punishing fishermen for their Member State's wrongdoing. Quotas should
be based on science and conservation objectives, not misused as automatic penalties. I ask therefore for a separate and split
vote on paragraph 4 of this text and I urge Members to reject the references to the Cunha report and make sure that
effective sanctions are targeted against those who are obliged to fulfil MAGP targets, that is, Member State governments,
and not fishermen.

4-207

Fischler, Commission. — (DE) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen. May I start by thanking Mr Busk for his excellent
report. As we all know, the multi-annual guidance programmes are important instruments for fleet policy. I agree with you
wholeheartedly there. According to the information in the annual report, not only were the MAGP IV targets not ambitious
enough, even these modest targets were not all met.

Now I should like to comment on the two main demands contained in the report: measurements of vessels and sanctions
for Member States which fail to meet their MAGP targets.

First, Mr Busk, you call for precise and clear criteria for measuring capacity. In theory, we introduced a uniform definition
of tonnage which applies throughout the Community in 1994 in Regulation No 3259. According to this regulation, the
Member States had to file tonnage estimates by 1995 and have until 2003 to measure all vessels in accordance with
uniform regulations and notify the actual values.

So far, we have only received estimates and now they must gradually be replaced by actual values. This means that we
shall have to work with a mixture of accurate measurements and estimates until the end of 2003. In theory, there are also
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harmonised definitions for engine power. There is a problem here with controls, however, because the actual engine power
is often higher than the value declared or is subsequently increased.

We must put a stop to this practice and the Commission will be organising a workshop of experts from the Member States
in the autumn of this year in order to find solutions to these problems. In all honesty, however, there is good cause to
question, over and above this, if these two criteria, that is, engine power and tonnage, really are the only possible and the
most suitable criteria for assessing the fishing effort of a vessel accurately.

In all events, I intend to raise this question again when we consider the reform of the common fisheries policy and
investigate it more closely.

Secondly, Mr Busk, you call for effective sanctions against Member States which fail to honour their obligations under
MAGTP IV. You refer in this context to earlier resolutions by Parliament on the Cunha report on the same subject. I agree
with you wholeheartedly here. We need more effective sanctions which will have the right impact. The most effective
method in the past, with the exception of legal recourse, has been to freeze state aid for fleets. This is, of course,
completely pointless in Member States which do not grant state aid, such as the Netherlands or the United Kingdom.

The only legal recourse available if the MAGP IV targets are exceeded is to go to the European Court and institute
infringement proceedings. We have prepared infringement proceedings against several Member States and we now intend
to set them in motion because there is no other way of making sure they toe the line.

(Applause)

4-208
President. — The debate is closed.

The vote will be taken at 6.30 p.m.

4-209

Cod stock in the Irish Sea

4210

President. — The next item is the report (A5-0213/2001) by James Nicholson, on behalf of the Committee on Fisheries, on
the proposal for a Council regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 2549/2000 establishing additional technical measures
for the recovery of the stock of cod in the Irish Sea (ICES Division VIIa) (COM(2001) 165 — C5-0140/2001 —
2001/0083(CNY)).

4-211

Nicholson (PPE-DE), rapporteur. — Mr President, I am grateful for the support I had in producing this report. As I
indicated in the earlier debate, it is a technical report. Sometimes it requires a bit of knowledge to get to the bottom of the
problem. Thanks also to the Commission.

To some extent we are dealing with the issue of Box 7(A) in the Irish Sea, which has been closed off at times recently, in
cooperation with the fishermen. I certainly welcome that. Discussions were based on the debate about what happened in
the North Sea. That area was also closed when the Norwegians were working on the project, and scientists came forward
with new conclusions that did not affect the industry. This report also helps French fishermen.

It operates in conjunction with the cod recovery plan in the Irish Sea. Everyone accepts now that there is a problem of cod
stocks. No one has been able to agree on how you work towards their recovery, however. I certainly hope this study and
the proposals that come forward will, in conjunction with the fishermen, help the fishing industry, the fleet and those who
actually work at sea. To a large extent this report is technical, as I have said. It involves the difference between a 4mm
thick double twine that is equivalent to a 6mm thick single twine on the cod-ends on the actual net that catches the fish.

I hope the scientists are right and that this improves. We all have to accept that this is about the protection of juvenile cod
in the Irish Sea. I hope it is successful. If stocks are to recover then the juveniles have to be allowed to mature and develop
if the industry is to recover.

One area I am encouraged about is the fact that there is better cooperation and dialogue between the Commission and those
involved in the industry. That must be welcomed by everyone. We all have a part to play in this: fishermen, the Member
States, scientists, and the Commission. Each has to know where the other is coming from if we are going to succeed.
Everyone has to cooperate if we are to succeed. I would like the Commissioner here tonight to confirm that this
cooperation is working to the maximum and as well as he would wish. Perhaps he could suggest ways of improving that,
especially in the months ahead when, near Christmas, we decide what the TACs and quotas are for those areas and are
bound to face grave difficulties.



05/07/2001 65

The Commissioner may be aware that for the last two years the Irish Sea has been closed at spawning time to aid stock
recovery. Fishermen in that area have cooperated fully, as they have this year about the North Sea. Do these new methods
have an effect? Can you tell us that the desired effect has been achieved, as far as the scientists are concerned?

There is growing realism that there is a problem. But are we on the way to solving that problem? Have we got the right
methods and mechanisms in place to resolve it? All these new measures create extra costs, at a time when we have reduced
fishing and have a fleet that is, to some extent, in financial difficulty. We seriously require support through the industry:
decommissioning, a reduction in size of the fishing fleet and fishing time so that we can at least leave those left in the
industry some hope of survival.

I hope, Commissioner, you will encourage the cooperation that is required. It has come about to achieve this technical
agreement. I hope that you will encourage cooperation between your staff, scientists and those involved in the industry.
That is the way forward.

4-212

Stevenson (PPE-DE). — Can I first of all congratulate my friend and colleague, Jim Nicholson, on his report. Technical
measures to aid the recovery of cod stocks in the Irish Sea are of very great importance and they are of considerable
consequence to fishermen in Scotland who are now desperately searching for ways to rejuvenate cod stocks in the North
Sea. We are therefore studying the success of the measures taken in the Irish Sea with huge interest.

Fish stocks, as you know, have collapsed in the North Sea, recently forcing the Commission to introduce emergency
measures for the first time, when they closed 40 000 sq miles to cod fishing for 12 weeks, and to introduce emergency
measures to protect northern hake stocks. Our once proud Scottish fleet, which landed 400 000 tonnes of cod per year in
Scottish ports in 1970, is now limited by strict TACs and quotas to a mere 20 000 tonnes per year. The situation is no
longer sustainable.

The Commission Green Paper on reform of the CFP contains proposals, which have received widespread support from the
industry, for maintaining the 6- and 12-mile limits to protect in-shore fisheries, preserving the successful conservation
zones such as the Shetland Box and maintaining the concept of relative stability to limit access to the North Sea. The
Commission has also recommended devolving some aspects of fisheries management to zonal committees, involving key
stakeholders such as fishermen and scientists in an advisory role.

All of this is highly commendable and will assist in the process of stock recovery and juvenile recruitment. It is also
necessary, however, as the rapporteur has pointed out, to introduce a wide range of technical measures such as mesh sizes.
For this reason alone, I am alarmed that we continue to allow industrial fishing for sand eels and Norway pout in the North
Sea. Industrial fishing is completely incompatible with the development of a sustainable fishery. How can we force our
fishermen to utilise 110 mm mesh sizes in the EU sector from 1 January 2002 for cod, haddock and whiting when we
continue to allow these Klondykers to scoop up everything in their path using small-mesh nets. This destructive practice
has got to stop, and I hope that the Commission will take the necessary steps to control industrial fishing as part of the
overall CFP reform.

4-213

Hudghton (Verts/ALE). — Mr President, this is a very necessary technical proposal and I fully endorse Mr Nicholson's
report and the proposal to which it refers. But speaking of recovery plans in general, of course it is not only the Irish Sea
that has seen catastrophic declines. The North Sea too has been confronted with drastic depletion of stock leading to partial
sea closures and another cod recovery plan and the hake recovery plan.

There is a manifest need in fisheries management to take account of the local eco-system and the regional differentials
which exist. The broad brush approach, I would contend, has not worked with stocks on the decline and recovery very
slow, if evident at all.

That is why regional management is the way forward. In addition to the short-term technical proposals referred in this type
of report, the approach of the Commission's Green Paper, which is both more regional and conservation-orientated, must
be embraced. In this regard, I also welcome proposals to make additional funds available for tie-up schemes as a necessary
part of the management tool box for conservation purposes, going in tandem with the recovery plans. Compensated tie-up
schemes are also essential for the preservation of the CFPs social role.

In Scotland, the need for recovery is acknowledged by all the stake-holders, but fishermen also must have the financial and
the social protection that they need to encourage them while taking responsible actions. Therefore, I ask the Commission
to ensure that a system is set in place which allows for compensated tie-ups, but without being subject to the whims of
Member State governments, to ensure that a more level playing field exists between fishing industries in the different
Member States, which from time-to-time will be affected by recovery plans.
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4214
Fischler, Commission. — (DE) Mr President, ladies and gentlemen, I can keep it brief. First I should like to thank Mr
Nicholson for his report and, secondly, I should like to state that the Commission fully supports this report.

Scientists have come to the conclusion that 6 mm thick single-twine netting is equivalent in terms of selectivity to 4 mm
thick double-twine netting. There was therefore no reason to prohibit 4 mm thick double-twine netting for fisheries in the
Irish Sea. We have therefore amended the regulation accordingly.

I should like to thank you for your positive attitude to this Commission proposal.

4-215
President. — The debate is closed.

The vote will be taken at 6.30 p.m.

(The sitting was suspended until voting time at 6.30 p.m.)

4-216

VOTE

4-217
President. — The next item is the vote.’

Report (A5-0213/2001) by James Nicholson, on behalf of the Committee on Fisheries, on the proposal for a Council
regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 2549/2000 establishing additional technical measures for the recovery of
the stock of cod in the Irish Sea (ICES Division VIIa) (COM(2001) 165 — C5-0140/2001 —2001/0083(CNS))

(Parliament adopted the legislative resolution)

kkk

Motion for a resolution (B5-0327/2001) by Caroline F. Jackson, on behalf of the Committee on the Environment,
Public Health and Consumer Policy on the European Union's strategy for the Bonn Conference on Climate Change
(COP-6, part 2)

(Parliament adopted the resolution)

kkk

Report (A5-0214/2001) by Jonas Sjostedt, on behalf of the Committee on the Environment, Public Health and
Consumer Policy, on the Commission communication on safe operation of mining activities: a follow-up to recent
mining accidents (COM(2000) 664 — C5-0013/2001 — 2001/2005(COS))

(Parliament adopted the resolution)

ek

Report (A5-0188/2001) by Niels Busk, on behalf of the Committee on Fisheries, on the annual report from the
Commission to the Council and the European Parliament on the results of the multi-annual guidance programmes
for the fishing fleets at the end of 1999 (COM(2000) 738 — C5-0107/2001 — 2001/2056(CONS))

(Parliament adopted the resolution)
*k%

4-218

EXPLANATIONS OF VOTE

- Resolution B5-0327/2001

4-219
Krivine and Vachetta (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (FR) We shall be voting for the resolution on the European Union's
strategy for the Bonn Conference on Climate Change. It responds to an urgent need, by confirming the intention to forge

3 For the outcome of the vote on topical and urgent subjects of major importance: See Minutes
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ahead in the face of President Bush’s unilateral opposition to the Kyoto Protocol. It also contains positive articles, such as
the article which reaffirms the need to promote ‘clean development’ by encouraging technologies which exclude nuclear
energy, the large-scale use of fossil fuels and the use of carbon sinks. Or the article which favours internal-action policies
and measures for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, rather than the use of ‘flexible mechanisms’ (which the
resolution restricts to no more than 50%). Or the article which calls for, beyond current stipulations, for the WTO to
comply with environmental priorities established externally by an international conference, in order to prevent countries
which do not ratify the Kyoto Protocol from obtaining unfair competition advantages.

This resolution shows how far the situation has deteriorated today. The Union has been reduced to defending the Kyoto
Protocol which was, in any case, far from perfect. Kyoto unduly favours the mechanisms of an unequal market. The
Protocol sanctions the successive climb-downs which environmental policy has seen since the Rio Conference under
pressure from established interests and supporters of economic liberalism. We cannot be content with this state of affairs.

4-220
Thomas-Mauro (NI), in writing. — (FR) As yet, there is no proof that the climate change concerning us is not caused by a
natural climatic cycle that has been in progress since the beginning of our planet.

Admittedly, we cannot deny that air pollution is increasing, that human activity lies at its root and that it is our duty to give
consideration to the development of an effective policy to preserve the environment of Europe and the world. In this
context, I support the idea of providing aid to developing countries which will enable them to ensure respect for the
environment.

I favour a system of encouraging States to become more responsible over a system of fines for not respecting their
commitments, so I do not support the idea of a ‘censor’ who would fine the States according to criteria which I find
unacceptable and which would exclude nuclear and other forms of energy.

On the other hand, in order to be consistent, we must begin immediately to develop non-polluting forms of energy such as
bio-fuels through the use of tax incentives.

To sum up, we must be firm about the goals we need to attain but flexible in the means we use to reach them.

