
President. - Ladies and gentlemen, Madam President of
the Council, Mr President of the Commission, Commis-
sioners, when the European Parliament assembled five
years ago for its constituent part-session, Europe was still
divided between East and West. Today, the Soviet Union
and its imperial domination of a part of Europe no longer
exist. The Hungarians, Poles, Czechs, Slovaks and all the
other peoples of Central and Eastern Europe have
rejoined the free nations of Europe and returned to their
cultural and historical roots.

Five years ago the Berlin Wall still stood, solid and
indestructible, a symbol in stone of the division of a city,
a nation and the whole of Europe. Now, for the first time,
freely and directly elected Members from Eastern Ger-
many have taken their seats in this Chamber with full
rights and responsibilities, and I am particularly pleased
to be able to extend a warm welcome to them on behalf of
the other Members.

(Applause)

Five years ago, confrontation between East and West in
our continent prevented Austrian, Swedish and Finnish
membership of the Community. We now look forward to
being joined here by colleagues from Austria, and, it is to
be hoped, Finland, Sweden and Norway. We hope to be
able to welcome them in our Parliament in six months'
time.

(Applause)

We intend to work with them to strengthen parliamentary
democracy in the European Union. They have assured us
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in many discussions in recent weeks and months that they
share this aim. Together, we intend to improve cross-
border environmental protection and safeguard the foun-
dations of life in Europe. Together, we intend to develop
and realize the vision of a Europe in which all people
have or are able to find work. Together, we will be better
able to help combat hunger and poverty, war and perse-
cution, hatred and injustice in Europe and throughout the
world.

Five years ago Nelson Mandela was still in prison. There
was a danger that the country at the Cape of Good Hope
might drown in the hopelessness of racism and civil war.
Today we are pleased to welcome into the community of
free nations a democratic South Africa where people are
free and enjoy equal rights, led by Nelson Mandela.

(Applause)

And something else has changed over these past five
years: five years ago the then President, Enrique Baron,
said simply 'the next Parliament should have more
powers.' My immediate predecessor, Egon Klepsch, was
able to start using those powers. I should like to thank
both of them for the farsightedness, persistence and
commitment with which they approached the task of
strengthening the European Parliament.

(Applause)

Today, during this part-session, Parliament will for the
first time vote on a person nominated by the Heads of
State and Government for the post of Commission
President. From a legal point of view this is merely a
consultation process. The outcome is not binding on
either the candidate or the Heads of State or Government.
But politically any candidate who fails to secure a
majority in Parliament will have failed. This is a measure
of our influence and power and of our responsibility.

The President of the European Council informed the
chairmen of the political groups in advance and gauged
the support for his proposal.

We should like to thank Chancellor Kohl for acting in this
way and hope that the other Council Presidents will
follow his example in the future. And we call on the
Council Presidency to help to ensure strict adherence to
the procedures laid down in the Treaty and in our Rules of
Procedure and resolutions for the preparation of the vote
of confidence at the end of the year.

The current President of the Commission, Jacques Del-
ors, would have had the backing of an overwhelming
majority in this House five years ago if we had been able
to vote on his appointment at that time.

(Applause)

It is still far too early, of course, for Parliament to honour
him and his work in the European Union. But during the
part-session at which his possible successor will be
introducing himself I would like to say to Jacques Delors
that whoever succeeds him will be measured by the
standards he has set. And whoever his successor is, he
will have a difficult task, because the standards Jacques
Delors has set will apply for a long time to come. I should
like to thank him on behalf of the whole of Parliament.

(Applause)



I might add that we expect the fruitful cooperation we
have enjoyed over the past nine and a half years to
continue during your last six months in office. Those nine
and a half years were not entirely free of conflict, but they
were fruitful years for the European Union.

This Parliament is determined to apply the Maastricht
Treaty to the letter and to take full advantage of it. This is
particularly true of the co-decision procedure. This pro-
cedure has already proved to be qualitatively and quanti-
tatively more important than many critics of the Treaty
had envisaged. But it must not now be circumvented or
eroded with legal pettifogging when it comes to deciding
on the legal basis of legislation.

