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IN THE CHAIR: Mr GARGANI

Chairman of the Committee on Culture,
 Youth, Education, the Media and Sport

(The chairman opened the hearing by explaining the purpose of the meeting to the Members
present and describing the procedure to be followed)

Chairman. – (IT) I should like to begin by sending greetings to  the Commission as a whole. I
should also like to thank all of you and to greet and thank Mrs Reding, who has come before this
committee today in order to answer our questions in connection with the hearings which are
currently taking place.

Mrs Reding, I should like you to answer (either now or at a later stage, when you consider it
appropriate) a question which I shall put to you and which I believe I must ask on behalf of the
whole committee. The question is one which we have in some way already put to your colleague,
Mr Liikanen.

In the Protocol on the financing of the public broadcasting system which is annexed to the
Amsterdam Treaty, it is said (and rightly so, as Mr Liikanen pointed out) that every Member
State retains full discretion as regards establishing financing arrangements and defining the
purposes and objectives of such financing. However, my view (and, I believe, the view of the
entire committee too) is that the Directorate-General responsible for culture and the audiovisual
sector should help to reassert the main aims of public broadcasting in Europe, so that we all
pursue the common objective which, I believe, will be necessary in future, or at least with a view
to preparing a reflection document to be submitted to the Member States. What are your views
on this matter? In any event, in the absence of a supervisory body (since the situation in Europe
is different from the one prevailing in the USA), the Directorate-General could play a co-
ordinating and supervisory role in cooperation with the Member States’ authorities – something
which I think would genuinely be useful. This is a basic issue which is of interest both to you
and to your colleague Mr Liikanen but in respect of which I hope that you will be able to provide
a more precise and specific answer than he did.

Reding, Commissioner-designate. – (FR) Mr chairman, colleagues, ladies and gentlemen. I
should like to begin by stating my political creed. The purpose of politics is not to justify the
existence of politicians but to provide a means of improving communal life and the destiny of
each and every member of society. I have always regarded my political activities as a service to
the general public and I have always regarded political means (power, in other words) as an
essential tool for  implementing measures which make daily life in society bearable. This is how
I intend to operate as a Commissioner at the service of the general public, by using the
instruments of power in order to put such a policy into practice.

Secondly, politics is not an individual sport but, rather, a team game. As a Commissioner I
would therefore wish there to be very close and highly effective cooperation with all those
involved in European political life, with the members of my office, of course, with the
Commission’s human resources and especially with the Members of the European Parliament.
Why them in particular? Because they – you – are in direct contact with the general public. You
are therefore the first to know about the problems affecting the public and the problems which
we shall have to solve together. You have direct feedback concerning the public’s desires and
aspirations. This means that explaining Europe, getting people to understand Europe and (why
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not, since it is our duty) getting them to love Europe are possible only if the elected
representatives of Europe’s peoples are involved. I am well aware of these facts since I was a
member of this Parliament for ten years. In my view a Commissioner should not be a distant
figure in an ivory tower but, rather, a political figure who listens to the public and who is in
direct contact with those who are in communication with the public.

In short, my door will always be open to you. I am offering you direct rather than conventional
contact and I am proposing frank and effective cooperation. The corollary to this approach is that
the administration will also have to come out of its shell. Contact with the general public will
have to be conceived as a whole and be geared to serving the public. Through my work I should
like to encourage the administration to become consumer-friendly.

This leads me on to my portfolios. To start with, I am delighted that Mr Prodi has decided to put
education and culture together. This is a coherent political choice which will enable me to work
wholeheartedly for a citizens’ Europe. After all, education, training, youth initiatives, culture, the
audiovisual sector, sport and the provision of information to the general public all contribute
towards a common objective: that of creating a Europe with the individual at its heart. Our
ambition will be to concentrate on that heart in order to inject life and energy into it and to
enable members of the general public to congregate, discover their identity and become fully
European. Our economic programme has undoubtedly been a success for European politics but it
has yet to win the hearts of all our fellow citizens. It is difficult to fall in love with the euro but it
is easy to fall in love with Europe if we can show that it has the soul it needs. In the words of
Jacques Delors, giving a soul to Europe is often talked about but rarely achieved. I think, that,
together, we can act in such a way that, at the next European elections, after five years of joint
effort, Europeans will have come to understand what Europe means, will have experienced the
soul of Europe, will feel like Europeans and will come to cast their vote. So this people’s Europe
needs to be given substance. We need to gain the confidence of the general public and offer
some clear reference points and situations to which individuals can relate.

I now come to real politics – everyday politics. You know that Mr Prodi has put me in the group
of Commissioners responsible for developing competitiveness, growth and employment. This
group has an extremely important role to play in marshalling our current and future policies with
a view to achieving the objectives set, particularly in the field of knowledge which could have
huge potential as a source of jobs if only we were aware of the fact. This is something which the
Americans are well aware of. In the USA, for example, the audiovisual industry has become the
prime exporting industry, ahead even of the aeronautics sector. In California alone 450,000
people work in the audiovisual field, which represents a 38% increase in the space of four years.
This is something which we could do if we wanted to and if we provided the necessary
incentives.