4-221

- Report A5-0214/2001

4-222

Bordes and Cauquil (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (FR) The two recent mining accidents, which were mentioned in the
explanatory statement, were representative of ecological disasters, the effects of which have been felt well beyond the
regions where the accidents actually occurred.

Since the Baia Mare disaster, the main shareholder, who is Australian, has withdrawn his capital and has washed his hands
of the destruction of the fauna and flora of Tsiza and of a large area of the Danube.

If we want to prevent this type of disaster happening in the future, at the very least, we must introduce restrictive
legislation to make not only mining companies but also all the owners and all their shareholders responsible for the
damage caused. If they do not comply, all their assets and their capital will be confiscated, including those invested in
other sectors.

We will not achieve anything by merely expressing desires or even issuing recommendations unless we call into question
the sacred right of ownership, when exercising this right is having disastrous consequences for a whole population and will
continue to do so in the future.

We voted in favour of some of the proposals in this text, but we abstained on the text as a whole because it is too vague.

4-223

Krivine and Vachetta (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (FR) The report by Mr Sjostedt follows a Commission communication
and deals with an extremely important question which is all too often overlooked, the impact of mining on the
environment. The report draws lessons from two recent major accidents which occurred at Doflana in Spain in a mine
producing metal concentrates and at Baia Mare in Romania.

Given the blatant current lack of rules and monitoring requirements, there is an essential need for a systematic review of
the Community environmental policy in order to take account, finally, of mining activities (and particularly their waste
management). There is therefore a need to clearly define the mining companies' responsibilities in this area, for they
currently take advantage of the lack of strict regulations.

We shall be voting in favour of Mr Sjostedt's report.
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4-224

- Report AS5-0188/2001

4-225

Figueiredo (GUE/NGL), in writing. — (PT) The rapporteur focuses a great deal on the need to reduce the capacity of the
Member States’ fleets and to establish a system of penalties that will compel the Member States to ‘comply with the
provisions requiring them to reduce their fishing fleets under the MAGPs’. He also points out that not all Member States
have met the criteria laid down in the MAGP. He furthermore calls for more precise criteria for measuring fleet capacity.
Unfortunately, the rapporteur does not name the Member States that have failed to meet the MAGP objectives. Portugal
was one of those that fulfilled the MAGP criteria from the very outset, since it did not take the opportunity, like some
others did, to modernise and even to increase its fleet.

Bearing in mind the Green Paper on “the future of the common fisheries policy”, what we need is for the States that have
already made large reductions not to be forced to make further reductions in the future. Another factor that must be
considered is the balance between a Member State’s fish consumption and the capacity of its fleet. Furthermore, reducing
the fishing effort does not necessarily mean a reduction in the number of vessels. This reduction could be implemented by
improving catching techniques or by not fishing for a certain amount of time, with the appropriate compensation for boats
that are forced to remain idle.

4-226
President. — That concludes the vote.*

4-227

Adjournment of the session

4-228
President. — I declare adjourned the session of the European Parliament.’

(The sitting was closed at 6.45 p.m.)

* Membership of Parliament — Referral to committees — Hughes/Enhanced Hughes procedure — Authorisation to draw up own-initiative and follow-up
reports — Written declarations (Rule 51) — Follow-up given to Parliament’s opinions and resolutions — Forwarding of texts adopted during the sitting —
Dates for next sittings: See Minutes

> Written declarations (Rule 51) — Forwarding of texts adopted during the sitting — Dates for next sittings: See Minutes
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ANNEX

QUESTIONS TO THE COUNCIL

Question no 15 by Mihail Papayannakis (H-0564/01)
Subject: Greek stability and development programme

As the current economic outlook grows bleaker, the Member States are naturally revising the targets set out in their
stability and development programmes. Has the Greek Government provided details of its current estimates for economic
growth and to what extent do those estimates differ from the rather ambitious economic growth targets of 5% - 5.5%? The
IMF, for example, forecasts that inflation in Greece in 2001 will reach 3.4%, and considers that there is no realistic
prospect of the economy growing at the projected rate of 5%-5.5% from this year. Moreover, Commissioner Solbes Mira
has stated that a 3% economic growth rate in the eurozone countries is very high. In the Council's view, what impact could
failure to achieve these targets have on employment and the balance of public finances in Greece?

Answer

On 12 February 2001, the ECOFIN Council discussed Greece’s initial stability programme which relates to the 2000-2004
period. The Greek Government had submitted the stability programme within six months of the Council Decision of 19
June 2000 on the introduction of the single currency by Greece with effect from 1 January 2001.

The ECOFIN Council was of the opinion that, under normal circumstances, the budget estimates provide sufficient
guarantees against exceeding the shortage threshold of 3% of the GDP and are in accordance with the requirements of the
stability and growth pact. The Council praised the programme’s tax consolidation strategy that aims for high primary
surpluses, which is essential for a swift reduction in the State’s debt quota, which is still very high, and for the preparation
for future problems, particularly the pressure on the budget due to an ageing population. However, the Council was of the
opinion that such a strategy should first and foremost focus on adequately containing the increase in primary expenditure
by prescribing clear, binding standards in order to reduce the current level of expenditure.

On 15 June 2001, the Council adopted the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines for 2001 in Gothenburg. Part of the Greek
section of these guidelines reads as follows:

In 2000, economic activity in Greece was high, and for 2001 and 2002, an acceleration in real growth of 4.8% is expected.
[...] ... but there is a risk of overheating as a result of the high level of activity and more flexible monetary conditions. An
acceleration of economic activity will contribute to the gradual improvement of the situation within the labour market, but
unemployment is expected to remain high.

Inflation in December 2000 rose to 3.7% (HICP). It is expected that it will decrease in 2001 and 2002 following a drop in
import prices [...]. Despite this, the risk of inflation (...) could remain present in 2001, thus rendering appropriate
stabilising measures necessary. In this connection, the budget policy will be an important economic instrument to curb the
pressure of inflation. Progress on wages is also of the essence.

sk

Question no 16 by Jonas Sjostedt (H-0568/01)
Subject: The result of the Irish referendum on the Treaty of Nice
According to the 12 June 2001 edition of the Sydsvenskan newspaper, the Commission President said after the result of the

Irish referendum on the Treaty of Nice was announced that, since the Treaty was both a good and important one, the voters
must simply have misunderstood it, and that the referendum debate covered many issues that the Treaty did not address.
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By using such a line of argument, many parties that lose votes at elections could also conclude that they did so because of
misunderstandings and that, since their manifestos are both good and important, they might just as well continue in power
regardless of whether they lose at the polls.

Is the Council's line of argument the same as the Commission President's? Will the Council try to work out special
arrangements for Ireland, similar to the Edinburgh settlement Denmark obtained after it said 'no' to the Maastricht Treaty?
What could such arrangements comprise?

Question no 17 by Konstantinos Alyssandrakis (H-0589/01)
Subject: The Irish 'No' to the Treaty of Nice

Under Community legislation, any amendment to the Treaties requires the unanimous agreement of all the Member States.
On 7 June, the Irish people voted by referendum against the Treaty of Nice and, as a result, it cannot be adopted. It would,
under the circumstances, appear logical to halt the ratification procedures in other countries, together with any further
action on the provisions of the Treaty, for example, further militarisation and the European parties. However, the General
Affairs Council and the European Council in Gothenburg appear to have paid scant regard to the verdict by the Irish
people. In the very brief reference to the Irish 'No' in the conclusions of the Gothenburg Summit, it is indicated that
ratification procedure will continue and that the Council will do all it can to help the Irish Government to find a solution.

How does the Council intend to assist the Irish Government? Does it intend perhaps to bring pressure to bear for the
holding of further referendums until the desired result is obtained? Does this not denote disrespect and contempt for the
electorate and does it not smack of an inquisition, as observed by the Irish Deputy Prime Minister?

Question no 18 by John Walls Cushnahan (H-0592/01)
Subject: Remarks of Irish Finance Minister at Gothenburg

Is the Council aware that the Irish Finance Minister Charlie McGreevy described Ireland's rejection of the Nice Treaty as 'a
remarkably healthy development'? Is the Council aware that Mr McGreevy's continued Eurosceptic approach is an
indication of his intention to provoke another row with our EU partners over Ireland's budgetary policy in the run-up to an
autumn general election?

Joint Answer

Concerning the questions of Mr Sjdstedt and Mr Alyssandrakis on the Irish referendum on the Treaty of Nice, the Council
stresses that the Treaty was negotiated and concluded by a conference of representatives of governments of the Member
States (cf. Article 48 of the TEU) and that the Council itself did not take part in that conference. The Treaty must, of
course, be ratified by all the Member States in accordance with their constitutional rules if it is to come into force.

At the meeting of the General Affairs Council of 11 June 2000, the Foreign Ministers, while expressing their respect for
the will of the Irish people, regretted the outcome of the referendum. The ministers noted that the Irish government was
deeply and resolutely committed to the European Union and to seeing the Treaty of Nice ratified. They ruled out any
reopening of the text signed in Nice and said they would help the Irish government to find a solution by all means possible,
taking due account of the concerns reflected in the result. These conclusions were confirmed by the Gothenburg European
Council.

The Presidency will, obviously, be willing to aid the Irish government as soon as it has told the Council how it views the
situation.

The result of the Irish referendum is a wake-up call to all of us. It shows a lack of interest in the European Union on the
part of some of our citizens. However, the Union cannot be built without its citizens' consent. The Presidency believes that
one of the key issues in the debate on the future of Europe will be the need, in this connection, to bring the Union closer to
its citizens.
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Kokok

Question no 19 by Ole Krarup (H-0570/01)
Subject: Border checks during the Gothenburg summit

During the European Council meeting in Gothenburg, Swedish police, acting in contravention of Article 2(1) of the
Schengen Convention, carried out extensive and thorough border checks, detaining a large number of Danish citizens for
some five hours for no objective reason or actual suspicion, and without legal remedy.

With reference to Article 2(2) of the Schengen Convention, will the Council substantiate that it was necessary on grounds
of 'public policy' to detain citizens legally entering the country so that they were prevented from exercising their
democratic right to take part in a lawful demonstration? In particular, will the Council provide detailed information of how
the procedure for 'consulting' and 'informing' referred to in Article 2(2) was carried out, and make available all the relevant
documents?

Question no 20 by Efstratios Korakas (H-0573/01)
Subject: Brutality in Gothenburg

Dozens injured, three seriously wounded, hundreds arrested and a brutal police attack (including the use of ammunition)
was the outcome of the Gothenburg summit. Thousands of police officers were mobilised, road blocks set up, and the city
cut in two to keep the enemy — the people — away from the place where the fifteen EU leaders would take decisions, as
always, unbeknown to the people. The Swedish Prime Minister described the demonstrators as a 'gang of criminals'. The
Member States' Interior Ministers are preparing an emergency conference to come up with a 'concerted and tough response
to this new form of extremism, cross-border criminality'.

Does the Council approve of this kind of approach to anyone who disagrees and demonstrates their disagreement with the
EU? Do the events in Gothenburg form part of the 'social dialogue' which the Council claims to be promoting by all
means? Does it endorse the descriptions 'criminals' and 'cross-border criminality' and, if so, will it take the measures
adopted to deal with 'organised crime'? How does it plan to deal with the demonstrations announced for Genoa on 20-22
July? Does it intend to speed up the formation of a European army and other repressive forces in order to make use of
them during the next summit meeting to be held in Belgium at the end of the Presidency ?

Joint Answer

1. The Council wishes to inform the honourable Member that, pursuant to Article 2(2) of the Convention
implementing the Schengen Agreement, ‘where public policy or national security so require’, a Member State can
reintroduce national border checks for a limited period and ‘at the earliest opportunity shall inform the other [Member
States] thereof.’

Consequently, the free movement of individuals laid down in the Treaty establishing the European Community (TEC) and
the exercise of fundamental human rights assured by the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) can be restricted
by Member States carrying out their responsibility in such circumstances (see Article 64(1) of the TEC, and in Article
10(2) and Article 11(2) of the ECHR.

In these circumstances and in accordance with the procedure established by Decision of the Executive Committee of 20
December 1995 SCH/Com-ex (95)20 rev. 2, established by the Schengen Convention, a procedure which was included in
the framework of the European Union, the Swedish government informed the Council of its decision to temporarily
reintroduce checks between 5 p.m. on 16 June 2001 and midday on 17 June 2001, on individuals at the border between
Frederikshavn, in Denmark, and the port of Gothenburg in Sweden, for public policy reasons. The Council took note of
this information.

The Council did not find any reasons to question the decision of the Swedish government.

The Council would remind the honourable Member that responsibility for maintaining public policy on the territory of
Member States of the European Union falls within the exclusive competence of the authorities of Member States. The
Council does not have the jurisdiction to adopt a position on a matter that does not fall within the areas of competence that
are bestowed upon it by the treaties.
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2. Following the violence in Gothenburg, however, and in order to be prepared for the next European Council, the
Swedish presidency proposed that we look at additional coordination measures which could be taken in order to pre-empt
and avoid the acts of violence perpetrated during high-level gatherings and meetings. This proposal has been accepted and
the Council will hold the first meeting on these issues on 13 July, during which all aspects related to public safety will be
taken into account.

Kokok

Question no 21 by Maria Sornosa Martinez (H-0572/01)
Subject: Gothenburg Summit conclusions and the Spanish water resources plan

In the light of the conclusions of the recent Gothenburg European Council on the Community strategy for sustainable
development and in particular the section on responsible management of water resources, what steps would the Council
take in relation to Spain if the Commission, which is currently considering the water resources plan submitted by the
Spanish Government, were to conclude that the plan was incompatible with Community legislation (especially where the
water framework Directive and the ‘birds’ and ‘habitats’ Directives were concerned) and, if implemented in its present
form, would adversely affect SCIs (sites of Community interest)?