(Applause)

We say bluntly to the Council: do not try to use comito-
logy to deprive the European Parliament of co-decision
rights it is entitled to under the Maastricht Treaty.

(Applause)

You will find the European Parliament vigilant, and you
will fare as you did yesterday in the debate on voice
telephony: in the end you will go away empty-handed.

(Applause)

We also expect the Council to be present whenever this
Parliament discusses legislative measures, particularly
under the co-decision procedure.

(Applause)

The Belgian and Greek Presidencies took the first steps
towards improving their attendance record. But we
expect more of the German and all subsequent Presiden-
cies, Mrs Seiler-Albring. We want to put our relationship
with the Commission on a new footing. The Commission
must stop trying to settle questions of principle in
competition policy administratively under Article 90 of
the EC Treaty, as it is attempting to do, for example, in
connection with the shaping of the internal market in
energy and postal services. The settlement of such
questions, which have a social policy dimension, needs
more broadly based legitimacy: it needs legislation based
on Article lOOa and a full right of co-decision for the
European Parliament.

(Applause)

We think it is high time the Intel-institutional agreement
on the powers of parliamentary committees of inquiry
was concluded. I appeal to the Council and Commission
to help to ensure that the European Parliament's commit-
tees of inquiry are worthy of the name. Please stop using
superfluous and petty secrecy rules to render such com-
mittees entirely toothless. Our committees of inquiry
must not become paper tigers.

(Applause)

Parliament's participation in the common foreign and
security policy is inadequate; we know it, everyone
knows it. In many cases it does not even need to be
consulted. Only our budgetary rights enable us to exer-
cise at least indirect parliamentary control over the
common foreign and security policy. The funds needed
for operational expenditure on action under the common
foreign and security policy must, in so far as they have a
Community basis, come from the Community budget. By
that I mean the Commission's budget, and by that I mean

budgeting on a case-by-case basis. We cannot, must not
and will not agree to the Council having a separate
common foreign and security policy budget, which
would in practice be free from parliamentary control.

(Applause)

We will, of course, continue to press vigorously for the
conclusion of interinstitutional agreements on monetary
union and the third pillar of the Maastricht Treaty. During
the election campaign we all learnt in a variety of ways
that this Parliament and its work is still remote from the
citizen. This is certainly not the citizen's fault. Nor is it
the fault of the media. One of the reasons is that we ape
too many of the customs of national parliamentarianism
and fail to give sufficient thought to our own role.

(Applause)

Over the coming years we will not simply be fighting for
more rights for the directly elected European Parliament.
That goes without saying. We will also be trying to make
more effective and more vigorous use of the rights we
already have.

(Applause)

If we are going to take full advantage of Maastricht, we
must change our own working methods. We demand -
and rightly so - more transparency from the Council in its
legislative work. But our own work must also become
more transparent. We must concentrate our work, more
than we have in the past, on our legislative tasks in the
European Union and on exercising our right to co-
decision. We work more slowly and more ponderously
than any other parliament, not least because of the many
languages we use and our various places of work. But
more than any other parliament we frantically try to keep
up with the current events of world politics. Let us stop
trying to produce resolutions from the latest reports in the
morning papers.

(Applause)

We argue bitterly with Council and Commission experts
over the noise levels of lawnmowers or the position of
roll bars on farm tractors and have no time or energy left
for debating and discussing the great issues of European
policy.

(Applause)

We must find time to debate the great issues of European
policy. We must therefore remove interminable debates
about technical details from our agenda. I advise eve-
ryone to stop the staccato of ninety-second speeches in
plenary, in which every idea is stifled by the President's
gavel.

I realize all this cannot be decreed by your President. He
can only prompt, guide, admonish and then implement
your decisions and apply our Rules of Procedure to the
letter. The political groups in this House must find the
political will and the strength to focus our work on the
essentials and to make our work more transparent for the
media and the public.