Education and vocational training, which are the basic tasks of any society, should also occupy a
special position. As Europeans we have responsibilities in this area, even though primary
responsibility in the field lies with the Member States. However, our responsibility is not
insignificant and I should like the Commission to make it one of its top priorities. There are 125
million young people in Europe, 17 million of whom are undergoing some form of study or
training. We have 5 million teachers who constitute a major resource. We have programmes to
help them and we have programmes designed to change certain things. Let us make use of
Socrates II. This is a task which we shall soon have the opportunity to undertake.
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Changes also need to be made if everyone is to have access to have benefits of the information
society. There is much talk of putting the Internet into all schools. These are not just empty
words; all children, all young people and indeed all members of society must be given
democratic access to the new instruments of technology. Leonardo II will provide us with the
opportunity to undertake bold initiatives and to show that we are the leaders in this high-
technology sector.

Furthermore, there is the European educational forum within which a new cooperation process
will operate between the Member States and ourselves. There is also culture which I have
already mentioned as a creator of jobs, but culture must not be the sole preserve of the
Committee on Culture; it must be incorporated into all Union policies – into the Structural
Funds, for example. It will be my task to persuade the Commissioners who have other areas of
responsibility to include culture in all political fields. The task will not be an easy one but with
your help I will succeed in it. What we want in this area is not a melting pot such as exists in the
USA. We have a remarkable cultural wealth and diversity and explaining it to the people of
Europe and developing, teaching and supporting it will be our major task for the future and one
in which the new Culture 2000 programme will be of great assistance to us.

A minor institutional problem arises here, namely the combination of Council unanimity with
codecision, which falls within your remit. As the Commission has already said on a number of
occasions (and as I shall repeat), this is an anomaly which must be put right. For this reason I
shall quickly contact my colleague Mr Barnier, who is preparing the Intergovernmental
Conference, so that this anomaly can be cleared up – and other anomalies too. We also need a
legal basis in the information field, otherwise we shall not be able to work, and a stronger legal
basis for sports policy.

As the chairman has said, televisual and audiovisual production is one of the means by which the
unique aspects of our culture are conveyed to the outside world. As you rightly say, Mr
chairman, there is more than just an economic consideration here. However, all cultural
messages have a special value which must be safeguarded. The operators themselves are
responsible but they need to be helped and encouraged and given incentives. The sector has to be
developed and I think that the new programme to help the audiovisual industry – Media II – will
enable us to make significant progress in this area.

Let us turn to sport. I think we are all aware that sport is something which brings people together
and this is an aspect which we need to focus on so that the people of Europe will realise that
sports policy is of some relevance to them and so as to ensure that problems such as doping are
solved at European level.

I still have many things to say, but I should like to say a couple of words about transparency,
which should be achieved by means of an information policy designed not for the elite but for
each individual, each of our fellow citizens. This is an area in which I think that Parliament and
the Commission, by combining their information activities, could achieve a remarkable amount.
As regards method, we cannot afford any financial management problems in the future since – as
the past has shown – they tarnish the image of our work. With your assistance and that of the
Committee on Budgets I am prepared to establish a scheme for the permanent auditing of the
work carried out by my staff so that there is no recurrence of the mistakes, errors and accidents
of the past.

Mr Chairman, I am therefore proposing that there should be close cooperation during my term of
office and I am counting on you to give the necessary impetus to the development of the future
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policies with which I shall be entrusted. We shall perhaps not always agree on everything but
most of the time our views will be convergent because we are working to the same agenda. I
naturally expect to attend your committee meetings on a regular basis but in addition to that, if
need be, I will be prepared to meet  you on a non-official basis so that we can solve our problems
together. I regard this type of open dialogue as a prime responsibility for a Commissioner and as
the best method for us to achieve the same objective together: to establish a people’s Europe.

Perry (PPE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, I would like to say at the outset – and totally without
prejudice to the hearing – that many of your colleagues are delighted to see a former Member of
Parliament nominated to the Commission. We regard that as being good both for the
Commission and for Parliament. There should be an interchange although, of course, the
Commission’s role is more exposed.

In your written response, you say that you have no business or financial holdings that might
clash with your duties as a commissioner. Neither has your husband any professional or other
relations with the Commission. You will be aware, I am sure, that there have been allegations in
the press about your husband’s business activities. I would like to give you the opportunity to
comment on those allegations and to ask you whether you believe that the activities of your
spouse are or should be of any significance to you as a commissioner in the discharge of your
responsibilities.

Reding, Commission. – (FR) Mr Chairman, I am very pleased that someone has asked this
question since it will enable me once and for all to put a stop to all the lies and accusations which
have appeared in the press over the last few months.