If the Commission were to reach a conclusion along the above lines, would not the Spanish Government's plan directly
contravene the decisions of the Gothenburg Summit in support of sustainable development?

Answer

1. The Council wishes to draw the attention of the honourable Member to the fact that, in the conclusions on a
strategy for sustainable development, the Gothenburg European Council did not explicitly refer to the issue of sensible
management of water resources, but only mentioned the ‘sustainable use of natural resources’.

With regard to the text on the Sixth Action Programme for the Environment (which was submitted to the Heads of State or
Government at Gothenburg) on which the Environment Council gave its political agreement on 7 June 2001, there are
several references to the ‘sustainable use of water’ without further clarification. The text of the future decision on the Sixth
APE will be finalised and will be submitted to the European Parliament for second reading in September.

2. In any case, the Council would like to stress that it is up to the Commission to check whether the Spanish
hydrological plan conforms to Community legislation. It is also the Commission’s responsibility to take any appropriate
initiatives at the outcome of this investigation.

The Council is therefore unable to express an opinion on this matter.

sk

Question no 22 by Alexandros Alavanos (H-0574/01)
Subject: Turkish National Programme for the adoption of the acquis communautaire

The Turkish National Programme for the adoption of the acquis communautaire states in reference to the Cyprus issue that
a settlement will be based on the sovereign equality of the two sides and on the reality of the situation on the island, and, in
reference to the disputes between Greece and Turkey, that Turkey will continue to take initiatives and endeavour to resolve
bilateral problems with Greece through dialogue. The terms 'sovereign equality' and 'reality of the situation on the island'
are totally contrary to Articles 9a and 9b of the Helsinki Council conclusions and to Articles 3 and 4(1) of Council
Decision 2001/235/EC°f 8 March 2001 on the EU-Turkey partnership agreement. Moreover, the position on disputes
between Greece and Turkey makes no mention of 'peaceful settlement of disputes in accordance with the UN Charter' or of
'bringing the dispute to the International Court of Justice within a reasonable time', as set out in Article 4 of Helsinki and
Articles 3 and 4(2) of the partnership agreement. Will the Council, therefore, say whether these issues were on the agenda
for the EU-Turkey Association Council and what conclusions were drawn?

® OJ L 85,24.3.2001,p. 13
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Answer

The issues relating to Cyprus and the peaceful settlement of disputes were raised as part of the item entitled ‘Exchange of
views on international questions of common interest’ which were on the agenda of the EU-Turkey Association Council of
26 June. These were discussed in detail at a meeting with the Turkish Minister for Foreign Affairs as part of the political
dialogue consolidated at the Association Council meeting. The EU made its point of view clear with regard to the well-
established positions of the European Union, as they appear, in particular, in the conclusions of the Helsinki European
Council.

No joint conclusions were reached as a result of this meeting.

Kokok

Question no 23 by Bernd Posselt (H-0577/01)
Subject: Extradition of Milosevic and Karadzic

What steps is the Belgian Presidency of the Council taking to expedite the extradition of leading war criminals such as
Slobodan Milosevic and Radovan Karadzic to the International Criminal Tribunal in the Hague?

Answer

On this subject and on many others, the Belgian Presidency intends to continue to take the same consistent approach as
previous presidencies, which is to reiterate to all the countries concerned the need for full cooperation with the
International Criminal Tribunal and to exert as much pressure as possible in order to achieve this.

Following Mr Milosevic’s arrest by the Yugoslav authorities some months ago, and the judgment by the government in
Belgrade to allow his extradition to The Hague, we must reiterate that the Council had already welcomed these steps at its
meeting of 25 June 2001.

Today, the Presidency welcomes the transfer of Mr Milosevic to the permanent International Criminal Tribunal in The
Hague. By transferring Mr Milosevic, the authorities in Belgrade have shouldered their responsibility and have helped to
restore justice and security in the region.

Kokok

Question no 24 by Johan Van Hecke (H-0579/01)
Subject: UN General Assembly Special Session on Children

What priorities will the EU propose at the UN General Assembly’s Special Session on Children? What will the Presidency
do to ensure that the outcome document helps to implement the Convention on the Rights of the Child and what concrete
measures will it be proposing to protect children against violence, exploitation and abuse? How will the Presidency
contribute to improved mechanisms to monitor implementation of the Convention on the Rights of the Child and the
Special Session’s plan of action?

Answer

1. The UN General Assembly’s Special Session on the follow-up to the World Summit for Children will be held in
New York between 19 and 21 September 2001. The European Union will be playing a key role, for it devotes a great deal
of its attention to striking the right balance between professional and family life, preventing problems in good time and
adopting a preventive policy in the social sphere and in health care.

2. The principal objective of the Special Session is for the world community once again to display its determination
concerning children’s rights and welfare. For that purpose, a balance sheet will need to be drawn up for the past ten years
in the light of the commitments and objectives which were stipulated during the World Summit in 1990. In addition, full
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consideration will need to be given to the commitments and timeframes which were included in the Millennium
Declaration and which supplemented those of the World Summit. These commitments relate to access to education, a
reduction in the mortality of mothers, babies and children and a fight against communicable diseases, especially
HIV/AIDS.

3. The rights of the child are already enshrined in the 1989 Convention on the Rights of the Child. The EU’s guiding
principle is therefore an approach based on those rights. The Special Session must aim to implement these rights,
especially the right to health, food and education. The development not only of young children, but also of adolescents
must be central. Measures to combat discrimination, particularly against girls, and to reduce discrepancies are important.
The EU wants the welfare of children to be made a priority in all strategies to combat poverty.

4. It is also necessary for the Special Session to take a clear stand against violence and abuse. Children must be
respected, their involvement in society promoted and their opinions heard. We must put a stop to the recruitment of child
soldiers and to sex tourism. Full implementation of the Treaty is therefore a primary aim. In this connection, the EU
considers it important to increase the resources made available to the Committee on the Rights of the Child, thus enabling
that committee to carry out its duty — monitoring the application of the Treaty — successfully.

5. In the final document, measures must also be taken to guarantee those rights, including the allocation of
maximum resources to children, and international solidarity. In addition, indicators must be prescribed for the protection of
children: Treaties 138 and 182 of the ILO against dangerous work for children are good examples. A national policy for
children is needed, including coordination mechanisms and an efficient monitoring system, such as the setting up of an
ombudsman for children. Finally, links must be established with mainstream society, including the NGOs, industry, the
media and, obviously, children themselves.

k %k ok

Question no 25 by Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou (H-0582/01)
Subject: The situation of the Roma in Greece and the European Union

On a recent visit to Greece, the chairman of the Council of Europe Specialist Group on Roma (gypsies) Mrs Joséphine
Verspaget declared herself shocked at the wretched living conditions of the Roma communities in Greece.

The same situation, together with the indifference of the government and local authorities are also criticised in recent
OSCE reports (‘report on the situation of Roma and Sinti in the OSCE', April 2000) and the European Commission against
Racism and Intolerance (second report on Greece, June 2000). This constitutes an infringement of the international
Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination, the Treaty establishing the European Union and the
Community acquis.

Is the Council aware of this flagrant violation within the territory of the European Union itself of the principle of non-
discrimination on the grounds of race and ethnic origin? If so, what steps will it take in response to this situation which
runs counter to the spirit and cultural objectives of the Union in terms of social cohesion. What specific measures will it
take within its terms of reference and in particular incorporation with the two other Community institutions (Commission
and Parliament) to initiate not only preventative measures for the future but immediate measures to remedy the existing
situation?

Answer

The Council would remind Mrs Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou that, on 29 June 2000, on the basis of Article 13 of the Treaty
establishing the European Union, the Council adopted Directive 2000/43/EC implementing the principle of equal treatment
of persons, irrespective of racial or ethnic origin.

The Council is aware that some discrimination based on race and ethnic origin still exists in Member States and
consequently adopted Directive 2000/43/EC less than six months after the Commission presented its proposal to the
Council.

This Directive seeks to combat direct and indirect discrimination as well as harassment, which is considered to be a form
of discrimination. The scope of the Directive is very wide since it includes conditions of access to employment and
promotion, access to professional training, employment and working conditions, membership of and involvement in a
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workers’ or employers’ organisation, social protection, social advantages, education and access to goods and services, in
both the public and private sectors.

Furthermore, this Directive provides for the adaptation of the burden of proof when persons who consider themselves
wronged, because the principle of equal treatment has not been applied to them establish, before a court or other competent
authority, facts from which it may be presumed that there has been discrimination. The Directive encourages dialogue
between Member States and the social partners, on the one hand, and with NGOs on the other, with a view to fostering the
principle of equal treatment, and it imposes upon Member States the obligation to designate a body or bodies for the
promotion of equal treatment of all persons without discrimination on the grounds of racial or ethnic origin. As a vital tool
for combating discrimination, the Directive must be implemented by Member States by 19 July 2003 at the latest and
Member States must communicate to the Commission by 19 July 2005 at the latest, and every five years thereafter, all the
information necessary for the Commission to draw up a report to the European Parliament and the Council on the
application of this Directive. The Commission’s report shall take into account the opinion of the European Monitoring
Centre on Racism and Xenophobia, as well as the viewpoints of the social partners and relevant non-governmental
organisations.

This Directive is backed up by a five-year Community action programme to combat discrimination, from 2001 to 2006,
which was adopted by the Council on 27 November 2000.

The programme is open to all bodies and public and/or private institutions working to combat discrimination, and three
action strands are planned:

- The first strand aims to develop and disseminate comparable statistical series on the scale of discrimination in the
Community and indicators for evaluating the effectiveness of anti-discrimination policy and practice. This area also seeks
to analyse anti-discrimination legislation and practice, and to draw up thematic studies comparing and contrasting
approaches within and across the different bases for discrimination.

The second strand aims to improve the capacity and effectiveness of target actors by means of funding for
transnational exchange actions and the costs of running European-level NGOs.

- The third strand lays down support for measures such as the organisation of conferences, seminars and events at
European and national level and the publication of materials to disseminate the results of the programme, and, in
particular, through the construction of an Internet Site providing examples of good practice, a forum for the exchange of
ideas and a database of potential partners for transnational exchange actions.

Lastly, I would like to remind Mrs Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou that there is also a draft decision of the European Parliament and
of the Council establishing a programme of Community action to encourage cooperation between Member States in
combating social exclusion, which has been submitted to the co-decision procedure and on which the European Parliament
has recently issued an opinion at second reading.

The Council’s determination to equip itself with instruments designed to ensure effective prevention against the types of
discrimination it has noted has therefore already been consolidated. The Council, in conjunction with the Commission, will
ensure that all forms of discrimination are genuinely eradicated.

Kokok

Question no 26 by Ioannis Patakis (H-0590/01)

Subject: Letter to J. Solana from Albanian diplomats concerning the redrawing of borders in the Balkans

The Greek press has recently reported that a letter was sent by two diplomats from the Albanian Foreign Ministry to Mr J.
Solana, asking the CFSP chief for assistance by the EU in securing a more comprehensive solution to the Albanian
question in Kosovo, more precisely in western Kosovo (that is to say the Presevo Valley in southern Serbia), the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Greece and Montenegro. They also raise the question of changes to the border, arguing
that along the entire Albanian border the neighbouring populace consists of Albanians speaking the same language and
having culture and blood (!). They also refer to the question of Tsamouria, which they refer to as the 'north-western
province of Greece', referring to the oppression of the Albanian populace (estimated at 150 000) and maintaining that they
were the victims of genocide by the Greek authorities.
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Is the Council aware of this letter? Has it given any reply and, if so, what? What view does it take of the dangerous,
historically inaccurate and nationalistic claims of the Albanian officials concerned? To what extent has it taken account of
increased pressure for the creation of a 'greater Albania' in its dealings, particularly with Kosovo and FYROM?

Answer

The Council would like to inform Mr Patakis that no letter resembling that mentioned in the question and quoted by the
Greek press has reached the Office of Javier Solana, the Secretary-General and High Representative for the CFSP.

More generally speaking, the Council has repeatedly confirmed the EU’s firm commitment to maintaining international
borders and to the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the States of the region.

The Council would like to remind the honourable Member that the countries involved in the Stabilisation and Association
process, of which Albania is one, gave the commitment at the Zagreb Summit last November to conduct a policy of good
neighbourly relations, which is based, amongst other things, on the respect for the rights of minority peoples and respect
for the States’ international borders. This policy has been confirmed on many different occasions, the last time being on 16
May, at the meeting of the Ministers for Foreign Affairs on the Process for Cooperation in South East Europe which took
place in Tirana. The final statement of this meeting, which was, moreover, chaired by the Albanian Minister for Foreign
Affairs, confirmed the commitment of the participating States to the concepts of sovereignty, territorial integrity and
maintaining borders inviolate.

In the past, the Council has involved the political leaders in Albania in continuing to exert their influence in order to
restore peace and stability, and acknowledged that Albania has played a constructive role in the latest regional crises,
particularly in FYROM and in Kosovo.

sk

QUESTIONS TO THE COMMISSION

Question no 39 by Hans Karlsson (H-0584/01)
Subject: Fair competition rules in the internal market

It is important that businesses within the Community should compete on equal terms. In recent years a number of cases
have been observed in which large businesses in small countries have found it harder to obtain permission to implement
structural changes and mergers than comparable businesses in large countries. This is on account of the natural
circumstance that these large businesses with transnational, not to say global, ramifications enjoy a strong position in their
own countries. Two Swedish examples may be cited: the vehicle manufacturer Volvo and the paper manufacturer SCA.