Our Parliament must not wait until 1999 before it tries to
catch the eye and the ear of the electorate again. My
office will not be limited to presiding over sittings. It also
requires me to represent Parliament in the outside world.
But first I would like to be a President in the Union. I



intend to represent our Parliament not only in Brussels
and the capitals of the Member States but also by visiting
and speaking in the regions of the European Union.

(Applause)

That will be my contribution: bringing our Parliament
and its work closer to the citizen. The next few years will
see the emergence in Europe of a new order in which the
next generation will live. In the new Europe of the future,
which we must shape, nothing will be as it has been for
the last forty years. That is also true of the European
Union. It is not enough to hold on to the legacy of Jean
Monnet and Robert Schuman, important though it is for
us. If we wish to preserve this legacy in the new Europe,
we must change it and develop it. Altiero Spinelli, whose
memory lives on, opened our eyes to this. But his
proposals and visions too must grow into the new Europe.

The 1996 Intergovernmental Conference will be our next
and perhaps last opportunity to achieve this. It must give
the Union a form that enables it to take up the challenges
of the coming decades. To this end, our Parliament must
be fully entitled to put forward its ideas with all the
weight it carries from the preparatory stage onwards.
There are three main areas of concern in this context:
firstly, the European Union does not need more powers; it
needs more parliamentary democracy.

(Applause)

It needs to strike a new balance among its institutions that
enables it to act more effectively and to take decisions in
a more democratic way. In other words, in all normal
cases, from legislation as a whole to joint actions under
the common foreign and security policy and the appoint-
ment of the President of the Commission, the Council and
the governments must at last decide by a majority, and
wherever the Council may decide by a majority, Parlia-
ment must be able to participate on an equal footing and
with equal rights.

(Applause)

Secondly, the 1996 reform must deepen the Union in
such a way that it remains capable of taking action even
with sixteen Member States. Only a deeper Union can
absorb additional Member States without collapsing or
disintegrating.

(Applause)

Thirdly, the reform will succeed only if the national
parliaments are also included in the discussions at an
early stage. In due course I will therefore take the
initiative and convene a conference of the national
parliaments and the European Parliament to discuss the
proposals drawn up for the intergovernmental conference
and set common guidelines for its work.

(Applause)

Whatever we do, our goal is in no way to create a
European superstate. It is possible for the Union to
remain a Union of the Member States and also to become
a people's Union. Each of the nations of Europe will still
be able to recognize its own unmistakable features in the
future. It has often been said, and remains true, that the
diversity of Europe's peoples, languages, cultures and
traditions is not its weakness but its strength, provided
that we succeed in uniting our forces, exercising our

individual sovereignties together and replacing the old
antagonism with a new spirit of cooperation.

(Applause)

Institutions are important, and the reform of institutions is
important too. But we will not win the hearts and minds
of the people with debates on institutional changes. We
will win their hearts and minds only if our policies allay
some of their fears and anxieties, only if we associate the
task of uniting Europe with their hopes and dreams. The
coming years will be decisive for our Union and for the
whole of Europe. Not only have we seen the collapse of
an old order, under which Europe lived for forty years:
people's expectations are also beginning to change. The
fear of a major war has given way to concern that many
small wars could now break out in Europe again.

Instead of believing, as we have in the past, that the
world's natural resources - raw materials, energy and the
environment - are inexhaustible, we are now beginning
to realize that the world and its resources are finite. The
optimistic belief that science and technological progress
will help mankind to achieve greater humanity is giving
way to deep distrust of the European form of scientific
and technological civilization.

It is up to us to put an end to the destruction of the
environment and the plundering of the resources on
which life depends, which does not stop at national
boundaries. Within a couple of generations the number of
people on earth will have almost doubled.

If we continue to produce and consume at the present
level, we are heading for a global resource disaster. If
every Indian, Chinese and African ate as much, con-
sumed as much energy and produced as much waste as
every European, the world would have been finished long
ago. That is why we must stop.