Where did all these rumours originate? In Luxembourg as in most countries, the process of
selecting a Commissioner was the subject of much discussion. In an attempt to scupper my
candidacy at the last moment, certain individuals sent a whole pack of false information to the
press, not concerning me as a candidate for a post as a Commissioner, (because it appears that, in
the course of a 20-year political career, I have done nothing that can be held against me) but
concerning my husband. His accusers maintain that his professional activities are the subject of
an inquiry, that he is under investigation for supposed financial fraud and that the Public
Prosecutor’s Department has ordered his offices to be searched. This makes him seem like a
rather undesirable person. What are we to make of these serious accusations? Absolutely
nothing. There has been no inquiry, he has not been accused of fraud and nor have his offices
been searched. And do not just take my word for it; you can read this for yourselves in a letter
from the Luxembourg Public Prosecutor’s Office which is signed by the Public Prosecutor
himself.

Mr Chairman, here is the letter in question, which you and the members of this committee may
consult. Speaking personally, I feel the need to tell you that this period in which slanderous
accusations have been hurled around has been very trying for me and also for my husband. It
should not be forgotten that we politicians are also human beings. I have no wish to say any
more; I should like to draw a line under this very distressing business and, if you will allow, Mr
Chairman, I should like to move on to the political agenda.

O’Toole (PSE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, thank you for your presentation. You demonstrate in your
submission, and also in your curriculum vitae, considerable and admirable parliamentary
experience. However, establishing and managing a new directorate-general is a very different
issue and it requires different skills. What convinces you that you can make the transition to this
role at a time when the Commission will be under considerable pressure to organise its affairs in
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a different way, to become far more effective, efficient and responsive? Furthermore, and
relating to this, what mechanisms can you establish that will ensure that there is clear
cooperation between you and the other commissioners who are responsible for implementing
cultural policy?

Reding, Commissioner. – (FR) Mrs O’Toole, that is a very important question. In my political
career I have never allowed myself to be led by ideology but only by common sense. I have
learnt that, when you use your common sense, when you run a major company, and since we
women are used to running our political career, our professional life, our household, our children
and indeed everything else… If we manage to solve all of those problems the others will be
fairly straightforward. So as far as I’m concerned, common sense is the starting point.

But you are right: there have been serious shortcomings in the administration which have led to
the problems with which we are all familiar and which must not be allowed to recur if the
general public’s confidence in Europe is not to be lost for good. We have a responsibility in this
area, namely to play a monitoring role.

It is for this reason that, within the structure of the new Directorate-General (you are aware that
DGs XX and X will be merged into a single Directorate-General concerned with education and
culture), I have set aside a special department to be responsible solely for auditing, so that there
will be people engaged in monitoring day and night and so that I know how the programmes are
being run. I am not saying that there will not be any more problems, but I would at least set up
such a unit and request the assistance of company auditors who have acquired specialist
knowledge within the private sector, so that they can tell me what  methods need to be adopted to
enable such monitoring to be carried out. This is the first part of my reply.

The second part is as follows: right from the start I must make the other Commissioners
understand that culture is not just something for me but is something which involves all 20
Commissioners. Secondly, I shall have to cooperate very closely with them in the areas for
which I am responsible but in which they will have contributions to  make. That is why, last
Friday, at the Commission meeting, I asked for authorisation from Mr Prodi to be allowed, as
soon as I officially take up my duties, to hold a meeting of the Commissioners who have
anything whatsoever to do with the doping problem - the Commissioners responsible for
research, public health, competition and freedom of movement - so that together we can find
ways of solving the problem. A decision on the subject needs to be taken very quickly. I shall not
take it on my own but will try to ensure that Commissioners in other areas assume their
responsibilities.

O’Toole (PSE). –  (EN) Just a quick supplementary. Managing an organisation – I agree with
you – requires considerable common sense and, of course, a woman’s ability to juggle. But,
managing such a large bureaucracy does need considerable specific skills, which maybe we do
not use every day as parliamentarians. Do you have anything further to say on this?

Reding. Commissioner. – (FR) I know that you yourself are a major specialist in business
management. If I have a problem I will come to you for advice.

Andreasen (ELDR), - (DA) Thank you for your introductory remarks, Mrs Reding. You
propose that there should be a good cooperation between Parliament and the Commission. As a
Liberal, one question naturally comes to my mind, and that has to do with our subsidiarity
principle. How do you intend to ensure that the important cultural tasks which the European
central institutions carry out, and will be carrying out in future, do not threaten the individual
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Member States’ own cultures with uniformity, centralisation and regulation? This is a question
about subsidiarity.

Reding. Commissioner. – (FR) You represent a small country which has a big culture. You are
speaking to the representative of a tiny country who thinks that Luxembourgish is a  big culture.

I am highly aware of the fact that there must not be a dominant culture but that all cultures, be
they local, regional or national, must be placed on the same footing and that regional languages,
for example, must under no circumstances be marginalised. As far as I am concerned the
importance of a language lies in the fact that it is a mother tongue. Every mother tongue is a
major language, whether it is spoken by a thousand people or by a hundred million people.