What measures will the Commission take to ensure that businesses enjoy the same preconditions in small Member States
as in larger ones when it comes to implementing necessary structural changes and mergers?

Answer

The definition of a relevant geographic market under the competition rules has as its purpose to enable a first indication as
to whether firms have market power or would gain market power following a certain transaction. Avoiding the creation of
market power, in its turn, is about protecting the competitive process in the market and thereby to ensure consumers a
sufficient choice of products at competitive prices. The Commission must fulfil its obligation under the EC Treaty without
undue regard to non-competition based arguments. The purpose of merger control is to ascertain that dominant positions
are not created or re-enforced on any relevant market - regardless of whether the market in question is small or large.

To allow mergers leading to dominant positions in even small home markets would, in addition to being unlawful under
the Merger Regulation, lead to discrimination against customers and consumers in smaller Member States. Such customers
would become exposed to the dominance without the protection of competition rules that apply to those who live in a large
Member State. It would also lead to discrimination against companies from larger Member States, who would firstly be
barred from entering the market - or markets - of the dominant firm, whereas the merged entity would be able to enter the
larger and more open Member States. Secondly, companies from larger Member States would also be discriminated by not
being able to claim this peculiar "small market defence".
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It should also be remembered that firms based in smaller countries, which have high market shares in their home markets,
such as Volvo, Scania and SCA, are certainly not precluded from expanding through mergers. In fact, both Volvo and
Scania found alternative structural transactions within little more than one month of the Commission's prohibition decision
last year. This clearly demonstrates that the decision did not block the only viable option for these two firms.

Last year the Commission launched a review of the Merger Regulation, based on a Report submitted to the Council in July
2000. This exercise will cover a large number of issues and will give the opportunity for anyone interested to suggest
improvements to the current system. It will also provide an opportunity to review in more detail the decision-making
practice and market definition issues. It is currently foreseen that a Green paper will be adopted before the end of this year.

kokok

Question no 40 by Nelly Maes (H-0517/01)
Subject: Lacken Declaration

The December 2000 Nice European Council approved a Declaration on the future of the Union. The declaration calls for a
wide-ranging and searching debate. Not only the Member States but also states applying for accession, national
parliaments, the European Parliament and the general public are all to be involved in that debate. The European Council
has thus improperly and with absolute disregard for the principle of subsidiarity, ignored the contribution of the
constitutionally established regions to democratic decision-making. The method of debating the future of Europe is also to
be determined in the Laeken Declaration. One option is the convention method, which was used to draft the Charter of
Fundamental Rights.

If the Laeken European Council decides to opt for the convention method, will the Commission ensure that all the
parliaments of regions within Member States are fully involved in the forthcoming Intergovernmental Conference? If not,
on what grounds does the Commission refuse to involve regional parliaments in the debate on the future of the Union?

Answer

Declaration No. 23, which was adopted in Nice, contained a request for a wide-ranging and in-depth debate on the future
of the Union, which must involve all the interested parties, including representatives of the national parliaments. The
Commission believes that the members of regional parliaments should certainly take part in this debate. The Commission
also believes that the Committee of the Regions, made up of representatives of regional and local associations, must be
involved in this debate.

Moreover, as a result of the Nice Declaration, the Laeken European Council will be taking the appropriate steps to prepare
systematically for the forthcoming Intergovernmental Conference (IGC). The Commission has already stated that it is in
favour of a formula along the lines of the convention method used to draw up the Charter of Fundamental Rights. If this
formula has to be used, there is nothing to prevent a Member State making arrangements for members of the regional
parliaments to attend as representatives of the parliaments.

Kokok

Question no 41 by Pere Esteve (H-0519/01)
Subject: Lacken Declaration

In view of the increasingly important and prominent involvement of the sub-state levels in the various EU decision-making
procedures, the broad debate on the future of the Union which is taking shape mainly around the Lacken Summit should
also provide answers to institutional issues relating to the involvement, from the legislative and judicial points of view, of
constitutional regions (sub-state entities with their own legislative powers guaranteed under the Constitution of the State to
which they belong) in the development, implementation, monitoring and assessment of EU policies.

Is the Commission therefore intending to recommend that the Treaties (Part Five, Section 4) be amended in such a way as
to grant these regions the right to appeal direct to the Court of Justice when their prerogatives are under threat, as the
Member States are able to do?
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Answer

At the last Intergovernmental Conference, the issue of granting the Committee of the Regions the right to appeal to the
Court of Justice in order to defend its prerogatives was discussed. The Commission believed that this proposal deserved to
be looked at, despite the fact that it did not have the support of some delegations.

With regard to granting such a right to the so-called ‘constitutional regions’, the Commission believes that the Treaties on
which the European Union is founded should not interfere in the constitutional system of Member States. Therefore, it is
important that, first of all, each Member State, in accordance with its own constitutional provisions, defines on a national
level the decision-making process which makes it possible to introduce this right to appeal before the Court of Justice.

kokok

Question no 42 by (H-0521/01)
Subject: Lacken Declaration

It is expected that during the Belgian Presidency the Laeken Declaration on the future of the EU will be adopted. A
number of Member States, including Germany, Austria, Belgium and the UK, have established mechanisms for the
participation of their regional or federal bodies in Council proceedings. Given that the autonomous regions of the Spanish
state, the German and Austrian Lander and the Belgian regions possess significant powers of their own which are in many
cases affected by Community decisions, does the Commission support the view that the regions could be directly
represented in the Council?

Answer

In accordance with Article 203 of the Treaty establishing the European Community, as amended by the Treaty of
Maastricht, the ‘Council shall be made up of a representative of each Member State at ministerial level, authorised to
commit the government of that Member State.” The Treaty therefore enables a Member State to be represented in the
Council by a minister of a regional government. It is not the law of the European Union but the constitutional system of
each Member State which determines whether the possibility given in the Treaty can be used and, if so, under what
conditions it can be used.

Kokok

Question no 43 by Bart Staes (H-0527/01)
Subject: Redirection of European petroleum subsidies to sustainable energy sources

Between 1975 and 1998 the Commission gave EUR 747.72 million in subsidies to European petroleum, gas and coal
producers. The special treatment reserved for petroleum stands in stark contrast to the ambitious Kyoto objectives for CO,
emissions and the tight-fisted treatment of alternative energy sources. It is now apparent from the European Commission's
first assessment report on its White Paper, 'Energy for the Future; Sustainable Energy Sources', that only those alternative
energy sources for which the Member States adopt extra measures can increase their market share
(COM(2001)0069/final). A massive catch-up operation to promote alternative energy sources is thus urgently needed.

Will the Commission redirect its support for the petroleum industry to developing and promoting alternative energy
sources? If not, why does the Commission refuse to support a catch-up operation in favour of environment-friendly energy
sources, having regard to the ambitious objectives set at Kyoto and the many years of preferential treatment given to the
petroleum industry?

Answer

The Commission agrees with the Honourable Member on the necessity of increasing the amount of funding for renewable
energy sources. However, it should be pointed out that Community funding complements national funding. In that sense,
Community funding would only be available for renewable energy sources if priority is given by Member States for
renewable energy projects when submitting proposals for Community co-financing.
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As highlighted in the first progress report on the White Paper "Energy for the future: Renewable Energy Sources", the
achievement of the objective of 12% of renewable energy in the overall energy consumption in the Community by 2010,
needs additional effort at both, Community and national level.

Community funding for renewable energy sources is awarded, mainly, from the structural funds, the research and
technological development (RTD) framework programme and promotion programmes, as the Altener programme.

For the period 1994-1999, the European Regional Development Funds (ERDF) allocated EUR 300 M to projects in the
field of renewable energy sources which represents 10.5% of the total energy-related funding (EUR 2900 million or the
1.5% of the total expenditures of the ERDF for the period, EUR 200 billion.

Concerning the 5th RTD framework programme (FP) covering the period 1998-2002, the amount devoted to renewable
energy sources was about EUR 400 M. The promotional programme Altener has a budget of EUR 77 M for the period
1998-2002.

Budget allocated for renewable energy sources in both, the 6th RTD FP and Altener for the coming years, 2003-2007, is
foreseen to growth.

As regards the structural funds it should be pointed out that renewable energy sources are considered as a priority in the
new regulation for the period 2000-2006, and total renewable energy related funding is expected to increase. Nevertheless,
the amount devoted to renewable energy projects in Member States will only be known after adoption of the national
programmes submitted to the Commission. Funding for renewable energy installations is also foreseen within the
European Agricultural guarantee and Guidance Fund (EAGGF), mainly, under rural development regulation.

sk

Question no 44 by Alexandros Alavanos (H-0528/01)
Subject: Protest by 'Europa Nostra' against the construction of the Olympic Rowing and Canoeing Centre at Schinias

The Council of the Pan-European Federation for the Cultural Heritage (Europa Nostra) meeting in October 2000 in
Nicosia called on the Greek Government in a resolution to respect the historic site of the battle of Marathon and the
surrounding area, including the wetland, forest and coastline at Schinias, to protect the bird life in the area and urgently to
seek an alternative site for the Olympic Rowing and Canoeing Centre elsewhere in Greece. The Europa Nostra Council
also asked the International Olympic Committee to consider the question as a matter of urgency and to honour its
commitment that the Olympic movement will respect the environment and the cultural heritage.

In the light of the Commission's answer to my previous question (E-0332/01) that it was 'currently investigating the file,
taking into account the conservation value of the site, and the elements supplied by the Greek authorities in their reply. A
clear position on this issue is expected very soon', what position has the Commission reached which will avoid damage to
the environment and the cultural heritage, and ensure that the site in question is not used for the construction of the
Olympic Rowing and Canoeing Centre?

Question no 72 by Jillian Evans (H-0585/01)
Subject: Protection of the biotope and heritage of Schinias

The European Environment Bureau meeting in Brussels on 2 December 2000 has drawn up a resolution for the ‘Protection
of Marathon Schinias wetland threatened by the construction of the Olympic Rowing Centre’. The meeting, taking into
consideration all the dimensions of the great project, opposes the construction of the Olympic Rowing Centre in the
environmentally and historically sensitive site of Marathon.

Having regard to this resolution of the EEB, how is the European Commission going to intervene in order to prevent the
construction of the Rowing Centre in Schinias and to protect the biotope and heritage?
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Question no 73 by Lucio Manisco (H-0586/01)
Subject: Moving the Olympic rowing and canoeing centre from the historic Marathon area

Following a number of letters of protest, on 8 March 2001 the Athens Archaeological Society wrote to the Greek Minister
of Culture, Mr Ev. Venizelos, stating inter alia that 'the site at which the facilities for the rowing events are to be built
forms part of the Plain of Marathon, where the battle took place in 490 BC. The plain as it stands today is the exact site at
which that battle took place, and cannot be divided into separate 'historical' and 'non-historical' sections. You now have the
privilege of being able to save the site and to conserve it for current and future generations'. The letter then asks for the
Olympic rowing and canoeing centre to be moved to a more suitable site.

The Marathon area's historical significance is matched by its environmental importance. This being the case, what steps
can the Commission take to combat the threats hanging over the area?

Question no 74 by Jens-Peter Bonde (H-0588/01)
Subject: Protecting the historic Marathon area

On 1 March 2001 the City Council of Athens, the host city for the 2004 Olympic Games, adopted by a large majority a
motion in which it expressed its 'strong protest at the choice of the historical site of Marathon for the construction of an
Olympic rowing and canoeing centre. As municipal council of the city which fought the historical battle at Marathon, we
consider it our duty to express our strongest protest at the plans to profane this historical site'.

Given that a number of protests have been lodged by both Greek and international organisations, can the Commission say
whether it is aware of all the protests lodged against the construction of the rowing and canoeing centre in an area of such
particular historical importance as Marathon, and what steps it is going to take to protect the area?

Question no 75 by Herman Schmid (H-0587/01)
Subject: Protection of the biotope and heritage of Schinias

The Mediterranean Information Office for Environment, Culture and Sustainable Development (MIO-ECSDE), the
federation of Mediterranean non-Governmental organisations working in the areas of the environment and development,
meeting in Athens on 2 November 2000, opposed the construction of the Olympic Rowing Centre in Schinias and called
for protection of the biotope that is already proposed for inclusion among the sites to be protected under the NATURA
2000 EU network, and of the heritage.

As this project is going to destroy the historic site of the battle of Marathon and the last surviving biotope of Attiki, is the
Commission going to intervene against the construction of the Olympic Rowing Centre in Schinias and in favour of an
alternative site?

Answer

As far as environmental aspects of the proposed development are concerned, in its reply to Written Question E-0332/01 by
Mr Alavanos, the Commission indicated that it is currently investigating the case as a matter of priority, in the context of a
formal complaint. In doing so, further to analysing data provided by the complainants and the Greek authorities, the
Commission carried out a field visit to gather information, while technical meetings have been held with the competent
Greek services.