(Applause)

We Europeans must assert ourselves in the world of
markets so as to ensure that we retain employment and
prosperity, and we must distribute employment and
prosperity in such a way that all Europeans have a share
of them. We must try to retain and develop the features
which distinguish our European way of life from that of
other cultures, the specific, indissoluble link between
economic efficiency, individual freedom and social jus-
tice.

International organized crime poses a threat to people's
lives and property. We must protect people in Europe
against it. Together, we must also prevent it from under-
mining and destroying justice and democracy in our
nations.

(Applause)

Our Parliament must be involved in the debate on these
questions, and it can only be involved if it is organized in
such a way that its voice is heard throughout Europe and
beyond.

We have the feeling that the European Union, the Europe
of Brussels, Strasbourg and Luxembourg, has little
impact on artists and intellectuals. I would like to see this
Parliament entering into a dialogue with the people who
will form the spirit of Europe at the turn of the millen-
nium, the people who can open our eyes and ears to the



dangers and hopes of our era, the people we need for our
vision of a Europe united in its diversity.

The number of people who do not care about Europe, or
even reject it, has grown. They think they would cope
better in a Europe of sovereign nation states. We know, of
course, that the Union has many shortcomings and
failings, and we should be the last to pretend that it has
not. But there is something else we know: we have no
need in the new Europe for a new nationalism that would
in fact be a repetition of the old one. We need cooperation
among states and nations in the European Union more
than ever before.

(Applause)

The challenges facing us at the end of this millennium
mean that we need more, not less, community in Europe.
We are horrified by the murder, rape and forced migra-
tion in the former Yugoslavia. Our disgust that this is
possible in Europe is mixed with shame at our inability to
stamp out the fire in the Balkans.

But however disgusted and ashamed we may feel, we
should not forget that earlier this century, almost eighty
years ago to the day, a single murder in Sarajevo was
enough to set the whole continent on fire, because Europe
was torn apart by nationalism, suspicion and hatred.
When we consider the history of Europe, it is a phenom-
enal achievement on the part of the European Union and
European integration since the war - and one which can
by no means be taken for granted - that the peoples of
Europe have not resumed the dangerous game of
alliances and counter-alliances. This is a phenomenal
achievement when we consider the history of Europe.

(Applause)

At this time we are celebrating the fiftieth anniversary of
the landing of the allied forces in Normandy and the
liberation of Paris, Luxembourg, Brussels, Strasbourg
and many other west European cities from German
occupation and Nazi tyranny.

We have not forgotten that this was possible only with the
help of the great democracy on the other side of the
Atlantic, to which we will always and for ever owe a debt
of gratitude.

(Applause)

But let me also commemorate the courageous women and
men of the German resistance movement who 50 years
ago today - on 20 July 1944 - tried to kill Adolf Hitler
and free the German people and the world from the
tyrant. They paid for this with their lives. The assassina-
tion attempt failed, and the murdering in the concentra-
tion camps in Germany and throughout Europe went on
for almost another year. So many young women and men
throughout Europe gave their lives to free Europe from
the scourge of nationalism and racism.

Let us ensure that nationalism and racism are never given
another chance anywhere in Europe, least of all in the
European Union.

(Loud applause)

Many people failed to vote in the European elections. The
European Union is frequently criticized, and the Euro-
pean Parliament is often treated as something of a joke,
sometimes even scorned and underestimated almost eve-

rywhere. And yet one thing is certain: what would our
fathers, grandfathers and great-grandfathers not have
given, in their time, for a European Parliament in which
freely elected representatives from twelve European
states came together to talk, to disagree and to talk again,
instead of sending their young men to the trenches of the
First and Second World Wars. What they would not have
given for that.

(Applause)

But these terrible episodes in Europe's past are not the
only good reason for the our nations to come together and
form the European Union. What has been achieved will
always be seen as a great feat by the older generation,
while the younger generation take it completely for
granted. We will not win over the young people unless we
associate our work of uniting Europe with their hopes and
fears for the future.

This Parliament, the representatives of twelve European
nations, can, if we so wish, project the vision of a Europe
of individual freedom and shared responsibility, setting
the world an example of peace and justice.

(Standing ovation)