It is precisely Europe’s extraordinary diversity which is the source of our wealth and if I have an
obligation to fulfil in the course of the next five years, it is that of getting all people to
understand that their culture is a major culture but also that other people’s cultures are also major
cultures. I have to make them understand that they need to see and to learn and that cultural
diversity is our hallmark as Europeans, for which reason we need to promote such diversity.

We will have an opportunity to do so, for example, during the International Year of Minority
Languages. I am going to find some other term for that. I do not like ‘minority languages’ – it
isn’t a good term. But all of our cultures, all our languages, all our forms of expression must be
safeguarded and under no circumstances should a dominant culture be allowed to trample over
the cultural beauty and wealth which belongs to us.

Manisco (GUE/NGL). – (IT) The framework programme for culture in the year 2000 has set
itself the rather too general objective of disseminating culture at transnational level and enabling
artists and their works to move around – an objective which is to be achieved by means of major
initiatives which will have an impact in both European and international terms. It is true that the
protection of the national artistic heritage is the responsibility of the Member States’
governments, but it is also true that, over the last few years (and this is something of which you
are aware, Mrs Reding), a dangerous practice has emerged (involving sponsorship from the
Commission and the Council amongst other sources) whereby masterpieces from the past – in
particular works from the Renaissance and succeeding periods – are being moved around at a
vertiginous speed, whereas it would be much better if they were to be left where they are, if only
on account of their fragility and the risks involved in having them transported. To celebrate the
huge circus which the year 2000 is likely to turn into, there is talk of putting Leonardo’s Mona
Lisa, Boticelli’s Primavera and Samotracia’s Nike on travelling display for at least a year,
visiting one country after another. Mrs Reding, do you intend to address this issue, possibly with
a view to preventing such a project from going ahead? I should also like to know what your view
is of the plan to return the Elgin Marbles to Greece.

Reding. Commissioner. – (FR) I have admired the paintings you mention in the marvellous
museums which exist in Italy. It would be wonderful if the whole world could enjoy them, but
you are right: the destruction of works of art is a major problem. We need to protect such works
and a balance must therefore be found between protecting them and enabling the maximum
number of people to see them.

Artistic heritage is one of the important things which fall within our remit and I believe that great
efforts will have to be made in future in order to protect it. Above all, we need to promote the
idea of protection since such a concept has perhaps not yet penetrated into every corner of
Europe. Young people must also be brought up to safeguard our heritage. I have myself taken
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part in programmes organised by the Pegasus Foundation, which give young people the
opportunity to take an active part in protecting our cultural heritage. These are ideas to be
developed, so that young people and the cultural heritage itself throughout Europe can be given a
chance in this area.

In your final point you referred to an extremely sensitive issue (particularly amongst Greeks)
namely the return of certain monuments or parts of monuments to Greece. You are aware that we
have a directive on the return of cultural artefacts which is solely concerned with illegal exports
and is not retroactive. This means that, under European law, we have no way of forcing the
United Kingdom to return the cultural artefacts in question to Greece. I think that, in this matter
as in many others, the emphasis should be on common sense and discussion. What is more
important: that works of art should be on display in their place of origin, or in museums where
they can be admired by many people? I have no firm beliefs on this score but I would suggest
that serious discussions on the matter should be held with our British and Greek colleagues.

Vander Taelen (Greens/ALE). – (NL)  Mrs Reding, I particularly appreciated the fact that in
your introduction you referred to the positive impact on job opportunities in the American film
and TV sector.  However, I am slightly disappointed with your answer to question 33 where the
balance of trade between the European Union and the United States in respect of film and
audiovisual productions is clearly identified as the cause of the imbalance. There is of course a
total imbalance, despite the fact that Europe produces far more films than the United States. You
will also be aware, I am sure, that there is an enormous cultural deficit in this sphere because
European cinemas are completely overwhelmed by the American market and it is particularly
difficult to see European films in Europe. There is no problem seeing films like ‘The Matrix’ in
any European country you choose. It is much harder to see European films in Europe. Your reply
completely fails to mention this. You tell us how many hours a European spends watching TV,
but I do not want some general policy statement on this. I want a specific answer to the question:
what are you going to do, and what can we do, to rescue the European film industry from this
subordinate position?

Reding, Commissioner. – (FR) It is essential for us to develop the audio-visual sector and I said
at the start that that sector could potentially provide vast numbers of jobs. We in Europe are only
at the beginning of the development process and at Union level we could really launch what will
be the sector of the future, in particular by means of the media programme and all the various
instruments available to us.

As regards relations with the USA, which is always accusing us of being a ‘closed shop’, quite
the opposite is true. Europe is open to American productions but the Americans – covertly rather
than overtly – do not allow European productions to secure a foothold within their market. There
is a very serious distribution problem, for example. Such problems have to be solved but the
Americans must first of all understand that the problem lies with them, for which purpose the
Commissioner responsible will have to travel to the United States and had the necessary
discussions, not with political leaders (since it is not really a political problem) but with the
leaders of the private sector and seek appropriate explanations.