The Schinias marshes have not been proposed by Greece under either the Birds (79/409/EEC1) or the Habitats
(92/43/EEC2) directives for inclusion in the European ecological network Natura 2000. However, considering the
importance of the site which has been included in the relevant scientific reference lists, the Commission, through its
contacts with the Greek authorities, seeks a) to afford to the site an adequate protection status through its inclusion in
Natura 2000 and b) to ensure the compatibility of the planned development with the conservation value of the site.
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The Greek authorities have promised to shortly provide detailed information about the future management regime for the
site and the final design of the project. This should enable the Commission to form a view on the follow up to be given to
this matter.

ks

Question no 45 by Paul Riibig (H-0529/01)
Subject: Restriction on deduction of VAT previously paid

Under a regulation by Austria's Federal Finance Minister (BGB1 134/1993) it was possible until 15 February 1996 to
claim a deduction against VAT previously paid on certain types of motor vehicles (those in the so-called 'fiscal' category).
Regulation 273/1996 implemented by the Federal Finance Minister however laid down more stringent criteria whereby
motor vehicles eligible for such deductions became subject retroactively to a restriction.

In the light of the ECJ rulings in the Ampafrance case (C-177/99 and C-181/99) and the Advocate-General's final
submission in the Commission v. France case (C-345/99 and C-40/00), is this retroactive restriction on deduction against
VAT previously paid on exclusively business-related or professional outgoings covered by Article 17(6) of
Directive 77/388/EEC"?

Answer

1. Regulation 273/1996 amended the classification criteria of motor vehicles in Austria, so that some motor vehicles
which previously benefited from a deduction against VAT no longer benefit from this deduction as of 15 February 1996.

2. The Commission believes that limiting the right to VAT deductions, notwithstanding the evidence that the motor
vehicles concerned are used for strictly professional purposes and for the requirements of taxed activities, is contrary to the
right to deduct VAT, as provided for by Article 17 of the Sixth Council Directive 77/388/EEC.

The Commission contacted the Austrian authorities with regard to this problem. The Commission is currently
awaiting a response from the Austrian authorities to the additional formal demand which was sent on 30 April 2001.

The regulation concerned is also the subject of a prejudicial question which is currently before the Court of
Justice (C-409/99).

Kokok

Question no 46 by Camilo Nogueira Roman (H-0530/01)
Subject: Galicia/Portugal high-speed rail link

There is now an unresolved debate, involving Portuguese and Spanish ministers and the President of the Galician regional
government, over how to modernise the Galicia/Portugal rail link and whether or not the new link, which is to be
cofinanced by the EU, should be high-speed in character. Can the Commission explain the present state of affairs
concerning this link, given its crucial importance for Galicia?

Answer

Within the framework of the scheduled review of the guidelines laid down in Decision No 1692/96° on the trans-European
network, the Spanish national authorities have sent a request to the Commission to include a national plan for high-speed
rail links. This plan includes high-speed rail links in Galicia and the rail link between Vigo and the Portuguese border, as
agreed by the Spanish and Galician governments. The Commission therefore intends to propose to incorporate this plan,
particularly the above-mentioned links in Galicia.

7 OJ L 145,13.6.1977, p. 1
8 OJL228,29.11.1996
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The Commission would like to clarify that the definition of high-speed rail link in this plan corresponds to the definition in
Council Directive No 96/48” on the interoperability of the trans-European high-speed rail system. The directive in question
specifies that the high-speed links include new links, especially built for high speeds of over 250 km/h, links especially
designed for speeds of 200 km/h and links especially designed so that the speed has to be changed according to each case.

The Commission is very closely monitoring the planning stages of the plan for high-speed rail links in Portugal. This plan
includes the Atlantic rail link which is part of priority project No 8 and which will help to ensure the continuity and
interoperability of the links between Spain and Galicia.

As for the use of Community financial aid, we must reiterate that Community grants are determined according to the
particular rules of each financial instrument.

Kokok

Question no 47 by Efstratios Korakas (H-0532/01)
Subject: Unacceptable and disastrous decision to abolish tobacco subsidies

The Commission is hypocritically using empty environmental arguments and the anti-smoking campaign as pretexts for
lowering and then abolishing tobacco subsidies over a short period of time. If these plans are implemented, tobacco-
growing in the Member States will be wiped out with devastating consequences for thousands of poor farmers in infertile
areas. Imports of tobacco and tobacco products from third countries and the profits of the multinationals will soar, without
solving any public health problem, since smoking is a result of social causes and habits, not tobacco production, which in
any case satisfies only 43% of consumer demand in the EU.

What measures will the Commission take to prevent the implementation of these plans which are so disastrous for tobacco-
growers in Greece?

Answer

On 16 May 2001, the Commission adopted the communication on 'A European Strategy for Sustainable Development' in
preparation for the Gothenburg European Council.

Within the framework of public health measures, this document proposes to abolish raw tobacco subsidies gradually,
following the COM in tobacco trial, which will be completed in 2002.

The Commission communication makes it quite clear that gradual abolition of tobacco aid is only possible if it is
accompanied by the adoption of measures providing alternative sources of income and alternative economic activities for
growers and those who work in the sector.

The Commission will adopt the necessary financial and other measures in order to ensure that the economic and social
base of rural tobacco-growing areas is preserved.

Kokok

Question no 48 by Astrid Thors (H-0533/01)
Subject: Digital TV

In a report last year on digital TV( A5-0143/2000)'° Parliament was concerned by the non-existence of the internal market
in digital TV. Thus rights to broadcast for cable TV are sold on a purely national basis (conclusions 12-14). Parliament
called for action by the Commission.

The Internal Market DG also organised a hearing on 13 and 14 November 2000 on the collective management of rights.
The conclusions noted that differences in the systems for collecting societies are not compatible with the Internal Market.
The need to overcome territorial licensing in favour of licensing at Community level was agreed on. An example of this

® 0JL235,17.01.1996
1% Minutes, 13.6.2000
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need is that despite two years of negotiations, Vasa Lians Telefon has not been able to reach an agreement with TV4
Sweden.

What action has been taken, what action will be taken and when, in order to proceed with the requests by Parliament and
the hearing?

Answer

The question asked by the Honourable Member concerns the management of copyright and neighbouring rights regarding,
in particular, satellite broadcasting and the redistribution of broadcasts by cable, and transfrontier reception of digital
television services.

An operational management of rights is of particular importance for the functioning of the Internal Market, especially in
the context of the new services of the Information Society. A study on certain aspects of collective management was
carried out at the Commission’s request and completed in early 2000. Discussions gained momentum at a conference on
collective management organised in March 2000 by the Portuguese Presidency in Evora and at the International
Conference on ‘The Management and Legitimate Use of Intellectual Property’ organised by the Commission in Strasbourg
in July 2000. As a follow-up to that conference, the Commission organised a public hearing on collective management in
Brussels on 13 and 14 November 2000. This hearing raised several important issues concerning collective management,
especially with regards to digital rights management.

The Commission is currently examining in detail all the aspects of the topic of collective management and intends to
finalise its evaluation in the course of this year. The assessment will include the question of whether further legislation at
Community level is needed and, if so, what sort of content it should have in order to avoid or eliminate potential obstacles
within the Internal Market and to adapt this sector to the new technological environment.

As regards the specific issue of cable distributors’ access to the rights needed for cable distribution, Directive 93/83/EEC
of 27 September 1993, on satellite broadcasting and cable retransmission has provided a legal framework for the
acquisition of copyright and neighbouring rights. The implementation of this Directive by Member States and its
functioning in practice will be assessed in a report, which the Commission intends to submit later this year. This report will

also address copyright and neighbouring rights aspects relating to digital TV in Europe.
sesksk

Question no 49 by Jaime Valdivielso de Cué (H-0534/01)
Subject: Community patent

The Commission has submitted a proposal for a regulation on the Community patent in which it is proposed, allegedly in
order to reduce costs, that the official languages for this purpose be French, English and German.

The Commission's text also proposes that a patent should be considered valid once it has been published in one of those
three official languages together with a translation of the portion concerning claims into the other two, with no further
translation requirement.

What measures are proposed to reduce the legal uncertainty which will thus be imposed on those 150 mil. EU citizens
whose native language is none of the above three?

What measures will be taken to ensure that the Community patent does not entail discrimination against enterprises whose
native language is not German, English or French?

Answer

The Commission proposal builds essentially on the successful language regime of the European Patent Convention. This
regime provides three working languages for the European Patent Office (EN, FR, and DE). The system has been accepted
by the Member States of the European Community - all Parties to the European Patent Convention.

By not proposing any further translations for the validity of the Community patent than those foreseen for the grant of a
European Patent, the Commission has followed a pragmatic approach. It represents a balance between two interests: 1) the
need to keep cost for a Community patent under control and 2) the access to patent information. This balance is all the
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more appropriate as translations are in practice only rarely consulted: practise has learnt that those who are interested in
obtaining patent information seem to prefer to consult the patent in the language in which it has been granted

The Commission has nevertheless proposed to protect an alleged infringer who has his residence or principal place of
business in a Member State whose official language, which is also an official language of the Community, is not the
language in which the patent was granted or in which a voluntary translation has been made public. Such a person is
presumed, until proven otherwise, not to have knowingly infringed the patent. He shall then be liable to pay for damages
for infringement only from the time when he is notified of a translation in the official language of that Member State. If the
Member State has two or more official languages which are also official languages of the Community, the person is
entitled to a notification in one of those official languages that he knows.

The Commission proposal is currently being discussed in the Council.

sk

Question no 50 by Niels Busk (H-0536/01)
Subject: US ban on pork imports

Will the Commission confirm that it supplied erroneous information to the USA that Denmark imported cattle from
Holland after foot-and-mouth disease had been diagnosed in that country? Will the Commission describe the events that
took place and the communication between the Commission and the USA?

In the event of the emergence of other infectious animal diseases, what steps will the Commission take to ensure that the
Member States are considered individually in regard to veterinary matters, so that third countries cannot introduce import
bans applying to the EU as a whole, but are required to make a regional assessment?

Answer

As the honourable Member may know, the ANIMO information system which tracks the movement of live animals within
the Community or those arriving from third countries does not belong to the Commission but to the Member States.

With this computerised system the local veterinary authority at the place of origin of an outbreak informs the local
veterinary authority at the place of destination on a planned intra-Community movement of animals.

The USA, Canada and New Zealand were seriously concerned about the movement of animals from affected Member
States to non affected Member States during the critical periods of the recent foot and mouth disease (FMD) outbreak.

During a technical meeting on April 23rd between representatives from these third countries and the Member States and
the Commission, it was agreed that the Member States should forward the ANIMO information on these movements to the
Commission. The Commission would then forward this information as a single package to the USA, Canada and New
Zealand.

The Commission received this information and forwarded it to these third countries.

It was evident that there were a few minor mistakes in these records due to coding errors introduced by the Dutch local
authorities when entering data into the system.

One of these mistakes did indeed concern Denmark, but it was very quickly discovered, corrected and a full written
explanation was immediately given to the USA, Canada and New Zealand authorities.

Throughout the crisis the Commission, in very close cooperation with the Member States, met on several occasions with
representatives of these third countries, including the USA.

During all of these contacts the Commission continued to press strongly for regionalisation of the Community; with
Denmark being frequently mentioned.

The Danish situation was particularly emphasised during the meetings with the Americans, because of its FMD free status
and the very significant Danish export trade, which was blocked by American safeguard measures.
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From day one in mid-March, the Commission has worked closely with the representatives of the Member States. The
Commission succeeded in ensuring virtually total agreement among Member States about a common strategy and
objectives. The Commission was also able to achieve a very high degree of co-ordination, which greatly assisted all its
representations vis-a-vis third countries.

There were regular contacts between the Commission and the Permanent Danish Representation from the moment that the
crisis broke out in March.

In such situations, it is important that all Community forces are mobilised to obtain a common agreed objective.

In order to ensure a co-ordinated action of the Commission at international level, a Commission Task Force with
Directorates General Health and Consumer Protection, Trade, Agriculture, External Relations, Enlargement, and
Enterprise was established on 16 March, meeting after that on a weekly basis

The officials at the Permanent Representations, in the Commission, at the Delegations of the Commission and at the
Embassies of the Member States in third countries worked intensively together to inform the Community's main trading
partners on the evolution of the disease situation on a day to day basis and to discuss it with them. It also contacted key
individuals, including the United States Secretary for Agriculture, to outline the Community measures in place to ensure
the safety of exports.

It is therefore an example of how positively working together can help minimise the damage that can happen during such a
widespread epidemic.

While the results of these efforts regrettably did not materialise in the case of the USA until mid May, The Commission is
convinced that the gradual regionalisation by other key trading partners such as Russia, Japan and New Zealand is largely

the result of our joint efforts.

The Commission has for several years been pressing as hard as possible to get the main trading partners to agree to
regionalise in cases of outbreaks of diseases such as Foot and Mouth Disease or Classical Swine Fever.

Regionalisation is also a key element in the Community's import policy but the Community wants to be treated on a like
for like basis.

The Commission has for instance repeatedly raised its concerns in this respect with its American counter parts, first
Secretary Glickman and now Secretary Veneman.

It is the Commission belief that without a common recognition of this internationally accepted principle and its practical
implementation, there is a recipe for disproportionate safeguard measures in cases of disease outbreaks.

Finally the Honourable Member is reminded that the Commission wishes to go further than just to advocate regionalisation
of the Community into Member States.

As has been shown, the Community system of regionalisation can work successfully and efficiently with regions far
smaller than a full Member State, if the outbreak is indeed geographically adequately isolated and controlled.