This will be a long-drawn-out process and one which I am ready to begin as soon as possible. In
my view the imbalance between the access which Europeans have to American films and the
lack of access which Americans have to European films is unacceptable. This state of affairs
must be changed but it will not be an easy task in view of the fact that the discussions will not
take place at political level. The political discussion will be held at a different level: under the
auspices of GATT, with the famous ‘cultural exception’. You may rest assured that I as future
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Commission will not let the issue of the cultural exception drop. I firmly believe that cultural
goods are not like sugar or potatoes; they have an ‘added extra’ and it is that which enables us to
treat cultural goods in a different way from purely economic goods. That is our belief, that is our
stance and I am going to defend both of those tooth and nail in international dealings.

de La Perriere (UEN). – (FR) Mrs Reding, you say on several occasions in your written replies
that you wish to establish (and I quote) ‘a European educational and cultural area’. According to
Article 126 of the Treaty (and again I quote), the Community shall ‘fully [respect] the
responsibility of the Member States for the content of teaching and the organisation of education
systems and their cultural and linguistic diversity’.

Could you give us a definition of the founding principles of this area (and of its nature and of the
fields it covers) which you mention in your replies? Secondly, what added value do you think the
European Union,  acting within the framework of the Treaties, could contribute to the existing
national education systems and, in particular, to the campaigns to raise public awareness
concerning the threat which alcohol, drugs and tobacco represent to young people?

Reding, – (FR)  Yes, we are fortunate enough to have subsidiarity in Europe and we must
safeguard it. Subsidiarity is actually a requirement imposed on us by the Treaties – in the field of
education, for example. The organisation of the education system and the setting of the
curriculum are the responsibility of the Member States. However, we have our own particular
responsibilities, namely  matters relating to the free movement of teachers, pupils and students,
and also programmes which teach young people about Europe.

So far, remarkable work has been done at university level and also, to a lesser extent, by
exchanges between schools. Since I have personal experience of such matters I should like to
extend exchange programmes to include primary schools, given that 10- or 12-year old children
are remarkably receptive. The young people with which I have had the most interesting
discussions are children of that age. They need to be nourished and that is our job, and also that
of the Members of the European Parliament.

I should like to mention a programme which was carried out in Luxembourg by Parliament’s
Information Office under the title ‘The European Parliament at school’. This involved MEPs
going into schools in order to tell the pupils about the European Parliament. It was a marvellous
success and everyone – teachers, pupils, parents and MEPs – was delighted. This is the sort of
thing we need more of.

There has to be more than that, of course. As part of our mission we could also suggest
programmes to the Member States and, in close cooperation with them, implement programmes
based on policies for which we are responsible. ‘Violence at school’ and ‘Racism and
xenophobia’ have already been partly done. Drugs and alcohol also fall within our area of
competence and they are issues in respect of which we could mount a huge campaign with the
Member States. There is certainly a demand for that kind of thing – indeed, schools are asking
for our help in such matters. All we need do is put together programmes which will enable us to
offer them such help, to train teachers and to inform pupils.

I think that, in this area too, Parliament’s and the Commission’s information services could work
very well and very profitably together.

Mr Okking (EDD). – (DA) As a representative of the EDD Group and as a member of the
Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media and Sport, I did of course read with great
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interest what you had to say about diversity in Europe with regard to minority cultures and
languages. It was pleasing to read and it was also the right thing to say. But how can this be
reconciled with your vision for forging a common European identity, a European soul (an
expression which I found in your written reply)? And how do you imagine that thinking people
will accept the undemocratically selected Commission as regards the role it has in educating the
public in the ways of democratic European citizenship?

Reding, Commissioner. – (FR) I have already told you how much importance I attach to
Europe’s cultural diversity and also to all the languages of Europe, whether they are spoken by
many people or by just a few. There is no one, single European culture but, rather, a European
cultural diversity which expresses the full extent of our wealth from the point of view of culture,
languages, traditions, cuisine – and also wine. All of those things are part of this remarkable
cultural diversity and that is what we have to emphasise. The European soul is all of those things
together; it is not a single entity, nor is it a melting pot – it is all of this cultural diversity brought
together as something for us to share.

I always say that, as Europeans, we have dual nationality. I am both a Luxembourger and a
European. As a Luxembourger I play a full part in my culture. As a European I share all of your
cultures and that is the message which we must convey to the peoples of Europe. However, it is a
message which we cannot dictate from on high. It is a message which each of you in his or her
constituency must convert into a European message and a personal message. I need you to act as
relays in your various countries and regions. Without you it will not be possible for European
cultural policy as I conceive it (and, I am sure, as you conceive it) to be conveyed to the general
public.

Chairman. – (IT) We have come to the end of the first stage, during which all the groups have
an the opportunity to ask a general question. We shall now move on to other questions and our
discussion will be broadly divided into topics relating to culture, sport, education, the media and
youth – in other words, the various portfolios which you, Mrs Reding, have mentioned.