This was seen most recently in the cases of the Netherlands, Ireland and France during the FMD outbreak.

ks

Question no 51 by John Bowis (H-0538/01)
Subject: Cyprus and the European Court of Human Rights
Has the Commission read the Grand Chamber Judgement by the European Court of Human Rights delivered on 10 May

2001 in the case of Cyprus v Turkey, and will it discuss the decisions of the Court in its Judgement with the Governments
of both Cyprus and Turkey ?

Answer
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The Commission is well aware of the Judgement by the European Court of Human Rights in the case of Cyprus v Turkey
to which the Honourable Member is referring.

The Commission will continue to raise the issue of compliance by Turkey with Decisions of the European Court of Human
Rights at every opportunity. The last such opportunity was the Union-Turkey Association Council, on 26 June 2001, where
this issue was indeed raised in the framework of the enhanced political dialogue and the political criteria. The Union side
once again recalled the necessity to respect all international commitments undertaken, including decisions by the European
Court of Human Rights.

Kokok

Question no 52 by Miet Smet (H-0542/01)
Subject: Dialogue between the two sides of industry in the EU and enlargement

The two sides of industry play an important role within the European Union, both at national and Community level and at
a sectoral as well as a multi-sectoral level. Dialogue between management and labour in the EU does not merely involve
the exchange of views and ideas, but also negotiation, with agreements even being concluded which are subsequently
translated into directives. The dialogue therefore unquestionably forms part of the acquis communautaire in the social
field. In what way, however, are the applicant countries included in the dialogue? And how are they being prepared for
participation in this dialogue?

Answer

The Commission shares the view of the Honourable Member that social dialogue is part of the Community acquis; it is
part of the negotiations process and the pre-accession strategy with the candidate countries.

Applicant countries do not participate in social dialogue committees as they do not participate either in other committees.
However, they may be invited exceptionally on an ad hoc basis as experts in sectorial social dialogue committees if a point
of the agenda requires such an expertise.

In the framework of the pre-accession strategy, the Commission intensified its assistance and funding of social partners'
initiatives in the Commission enlargement process. For instance, it supported a major joint Conference that European
social partners organised in Bratislava last March. As a follow-up of a first conference organised in this field in Warsaw
two years earlier, this Bratislava conference allowed to have a first assessment of social dialogue in candidate countries
and to identify ways to help them to make some progress in this field.

A budget line on social dialogue is also aimed at helping the candidate countries to carry out activities for improving social
dialogue and also to prepare themselves to their forthcoming participation in the European social dialogue.

It should also be emphasised that more than half of the candidate countries have a project on social dialogue within the

PHARE programme underway, and this should also help candidate countries to create the necessary structures and
practices in this important area.

Kokok

Question no 53 by Nuala Ahern (H-0543/01)
Subject: Environmental monitoring mission to Sellafield
Will the Commission arrange as a priority a special environmental monitoring mission to Sellafield under the provisions of
the EURATOM Treaty in order to review the safety arrangements for the storage of nuclear wastes at the Sellafield
nuclear complex in England?

Answer

The Commission conducted a mission to Sellafield in December 1993 to verify the operation and efficiency of facilities for
continuous monitoring of environmental radioactivity under Article35 of the Euratom Treaty.
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At the time of this visit, a number of installations were not yet operating, e.g. the THORP reprocessing plant, but the
discharge monitoring equipment of this plant was examined.

Since 1993 changes have been introduced in terms of radioactive waste treatment which may have implications for the
types and amounts of radioactivity discharged to the environment.

The Commission has not planned any visits to Sellafield in the near future.

Kokok

Question no 54 by Avril Doyle (H-0544/01)
Subject: Legislation on veterinary medicine

Given the unanimous adoption by the European Parliament on 3 May (R5-0230/2001) of Mrs Doyle’s report (AS5-
0119/2001) on the availability of veterinary medicinal products; given the urgent need to have optimal protection for the
consumer; given the urgent need on welfare, therapeutic and economic grounds for veterinarians to have access to the
widest range of veterinary products to treat all food-producing animals; given the Commission’s approval of the principle
of extrapolating maximum residue limits established for some species to other species as a short term solution to the
problem and given the commitment made by Commissioner Liikanen on the record in the parliamentary debate on
veterinary medicinal products that he expected ‘legislative proposals to be finalised within a few months’;

Can the Commission please outline when it will produce these proposals to amend the legislation and confirm that it is
treating them as a priority?

Answer

In line with its Communication to the Council and the Parliament concerning the availability of veterinary medicinal
products, the Commission intends to address the availability problem, among other issues, by adapting the veterinary
pharmaceutical legislation in the framework of the general revision exercise. This will lead to several legislative proposals.
These proposals are currently in inter-service consultation within the Commission. They will be transmitted to the
Parliament in due time after their adoption by the Commission.

The Commission considers this legislative revision to be a priority. However, the numerous different directives on
veterinary medicines are currently subject to a codification exercise by the Council and the Parliament. This codification is
at a final stage and the Commission is expecting the resulting Directive relating to veterinary medicinal products to be
adopted in the very near future '.

A definitive single consolidated version of this important piece of Community legislation is indispensable in order to
simplify the preparation and future discussions with a view to adopting possible amendments of the existing legislation.

It is also important to point out that the current legislation provides a framework designed to ensure the optimal protection

of consumer health. Any proposal for change, in particular to consider animal welfare, will only be acceptable if it is
compatible with the objective of a high level of consumer health protection.

Kokok

Question no 55 by Bob van den Bos (H-0548/01)
Subject: Commissioner Barnier's comments on a bigger role for national MPs

During a discussion on the Future of Europe with MEPs on the Constitutional Affairs Committee on Monday 28 May,
Commissioner Barnier gave his vision of how national MPs could become more involved in the Union’s legislative
process. He suggested Member States MPs should be regularly involved in meetings in the Council of Ministers, possibly
in a special ‘legislative committee’.

1 COM(2000)657 final of 23.10.2000



88 05/07/2001

Does the Commission consider that this proposal is in line with the democratic principle of the division of power?

Would the Commission not agree with me that the constitutional responsibilities of parliamentarians are very different
from those of the executive power?

Is the Commission aware that — if adopted — this proposal will have the effect of downplaying the European Parliament?

Answer

The Declaration on the Future of the Union annexed to the Treaty of Nice establishes the need for a deeper and wider
debate on the future of the European Union. One of the areas to be addressed identified by the Nice declaration concerns
the 'role of national parliaments in the European architecture'.

It is within the framework of this debate that Commissioner Barnier expressed his personal reticence regarding any
development that would be likely to weaken the role of the European Parliament or make its institutional architecture more
complex and less effective. This danger would arise particularly if it were decided to set up a new legislative chamber
made up of the representatives of national parliaments, as already proposed in the public debate last year by Europe's
political leaders. Commissioner Barnier also stressed that the proper provision of information and the association of
national parliaments are essentially matters for national decisions, which each Member State should take in accordance
with its own constitutional provisions.

Kokok

Question no 56 by Carmen Cerdeira Morterero (H-0549/01)
Subject: Racial violence in the UK

The last few weeks have regrettably seen fresh outbreaks of racially motivated violence in an EU Member State, this time
in the British cities of Manchester and Leeds.

The Commission, in its reply to a UN questionnaire on racism of March 2001, stated in response to one of the questions
that the EC has adopted an action programme which will continue up to 31 December 2006, with a budget allocation of
EUR 100 m for anti-discrimination and anti-racism projects.

Does the Commission intend to examine the causes and practical consequences of these occurrences and the measures
adopted to ensure that such phenomena, contrary as they are to the values of the EU, will not recur? Does the Commission
believe the above-mentioned programme to be sufficient? Will it undertake an assessment of it?

Answer

The Commission condemns acts of violent rioting such as those seen in the United Kingdom in recent weeks, whatever
their cause. The events would be particularly worrying if it transpires that they were racially motivated.

The Honourable Member is aware that the Council has adopted a Community Action Programme against Discrimination
which began on 1 January this year. The programme will enable the Community to analyse the effects of discrimination on
a range of grounds, including racial and ethnic origin, to support the efforts of the Member States to combat such
discrimination. To assist it in these efforts, the Commission intends to establish groups of independent experts from each
of the Member States who will be responsible for evaluating the causes and effects of discrimination and the effectiveness
of policies and practices to combat it.

This programme is only one part of the Union's action to combat racism and racial discrimination. The Commission
adopted on 1 June a Communication as a contribution to the forthcoming World Conference Against Racism, Xenophobia
and Related Intolerance, which will take place in Durban, South Africa from 31 August to 7 September this year. This
Communication sets out in one document the range of activities carried out by the Union and which together form an
integrated strategy to combat racism.

In addition, the European Monitoring Centre on racism and xenophobia, established in Vienna, has the specific task of
providing the Community and its Member States with objective, reliable and comparable data at European level on the
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phenomena of racism, xenophobia and anti-Semitism. The Commission is sure that the Centre will wish to incorporate
information on these events into its work.

In the field of criminal law, the Commission Working Programme for this year foresees the presentation of a proposal for a
framework decision according to Article 34.2 (b) of the TEU. It would be aimed at approximation of the laws and
regulations of the Member States regarding racist and xenophobic offences. Framework decisions are binding upon the
Member States as to the result to be achieved but leave to the national authorities the choice of the form and methods.

Finally, while the Union can and must establish a framework within which the fight against racism can be taken forward at
the level of the Union, the Commission emphasises that the main action to combat racism must take place at national,
regional and local levels and that such action falls to the responsibility of the Member States.

Kokok

Question no 57 by Marialiese Flemming (H-0552/01)
Subject: Health and consumer protection

Is the Commission prepared to consider whether there is a legal basis for the involvement of animal welfare organisations
and other appropriate NGOs in monitoring compliance with the provisions governing the transport of live animals?

Answer

Current Community legislation on the protection of animals during transport, Council Directive 91/628/EEC1 as amended
by Council Directive 95/29/EC,2 makes no provision for the official involvement of animal welfare organisations or other
non governmental organisations (NGOs) in relation to monitoring the compliance of transporters with the requirements of
the Directive.

Day-to-day enforcement of the Directive is the responsibility of each Member State within its own territory. Nothing in the
present Directive would prevent a Member State delegating certain monitoring functions to animal welfare organisations.

The Commission does not intend at the present time to put forward any proposals which would modify the situation
referred to above.

Even in the absence of any official monitoring function being conferred on animal welfare organisations reports of the
observations which they carry out under their own initiative can be of assistance to Member States in enforcing the
Directive. Indeed the Commission itself has referred to a number of such reports in several infringement procedures

relating to the Directive.
ek

Question no 58 by Maria Izquierdo Rojo (H-0554/01)
Subject: Cables in the Albayzin quarter in Granada and the URBAN programme

The most recent European publicity material concerning the URBAN programme and the Albayzin quarter of Granada
states that a priority object under the project is concealment of the electricity cables which disfigure this fine quarter of
historical and artistic interest. Nonetheless, a degree of scepticism may be permitted, since this promise has been made in
Granada so often that disbelief in it is universal.

Is the Commission aware that promises have been made for years that these cables will be concealed, and nothing has ever

happened? What is the financial allocation for the proposed burial and camouflaging of these cables, to be masterminded
by the company Sevillana de Electricidad? What is the proposed timetable (on this occasion) for the operation?

Answer
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The historic Albayzin quarter of Granada has received cofinancing under Article 10 of Council Regulation (EEC) No
2083/93 of 20 July 1993"" during the second programming phase 1997-1999. The pilot project, URBAN, was closed on 30
June 2001 and its objective was the economic regeneration of this historic centre. Its actions did not include the
concealment of the quarter's aerial electricity cables.

The Albayzin quarter was covered by the URBAN II Granada programme for the period 2000-2006, which is currently the
subject of discussions between the Commission and the Member State and should be approved before the end of 2001. At
this stage, we cannot predict whether the concealment of the quarter's aerial electricity cables will be the subject of one of
the programme's measures. The Commission would also point out that the development of the programme and the
establishment of its priority objectives and, consequently, of suitable measures for implementing them, are the
responsibility of the Spanish authorities.

Kokok

Question no 59 by Brian Crowley (H-0556/01)
Subject: Dissolution of the Advisory Council on Medical Training (ACMT)

The Advisory Council on Medical Training (ACMT) has been responsible for ensuring that equivalent standards of
undergraduate education and postgraduate training obtain throughout the EU. Will the Commission state what is the
current status of the Advisory Council, when the last meeting of this Council took place and, if it has been dissolved as is
feared, what were the grounds for this action, what consultation was held on this decision and how does the Commission
now intend to ensure that the views of the national Medical Councils/competent authorities are taken into account on
issues of direct importance to them?

Answer

In July 1999, after consulting the committees and the Member States, the Commission proposed the abolition of the
Council Advisory Committee for Medical Training as well as the other five advisory committees established alongside the
sectoral directives for doctors, dentists, veterinarians, pharmacists, general care nurses and midwives. The intention was
then to create simpler and more flexible committees organised by the Commission. The last plenary meeting of the
Medical Advisory Committee took place on 5 February 1998. On-going work has since been brought to a conclusion
through informal, written procedures agreed in the committee. The Commission is now committed to a wider review of the
whole Community system for professional recognition which is presently the subject of an open consultation exercise
lasting from 1 June to end September 2001.

kokok

Question no 60 by Marco Pannella (H-0558/01)
Subject: Laos

At their meeting of 15 and 16 May 2001 in Brussels the Commission and Laos published a joint press release, dated 18
May 2001, confirming both the strengthening of economic and trade cooperation between the two parties and continued
EU aid for Laos, which has already reached a total of EUR 125 million since 1986. Point 3 of the press release also states
that human rights constitute an essential element of cooperation between the Union and Vientiane. Given that the country's
main leaders, notably the Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr Somsavat Lengsavad, continue to
proclaim loudly and clearly that human rights are an internal matter and that Laos will not accept any foreign interference
in this field, and that they continue simply to deny the universal character of human rights, can the Commission explain
how it intends to help ensure that human rights are respected in Laos?

What initiatives has the Commission taken or will it take with a view to casting full light on the repression of opposition
figures, in particular the leaders of the 'Students' Movement of 26 October 1999' in Vientiane and the peaceful
demonstration of 17 November 2000 near Champassak?

Can the Commission say whether it has yet been able to meet these opposition figures where they are being held, or if it
has taken the necessary procedural steps in order to do so?

""OJL193 0f 31.7.93, p.34
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Answer

During the EC-Lao PDR Joint Committee meeting of 15-16 May there was an open exchange of views on the Human
Rights situation in Laos.

While welcoming positive developments, including the signature by Laos in December 2000 of two UN Human Rights
Covenants, on Civil and Political Rights and on Economic, Cultural and Social Rights, the Commission highlighted areas
of continuing concern.

One of these issues was the rule of law, where a number of flaws in the system of administration of justice remain, notably
cases of arbitrary arrest, lengthy pre-trial detention and lack of guarantees of due process.

As many of these problems are exacerbated by poor training of people working in the judicial system, the Commission
offered support, both for reform of the system and for human resources development.

On the issue of political prisoners, the Commission — in co-operation with the Diplomatic Missions of the Member States -
continues to monitor developments and to participate in Union démarches requesting information on the legal procedures
regarding them.

A Parliament Delegation that visited Vientiane in April also suggested that Union Ambassadors and/or the International
Committee of the Red Cross be authorised to visit political prisoners.

The Commission will continue to follow-up these issues.

ks

Question no 61 by Caroline F. Jackson (H-0559/01)
Subject: Fake organic food
Recent reports in the United Kingdom point to a growing black market in fake organic food, both in the UK and across the
rest of Europe. In one case, 20 000 tonnes of normal grain (worth EUR 4.9 million) was imported into the United Kingdom
from Germany, and passed off as 'organic'.
Does the Commission have any evidence of how widespread this practice is in Europe, and can it state what action it is
taking to tackle this problem?

Answer

The Commission has been informed that cases of fraud on a considerable scale have been reported in relation to organic
farming in a number of Member States over the last few years.

Article 10a of Council Regulation (EEC) No 2092/91 states that where a Member State becomes aware of irregularities or
infringements in respect of the implementation of the regulation, it shall inform the Member State of origin and the

Commission. A test period is at present under way with a view to setting up a voluntary early warning system among
Member States.

The Commission is preparing changes to Annex III to Regulation (EEC) No 2092/91 and the inspection guidelines for the
inspection bodies, in order to strengthen the effectiveness of controls.

ks

Question no 62 by Maria Sornosa Martinez (H-0561/01)

Subject: Declarations by Mr Verstrynge on Spain's National Hydrological Plan
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On 5 June 2001 Mr Frangois Verstrynge, the Commission's Deputy Director-General for the environment, told various
Spanish media organs that he supported Spain's National Hydrological Plan (NHP), claiming that this plan 'is not only
commendable but also exportable to areas with water problems' and that it merits economic support from the EU.

Can the Commission state whether it endorses Mr Verstrynge's declarations of support for the NHP? Should this not be the
case, what measures does the Commission intend to take to ensure the full publicisation, in such a way as to ensure that
public opinion is informed, of the statements by Commissioners Wallstrém and Liikanen (H-0843/00'%, H-0904/00", H-
0973/00'*, etc), which the author of this question had hitherto believed represented the Commission's sole and exclusive
official position?

Does the Commission not consider that Mr Verstrynge's declarations throw doubt on the coherent and respectful position
expressed over time by Commissioner Wallstrom on the highly controversial subject of the NHP and, in particular,
towards the opinions of its opponents (essentially citizens' organisations and ecological groups)?

Answer

The Commission has been following the elaboration of the Spanish National Hydrological Plan with great interest. At the
initiative of the Spanish Environment Minister, Mr Matas, a presentation of the main elements of the plan was made by the
Minister to the Member of the Commission responsible for the Environment, Mrs Margot Wallstrom. The Spanish
authorities have also presented the Commission with extensive documentation concerning the plan. The Commission has
consistently made very clear to the Spanish authorities the need to ensure, both during the formal adoption procedure of
the plan and later on during the process of its implementation, that relevant European legislation is fully respected. In
particular, the Commission has drawn the attention of the Spanish authorities to the requirements of the habitats directive
(92/43/EEC), the environmental impact assessment directive (Directive 85/337/EEC as modified by 97/11/EC) and the
water framework directive (Directive 2000/60/EC). The Commission is continuing technical exchanges with the Spanish
authorities on this matter.

Concerning the comments made recently by a senior Commission official, it should be pointed out that the interview in
question was recorded in April and broadcast in June. With regard to the observations made by the official, our
understanding is that he said that “the project of the Spanish government is interesting” and “ that the Community
Executive sees the Ebro transfer as a solution to the water shortage problem in Spain”.

The senior official also said that “ the results of a study done by the Commission in the Iberian peninsula, point out that
there is enough water for the two countries (Portugal and Spain) but that the problem is that the water resources are not
well distributed in space and time. Water is in the North in winter and it is needed in the South during summertime, so it
can be said that this is a question of water system management.”

Referring to the Spanish-Portuguese agreement in relation to shared water management, he added that ” the Iberian
peninsula could be an example to other parts of the world with water shortage problems”.

Kokok

Question no 63 by Konstantinos Hatzidakis (H-0562/01)
Subject: Fire-fighting and reafforestation in Greece
What appropriations have been made available from the Community budget through the 2" Community Support
Framework for fire-fighting and reafforestation in Greece? What use has been made of those appropriations, and what

provision has been made for funding henceforth? How satisfied is the Commission with the results in Greece compared
with the results in other Mediterranean Member States?

Answer

2 Written answer of 15.11.2000
13 Written answer of 13.12.2000
14 Oral answer of 16.1.2001
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The Commission is paying particular attention to the protection of Europe's forests, half the total area of which is classified
as an area at risk from fire. Council Regulation (EEC) No 2158/92" on protection of the Community's forests against fire,
as amended by Council Regulation (EC) 308/97'°, formalises the Commission's commitments in this field.

The global plan for the protection of forests developed by the Greek government lays down a raft of measures concerning,
in particular, raising public awareness and equipment for the prevention of fire and the surveillance of forests. Under this
plan, the Commission has cofinanced 79 Greek projects to the value of EUR 18 million under the different measures
mentioned above, during the period 1992-1998.

The other principal financial aid (in million euro) granted during the period 1993-1999 is as follows:

Cohesion Fund equipment for fire services 7.1
Cohesion Fund equipment for fire services 31.5
Cohesion Fund prevention of forest fires, soil protection and reforestation 12.-
ERDF fire-fighting equipment 3.15
Environment OP equipment for fire services 2.25
Industry OP equipment for fire services 4.8
GI Interreg 11 purchase of fire-fighting vessels in the ports of Igoumenitsal6.-
and Patras
EAGGF -  Guidance| reestablishment of burnt forests and protection of soil against|176.-
section erosion

During the current period, 2000-2006, it is likely that further cofinancing will be proposed by the Greek authorities in the
field of the protection of forests but, at this stage in the planning, we do not yet know what all the projects will be. Under
the Cohesion Fund, a request for aid to a value of EUR 50 million was made for the purchase of fire-fighting equipment;
furthermore, the Road OP provides for a sum of EUR 24 million to be allocated to the protection of forests, 75% of which
is to be in the form of aid.

The organisation of the fire services and the use made of their equipment are the responsibility of the Member States.
Moreover, the Commission does not possess comparative evaluations of the effectiveness of the fire services in the
different Member States. In any case, it can only regret the fact that forest fires continue to devastate the Greek countryside
and citizens' properties every year, despite the endeavours of the fire services and the sums invested in equipment.

sk

Question no 64 by Ioannis Patakis (H-0563/01)
Subject: Severe problems for agricultural production and the environment caused by widespread drought in Greece

The unusual drought during the months of February and March in most regions of Greece has resulted in a steep fall in
agricultural production, particularly for cereals and fruit trees. At the same time, the lack of basic land reclamation projects
and a rational policy of water resource development and management will undoubtedly reduce yields appreciably on
irrigated farms and create serious environmental problems such as salinization of groundwater and widespread
desertification, which will also jeopardise the future of farming.

What steps will the Commission take to compensate the farmers affected from the Community budget and what measures
will it take to prevent desertification, particularly in the Mediterranean countries?

Answer
The Commission does not have Community cofinancing instruments for compensating farmers whose harvests and

productions have suffered damage caused by drought. However, the Commission is prepared to examine proposals for
State aid to such farmers which conform to the guidelines on State aid to agriculture — ref. 2000/C 28/02.

5 0J12170f31.7.92,p. 3

' 0J L051 0f 21.2.97, p. 11
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With regard to the structural measures for water management, the Commission favours projects which seek to improve
water resource management in the agricultural and other sectors. Thus, it gives priority to surface water recovery
operations such as the building of reservoirs, the replacement of systems which are in disrepair with closed irrigation
networks in order to reduce leaks and to rationalise water usage, the replenishing of groundwater etc. One example of this
new approach, which, moreover, is also supported by the Greek authorities, is the restoration of Lake Carla in Thessalia.

It is these types of operations which will be cofinanced under the Community support framework 2000-2006 for Greece
and they should, amongst other things, make a positive contribution to the fight against desertification.

Kokok

Question no 65 by Laura Gonzilez Alvarez (H-0566/01)
Subject: Coal aid

Has the Commission assessed the social and economic effects which the proposal contained in the document entitled
‘Sustainable Development in Europe for a better world’ (namely, to reduce aid to coalmining progressively until it is
phased out for good by 2010) may have on the EU’s mining areas?

What measures is the Commission planning to propose or devise in order to cushion the falls in employment, income and
economic activity which may occur in mining areas following the cessation of coal mining owing to the removal of
subsidies?

Does the Commission really believe that the sustainable social, economic and ecological objectives set out in the document
entitled ‘Sustainable Development in Europe for a better world’ are compatible with the continuation of coal-production
aid beyond 2010?

Answer

The Commission assesses the social and regional context related to the Community coal industry when it approves the aid
granted annually to that industry. It is on this basis that much of the aid is granted. However, this aid must be gradually
reduced while, at the same time, these regions must be given the time to carry out the structural changes necessary in order
for them to diversify.

The Commission assists these regions through intensive Structural Fund measures with a view to creating the conditions
for new initiatives adapted to the specific conditions of the different regions. Therefore, in the regions eligible for regional
aid, the Commission authorises State aid to the value of a maximum of 50% of the cost of the initial investments. It should
be noted that the choice of eligible regions within the framework of guidelines for regional aid for the period 2000-2006 is
largely up to the Member States.

In the Green Paper 'Towards a European strategy for security of energy supply', the Commission proposed maintaining a
subsidised coal production threshold in a framework which must be compatible with the objective of sustainable
development. In effect, the Commission considers that reasons other than social and regional considerations can play a role
in the debate on the appropriateness of maintaining a coal production in operation through State aid.

Finally, the Commission will propose without delay a regulation on State aid to the coal industry, which should come into
effect upon the expiry of the ECSC Treaty in July 2002.

sk

Question no 66 by Anna Terroén i Cusi (H-0567/01)
Subject: Violation of the principle of equality on Mount Athos

Since the 11th Century women have been banned from Mount Athos and its monastery. Law No 2623 of 1953 enshrined
that ban in law and laid down penalties to be applied in the event of non-compliance. The entire area has been designated a
World Heritage Site by UNESCO, and it is common knowledge that cultural assets must be placed at the disposal of
society. A whole series of legislative provisions exists at European Union level to combat gender-based discrimination, the
most recent of which is the 2001-2006 action programme to combat discrimination.
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Would the Commission not agree that this ban violates the individual rights of women and is in breach of Community
legislation? Does it intend to take action to remedy this situation, given that Community funds are provided for the upkeep
of Mount Athos?

Answer

The European Commission expressed its position on the issue raised by Mrs Terron i Cusi in its response to written
question E-1055/01 by Mr Glyn Ford.

On an introductory note, it should be noted that the joint declaration on Mount Athos annexed to the Final Act of the
Agreement on the Accession of the Republic of Greece to the European Communities (OJ L 291 of 19.11.1979, p. 186),
recognises that the special statute is granted to Mount Athos solely on spiritual and religious grounds and that the
Community will ensure that it takes account of this in the application and further development of provisions of Community
law, particularly with regard to exemptions from customs and excise duties and the right of establishment.

This declaration was confirmed both by the Treaty of Amsterdam (Declarations of which the Conference took note —
Declaration by Greece on the status of churches and non-confessional organisations OJ C 340 of 10.11.1997, p144) and by
the Final Act of the Agreement on the Accession of the Republic of Greece to the Convention implementing the Schengen
Agreement (OJ L 239 of 22.09.2000, p. 83-89).

In consideration of these provisions and of the fact that the total ban on the access of women to Mount Athos is a tradition
which has been practised for a millennium and is based on religious grounds, the European Commission does not intend to
take any action to remove this ban.