Stockton (PPE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, while the answers you gave in your written submission to
the committee on budgetary matters were clear – and I am sure that working with you, such
differences of detail will soon be worked out – my primary concern is your ability to manage the
implementation of the budget. In the past this has not been the case. I will cite only two
examples among many. Firstly, totally unacceptable delays in making payments to organisations
under approved programmes, in many cases by more than six months. Secondly, the wilful
refusal by Commission staff to respect the justifications written into the budget lines by this
Parliament. In particular, DG X and, to a lesser extent, DG XXII have shown themselves to be
guilty in these respects. Can you assure the committee that you are both capable and willing to
manage the relevant Commission staff to bring to an end this incompetence?

Reding, Commission. – (EN/FR)Willing? Yes. Capable? Time will judge.

It is true that there were many problems in the past. I know that and you know that. Members of
the general public who have suffered as a result do not go to a Commissioner but, rather,  they
accost their MEPs and say ‘What is happening to me is absolutely outrageous!‘, etc. Since I
know how dangerous it is not to treat such people (who are Europe’s idealists) in a very kind and
friendly way, I want – as I said in my introduction – a new administrative culture within the new
Directorate-General which will listen to the public and be consumer-friendly. We need to see
consumer policy applied within the administration – in other words, letters which explain rather
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than ones which are simply dashed off in a hurry, just to give you one example. That will be one
of my very first tasks.

However, I shall need your help’. If you receive such a letter or such a request from one of your
constituents who has not received a satisfactory answer, let me know straight away so that I can
take appropriate action. I will never know everything, for which reason you will have to help me
so that I can learn as much as possible in order to be able to remedy as much as possible. The
same thing applies to the delays in the making of payments. There are all sorts of problems
associated with these programmes and if I am to do a good job I shall need more staff, not fewer.
This will be a major issue which we shall have to look in to with the Committee on Budgets.
Where programme management is concerned it is not possible to do a better job with fewer
people. This is a matter to which we will probably return.

The third problem which you mention is that of the remarks relating to budget headings. Let me
make it quite plain : Parliament is the budgetary authority. If Parliament enters a budget remark,
that remark should be taken seriously and should not be ignored. There is, however, a small
problem, namely the legal basis. If a budget remark is to be taken seriously and to be acted upon,
the legal basis must be indicated. Many problems which arose in the past stemmed from the lack
of a legal basis, even though the remarks were highly appropriate. A Commissioner must abide
by the Treaties and cannot override them. As regards such cases, I have already said in my
introduction that I am going to try to ensure that many of these things are remedied at the
Intergovernmental Conference.

In the meantime there are always indirect ways in which we can try to support specific projects,
but they need to be discussed. For each individual project which lacks a legal basis we need to
see whether – by roundabout ways or by means of other programmes, for example – we can
nonetheless achieve our desired objectives, but that would require an exchange between the MEP
and the Commissioner involved.

Prets (PSE). – (DE) I should like to follow on from this question. In my view the fact that
payments are delayed is not the only problem; the application procedures is a problem too. The
major problem besetting projects is simply that too much time elapses (between four and five
months) between the submission of applications and the approval or rejection of projects.
However, creative artists and cultural organisations need a timetable and a finance schedule if
they are to implement a project successfully. Yet neither the timetable nor the finance schedule
can be followed unless a certain timescale is adhered to, since financial delays occur in the
absence of firm commitments. As a result, many fine projects never see the light of day because
people do not have sufficient courage to undertake such projects in the absence of financial
safeguards. Artists and cultural organisations lose confidence and people’s trust in the European
Union is scarcely strengthened as a result. What will you do to ensure greater transparency,
greater efficiency and better timing in the project approval procedure ?

Reding. – (DE) I fully agree with you. The description which you have just given is
unfortunately an accurate reflection of the facts. It sometimes even occurs that creative artists are
forced into bankruptcy since money simply does not come through. I am aware of the problem
but I also know that one cannot reform an administration overnight - although this is something
which I have every intention of doing and I will get matters under way immediately. How long I
will need in order to achieve results is something I do not yet know.

In any event, I am opposed to the idea that a consumer-oriented policy should entirely dictate
how programmes are handled. Something I can do immediately is to try to ensure that letters
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which go out are explicit, that they are explanatory and that they do not arouse false hopes. It
does indeed frequently occur that letters arouse false hopes. Creative artists commit themselves
and then nothing more happens. So I am in favour of accurate, honest information and
transparency. I am responsible for transparency and this is the area in which transparency must
begin. This is an issue which I shall take in hand.

Taylor (PSE). – (EN) My question essentially seeks an expansion of Mrs Reding’s written
response to Question 31, page 35. Mrs Reding, in your answer, you talked about the
Commission’s People of Europe campaign and its success in increasing awareness of people’s
rights by 5%. I hope you would agree with me that this increase in awareness was sadly not
reflected in the recent European Parliamentary elections, where voter turnout was at an all-time
low, causing the legitimacy of our institutions to hang in the balance. What specific new thinking
– I emphasise specific – do you propose to address this issue of informing the general public
about the European institutions, thereby bringing increased legitimacy to the actions of
Parliament?