Finally, it should be noted that the access of men to Mount Athos, which is an autonomous region of the Greek Republic,
is subject to authorisation from the authorities, even where Greek nationals are concerned.

ks

Question no 67 by Jonas Sjostedt (H-0569/01)
Subject: The result of the Irish referendum on the Treaty of Nice
According to the 12 June 2001 edition of the Sydsvenskan newspaper, the Commission President said after the result of the
Irish referendum on the Treaty of Nice was announced that, since the Treaty was both a good and important one, the voters
must simply have misunderstood it, and that the referendum debate covered many issues that the Treaty did not address.
By using such a line of argument, many parties that lose votes at elections could also conclude that they did so because of
misunderstandings and that, since their manifestos are both good and important, they might just as well continue in power

regardless of whether they lose at the polls.

How does the Commission propose to take on board the message delivered by the Irish people in the referendum on the
Treaty of Nice? Does it consider that the Treaty of Nice has been dealt a fatal blow?

Question no 77 by John Walls Cushnahan (H-0593/01)
Subject: Recent statement from Commission President Romano Prodi
Does the Commission believe that the recent statement by Commission President Prodi that enlargement can proceed even
if Nice is not ratified will be helpful in securing a ‘yes’ vote in a second Irish referendum? Will the Commission elaborate

on the basis on which enlargement could proceed and what the status of Ireland would be if we failed to ratify the Nice
Treaty?

Answer
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The Commission welcomes the initiative taken by the Irish government to initiate a major internal debate, after which
Ireland will inform the other governments of the developments it expects to see in the situation following the 7 June 2001
referendum on the Treaty of Nice.

The Commission reiterates the view which it has held from the beginning, namely that the Treaty of Nice is politically
necessary if enlargement is to take place.

Kokok

Question no 68 by Karin Riis-Jergensen (H-0575/01)
Subject: Illegal aid to Danish State Railways travel agency

Danish State Railways (DSB) is a government-owned limited company which receives considerable sums in government
aid each year to meet its obligations as a public service provider of train travel, inter alia. As part of its overall operations,
DSB runs a travel agency called DSB Rejsebureau, which in addition to selling its own products, also conducts general
business as a travel agency. Aid granted lawfully to other activities in DSB may not, of course, be transferred to DSB
Rejsebureau in the event of the travel agency having a deficit since DSB Rejsebureau operates on a free and deregulated
market with numerous private competitors.

Since 1 January 1999, DSB Rejsebureau has been an integrated part of overall DSB operations and no longer reports its
own accounts separately in the way all other travel agencies in Denmark are otherwise required to do under the law on
annual accounts of public and private limited companies. The pre-1999 accounts show that DSB Rejsebureau was
operating at a substantial deficit and there is concern that illegal cross-subsidisation is taking place.

Is the particular position of DSB Rejsebureau contrary to current EU legislation and, if so, what action does the
Commission intend to take? In addition, how will the Commission ensure that illegal cross-subsidisation of DSB
Rejsebureau does not occur?

Answer

Community legislation does not require that DSB Rejsebureau carries out its activity in a legal form independent from
DSB as it is for any undertaking, public or private, to organise its structure as it see fit. Consequently, the fact that DSB
Rejsebureau does not issue independent annual accounts does not infringe Community legislation.

However, the Commission acknowledges that when an undertaking such as DSB, which is entrusted with the provision of
services in the general interest for which it is compensated, also is pursuing other commercial activities on an open and
competitive market, competition issues and, in particular state aid issues may arise. Accordingly, the “Transparency
Directive”] obliges such undertakings to operate a system of separate accounts. Such accounts should show the distinction
between different activities, the costs and revenues associated with each activity and the methods of costs and revenue
assignment and allocation. They should be available in relation to (i) products and services in respect of which the Member
State has entrusted the undertaking with the operation of a service in the general interest and (ii) for each other product or
service in respect of which the undertaking is active.

In any event, the Commission will examine and analyse any information that suggests that DSB is cross subsidising its
travel agency by way of public funds.

Kokok

Question no 69 by Rosa M. Diez Gonzalez (H-0576/01)
Subject: Regeneration of the Bay of Portman

For what reasons did the Commission reject the project submitted by the Spanish Government to regenerate the Bay of
Portméan? Has the Commission received any alternative proposal which will enable the project to be funded? Are the funds
earmarked for the project at risk if they are not used following the EU's rejection of the project? Does the Commission
accept the Murcia regional government's criticisms to the effect that the Commission is mainly to blame for the delay and
for the lack of alternatives to the project?
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Does the Commission consider the Bay of Portman to be in a particularly serious environmental state? Is it aware of the
particular sensitivity of those living in the vicinity of the bay and of the unanimous views held by the local authorities?

Answer

Having given the matter due consideration, the Commission did not accept the application for cofinancing of the
'Regeneration of the Bay of Portman' project because it considers that its environmental goal is not duly justified and that
the use of toxic mining waste such as packing material to expand the port is not in accordance with Community
environmental guidelines. To date, the Commission has not received any alternative proposal from the Spanish authorities
regarding this project.

The Commission is aware of the seriousness of the situation of the Bay of Portmén and is willing to examine any new
proposal made by the Spanish authorities which seeks to resolve this issue, in cooperation with the local authorities and
taking into account the opinions of the different bodies and citizens concerned.

Finally, the Commission points out that cofinancing under the Cohesion Funds is granted to projects by specific decision
of the Commission and that any project which is submitted for cofinancing must respect all the Community legislation in
force.

Kokok

Question no 70 by Lone Dybkjzr (H-0581/01)
Subject: Malaria vaccine

Further to the answer to Question H-0118/01"7 for question time at the part-session in February 2001, how does the
Commission intend to ensure the required increased and prompt action for continuing the development of malaria vaccines
in Europe and to ensure that the necessary human, institutional and financial resources are available for the development
and testing of vaccines in malaria-affected regions, in particular Africa?

In this connection, what action is the Commission now planning to support the pan-African malaria network for testing
(malaria) vaccines and medicines, e.g. the AMVTN (African Malaria Vaccine Testing Network. In October the AMVTN
will be changing its title to AMANET as it has been authorised by its coordinating committee also to test new medicines).

It will be recalled that Parliament has adopted budget lines B7-6211 and B7-6212 (now B7-6213) with the very aim of
supporting EU efforts to develop medicines and vaccines and to support schemes for improving local health infrastructure
and preventive programmes in developing countries to combat poverty-related diseases.

Answer

A great deal of progress has been made in research on malaria vaccines, and, with Community support, about 14 possible
candidates have been studied. These represent a very large share of the global effort, creating a specific responsibility for
the Community to make products for malaria protection available.

EMVI, the European Malaria Vaccine Initiative, was created through a contract from the Commission (INCO-programme)
to the University of Bergen (Norway), and became operational in 1999. Its main thrust is to identify promising malaria
vaccine candidates and to bring them into early clinical (safety) testing, which is typically done in European volunteers.
This highly specialised scope of EMVI is the response to a well-acknowledged bottleneck in publicly-funded vaccine
research, where research and development (R&D) efforts frequently stop at the late pre-clinical stage, and do not move
into clinical validation, for reasons of lack of funds and technical know-how.

EMVI efforts correspond to those undertaken by similar private public partnerships while capitalising on European assets
in malaria vaccine research and thus keeping a genuine European approach.

Support to the African Malaria Vaccine Testing Network (AMVTN) represents a critical opportunity to join forces
between the Commission's services involved and herewith to capitalise on long-term and ongoing investments into malaria
vaccine development and capacity building in developing countries.

17 Written answer of 13.2.2001.
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The specific partnership between EMVI and AMVTN, which was conceived from the start in order to move promising
vaccine candidates further along the development pipeline, adds a great deal of credibility to the whole endeavour.

Today, EMVI is operating on a fairly limited budget, with secretariat functions supported by the Commission (INCO
programme), and experimental vaccine operations being financed through voluntary contributions from Member States.
Nevertheless, EMVI has been able to establish a malaria vaccine R&D portfolio that could be enlarged if more funds
become available. Indeed, although malaria vaccine research is quite advanced, the definitive criteria of how to measure
efficacy in humans are remain unknown, and can therefore only be addressed in field trials.

More recently, the "Quality of life programme" has also been able to support more advanced malaria vaccine R&D
projects, some of which also encompass early stage clinical testing in human subjects. Clearly, the time has come to get
fully prepared to take up these vaccine candidates for efficacy assessment in disease-endemic regions, and in priority in
Africa.

The AMVTN represents the major opportunity for the next years to further develop and assess efficacy and field
effectiveness of malaria vaccines under the ownership of developing countries.

Apart from a core grant of the INCO programme, AMVTN has attracted funding from the World health organisation
(WHO) and industry and has already received much credit for important training activities, mainly on scientific data
management, health research ethics in Africa, or on good clinical practices for clinical trials, which are enabling African
researchers to design, conduct and monitor large-scale vaccine studies among their populations while respecting highly
sophisticated international obligations in terms of research subject protection and data quality.

Now, AMVTN is targeting trial site development based on earlier extensive epidemiological ground-work made by three
African countries themselves, with support from Community/Member States programmes. Its current effort to establish
itself as a legal body under Tanzanian law is an important prerequisite to play an active role in support of the much-needed

expansion of clinical trials in the region.
sk

Question no 71 by Rodi Kratsa-Tsagaropoulou (H-0583/01)
Subject: The situation of the Roma in Greece and the European Union

On a recent visit to Greece, the chairman of the Council of Europe's Specialist Group on Roma (gypsies), Mrs Joséphine
Verspaget, declared herself shocked at the wretched living conditions of the Roma communities in Greece.

The same situation, together with the indifference of the government and local authorities, are also criticised in recent
reports by the OSCE ('report on the situation of Roma and Sinti in the OSCE Area', April 2000) and the Council of
Europe's European Commission against Racism and Intolerance (second report on Greece, June 2000). It constitutes an
infringement of the International Convention on the Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination, the Treaty
establishing the European Union and the Community acquis.

Has the Commission carried out investigations and drawn up any reports on the matter? Has it provided funding for social
integration programmes concerning the Roma in Greece? If so, has it carried out an evaluation of these programmes? What
does it intend to take in response to this situation, which runs counter to the spirit and political objectives of social
cohesion?

Answer

The Commission is aware of the precarious situation of many members of the Roma, Gypsy and Traveller Communities
not only in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe but also in some Member States. This problem was highlighted in
particular in the annual report of the European Monitoring Centre on Racism and Xenophobia for 1999 (published
December 2000), as well as by the international organisations to which the Honourable Member refers.

The Commission has previously funded actions to support the fight against discrimination against and exclusion of Roma
and Gypsies in the framework of the actions which preparing the introduction of the Community Action Programmes to
combat Discrimination and to combat Social Exclusion. Two such actions were managed by the Greek organisations
DOKPY (Municipal Organisation for Social Intervention and Health), focusing on racial and gender discrimination against
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Roma/Gypsies and migrants, and by the Athens-based "Save the children", aiming at improving the quality of service
provision to the Roma population.

The Honourable Member will also be aware that the Nice European Council, in the context of fighting social exclusion,
agreed on the need "to promote the social integration of women and men at risk of facing persistent poverty, for example
because they (...) belong to a group experiencing particular integration problems". The Commission is pleased to note that
the National Action Plan on social inclusion submitted recently by the Greek Government notes that the Roma population
is considered as a key target group for which specific actions must be undertaken in the next two years. The Commission is
committed to integrating this priority in further co-operation at European level under the new open method of co-
ordination on social exclusion agreed at Nice.

Separately, the Commission intends to continue to support actions to promote the fight against the discrimination and
social exclusion of members of Roma, Gypsy and Traveller communities in all relevant initiatives and programmes.

sk

Question no 76 by Dana Rosemary Scallon (H-0591/01)
Subject: International criminal matters

This month a boat from the Netherlands sailed into Irish water and ports in order to offer Irish women the possibility to
have an abortion. The ship is carrying the Dutch flag, and abortion was offered at a minimum cost, to be carried out in
international waters. Also offered was an abortifacient drug, RU 486, which is banned in Ireland.

Is the Commission aware of the initiative of a ‘Dutch abortion boat’ off the Irish coast? Is it aware that such action could
be repeated with euthanasia and illegal drugs, which are still considered criminal in some EU countries?

Considering the current EU debate on mutual recognition in criminal matters, how does this initiative relate to European
Community Law, relevant jurisprudence and international public law?

Does the Commission consider the initiative to be undermining the Irish law, given the fact that doctors on the boat have
deliberately tried to avoid Irish law, and to pressure the Irish Government for change in the Irish national law on Right to
Life?

Has the Commission discussed this matter? If so, what is the outcome? If not, will the Commission do so as soon as
possible?

Answer

The Commission is aware of the facts reported but in absence of further details, it reminds the honourable Member that
regarding the current Union debate on mutual recognition in criminal matters, it must be said that legislative work in this
field is just beginning. There are currently no Union legal instruments in place that would require Member States to either
prevent or permit the activities described in the oral question.

On the basis of the limited information the Commission has at its disposal at the moment, it is difficult to ascertain whether
an initiative such as the one described undermines Irish law. It would appear that as long as a ship is in an Irish port or
indeed located anywhere in Irish waters, Irish law would apply to any action taken on board of such a ship. Where a ship is
not located in Irish waters and thus not on the territory of Ireland, and where Ireland has not established its extraterritorial
jurisdiction, there would appear no possibility to undermine Irish law, as it would not apply in the first place.

sk
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