Reding. Commissioner – (EN) I have been a professional journalist for 20 years. As such, I have
very often seen that the messages which came from the European Institutions were messages
nobody was reading, because they were too propaganda-like. If I have learned something in my
information business, it is that you have to inform. If you produce propaganda nobody will take
you seriously. So, I believe there should be a very dramatic shift, not only in the information
policy of the Commission, but also in that of Parliament, to very objective, transparent
information to the general public about the functioning of the institutions, and about what Europe
brings to different types of people: to the housewife, the consumer, to women, to young people.
Direct contact must be made with all of these groups.

I perceive our future information policy in such a way that we work closely together, not
Parliament in one corner, and the Commission in the other, but together for general information.
Of course Parliament should deal with the supplementary political information which the
Commission cannot give. That is Parliament’s specific duty. But the general information on what
Europe is and what it brings in a positive way to our citizens should be diffused in a transparent,
modern and direct way by both institutions together, utilising the new media. Look at the success
we have had, for instance, with our hearings and the publishing of questions and answers on the
Internet. We have a whole generation of young people in Europe who use the Internet. The
information we give via the Europa server is a very good example. We can both use it. We must
both use the technological means at our disposal in a more transparent way and one which is
adapted to the general public.

Graça Moura (PPE). – (PT) Mrs Reding, when you were an MEP you voted for the Mouskouri
report on the Culture 2000 programme, for an ECU 250 million budget and a vertical description
of the actions involved. You have just said that Parliament’s views on budget matters must be
taken seriously. You acknowledge that resources are inadequate but you have not said anything
regarding these crucial issues. I do not understand why you say that the Commission accepted
most of the amendments adopted by Parliament, since the Commission rejected the most
important ones. According to the Commission the allocation of percentages to the various
cultural sectors could compromise the quality of the eligible projects and make the organisation
of the programme excessively rigid. We do not know whether you accept or disagree with this
deplorable state of affairs. As regards the pilot schemes launched by the Commission, you say
that these will enable the future Culture 2000 programme to be tested in a real-life situation. I do
not understand how a programme which has not yet been defined can be tested in practice. To
speak bluntly, your answer No 6 unacceptably reflects DG X’s usual evasive style. Since DG X



DOC_EN\DV\381\381679EN.doc 12/33

is not supposed to be giving orders to you (things should be the other way round), would you tell
us what specific positions you are going to adopt with regard to such considerations? I should be
pleased if you would reply as efficiently as you have done in your answers to other questions.

Reding, Commissioner. – (FR) I have changed my mind since the written reply was drawn up.
Such things can happen, can’t they? If you make a mistake you put things right.

Culture 2000 represents  EUR 167 million over five years. That is not a huge amount and we
would like to have more, but you know that it took a lot of hard work to secure adoption of the
Council‘s common position, even for just EUR 167 million. But that money will be enough if we
succeed together in drawing up a suitable programme. We shall have the opportunity of making
some adjustments since there will be a second reading at Parliament. So, the matter is going to be
discussed quite openly within this committee and also in plenary.

Let me be quite frank with you: being a Luxembourger I do not go in for grand gestures. Major
one-off cultural events simply devour financial resources. They may be of some benefit to
metropolitan types but they do nothing for ordinary people in the provinces. I also know that it is
much easier to run a few showcase events and that it is much more difficult to direct scores of
small projects. This brings me back to my staffing problem. That is something we must not
forget and I will really need your support.

If we change our perspective (and I agree with you that it should be changed), in other words if
we move further towards a Europe of the people (all the people and not just the few in major
cities), let us do it together, let us design a new programme with smaller entities – perhaps not
mini-projects but something in between. However, we must be aware that it will cost much more
money to put on such a programme than to put on a programme which just concentrates on a few
spectacular events.

Graça Moura (PPE). – (PT)  I should like to ask a supplementary question and to express my
pleasure and appreciation as regards the views you have so far expressed. However, I do not
think that you have answered the question relating to actions and the allocation of percentages to
those actions. In your first reply you say that it is not for the European Union to give priority to
certain forms of culture over others. However, I believe that the pilot schemes which were
launched a short time ago include a programme to celebrate the 250th anniversary of Johann
Sebastian Bach’s death, which already constitutes giving priority to an action - although I must
say that he is a composer I greatly admire. On the other hand, other anniversaries could have
been celebrated such as, for example, the 500th anniversary of the birth of Charles V, the 500th

anniversary of the discovery of Brazil or, this year, the 150th anniversary of Chopin’s death. All
of these are major events in the history of European and world culture. I would like to know
whether or not you think the Commission should give special treatment to such actions and what
view you intend to take as regards the existing content of the pilot scheme programme.

Reding. – (FR) I can only repeat what I have already said. If the ‘Culture 2000’ system is to be
changed, we must do it together. We must discuss the details of any such change together in this
committee. But, Mr Vice-President, I cannot commit myself with regard to a specific programme
without having examined it with you. Do the other Members not agree? So we shall have to look
at it together. Each of us must state our own priorities and, together, we shall set up a programme
taking account of our various requirements, and also of each country’s specific culture. My
proposal is that I should come here, we should discuss the matter together and we should set up a
new programme together.



DOC_EN\DV\381\381679EN.doc 13/33

Veltroni (PSE). – (IT) My question falls into two parts. The first is this. We are already
discussing the future of the MEDIA Programme, because MEDIA II expires in the year 2000 and
MEDIA III should start up in 2001. Some Member States’ Ministries of Culture, primarily Italy,
but also the French, German and many other Ministries, have requested a 100% increase in the
funds allocated to this programme. I shall not ask you for your opinion, as I imagine that you
would be in favour of such a proposal. But I am asking what is the extent of your commitment,
because I believe that, as in the case of the Culture 2000 programme, it is by reference to that
that we can ascertain the possibility of translating into concrete measures the aspirations which
you have expressed and which I support.

The second part of my question relates to pluralism in information and culture. The Commission
has discussed this subject extensively in the last four years, but it has never produced any
concrete proposals, i.e. drawn up a directive on pluralism in the information media laying down
common or similar standards at European level to regulate concentration of ownership, avoid
undertakings achieving excessively dominant positions in the market, and establish equal
opportunities for access. Do you consider that an initiative of that kind could be considered once
again, in agreement, of course, with the Commissioners responsible for competition and the
internal market ?

Reding. – (FR) If you ask a Commissioner responsible for a programme if she would like more
money, the answer is naturally yes, and thank you for your support. I imagine that Parliament, or
at least your committee, will have to discuss the matter at length with the Committee on Budgets
if you wish to propose more funding for culture in general and MEDIA in particular. So in that
respect we are natural allies, I suppose, but we shall have to deal with a number of Member
States that are considerably less enthusiastic about this subject. In many cultural sectors, it will
prove rather difficult to obtain increased funding along the lines I envisaged, given that there has
to be unanimity in Council. One of the written questions referred to increasing the budget funds
allocated to ‘culture’. I replied to that question. I believe we should go ahead and invest more,
because educating people about Europe goes to the heart of all the other European policies. We
will not be able to apply our policies on competition, enlargement, etc. if we do not obtain public
support for these policies, and if people do not first understand what Europe is and what it means
to be part of it. That is our responsibility.

Now let us turn to the serious problem of pluralism in the information media and regulating
concentration of ownership. You know that there are various directives for which other
Commissioners are responsible. For example, competition covers State aid. This is a serious
problem, as on the one hand we must protect public television services, which have very specific
obligations with regard to programming, but which the Member States continue to be entirely
responsible for. The Amsterdam Treaty refers to subsidiarity in this connection. The question of
the multiple means of financing public-sector television, by means of fees, State subsidies and
advertising, raises the problem of the possible distortion of the advertising market to the
detriment of the private sector, and hence the creation of a serious competition problem. That is
an area in which the Commission must, of course, intervene.

With regard to regulating concentration of ownership, I shall be discussing the matter with the
relevant Commissioner, but I can assure you that, in all these discussions, I shall always seek, as
far as possible, to preserve cultural specificity and diversity, and not to prevent these cultural
messages being passed on. This will be my task. It will be up to other Commissioners to ensure
that there is a level playing field with regard to concentration of ownership and competition.
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Gutiérrez Cortines (PPE). – (ES) Mrs Reding, first of all I should like to congratulate you on
your proposal to dedicate Structural Funds to restoring the architectural and urban heritage. If it
succeeds it will be the first time that we have recognised the economic and social value of the
heritage, in the interest of a model of sustainable development that constitutes the
‘mainstreaming’ of European policy. Indeed, our historic heritage is the picture we have of our
historical memory.

However, my question refers to the concept of European identity. Given that culture is a complex
subject, and the identity and content of such culture are difficult to define in legislation, what
role do you think this Parliament should have, as the representative of all the European peoples,
in helping to define that content and taking action to mobilise and disseminate European culture
in their respective countries ?

As a second part to my question, on the same subject, do you not agree that you should launch a
special programme, in which all the leading figures of civil society and the institution would
cooperate, to define the content and articulate the cultural clause that you are proposing, and at
the same time to define the content of the educational programmes deriving from it ?

Reding. –  (FR) It is a huge programme because it embraces the whole area of culture, education
and audiovisual policy. In any event, I am convinced that we can do nothing as an institution
acting alone. If we want the message to get through, if we want to ensure European ideas and
Europe's cultural diversity is widely broadcast, we must have many partners in this undertaking.
And each of them will play a part in building this common structure we have in mind.

First of all, we must say what this common structure will be. I think that will be determined by
policies. But next, how shall we go about creating this structure? The European Parliament will
have to play its part. So must the Commission and the Member States. But above all, as you
rightly say, civil society must play its part too. We cannot act alone. We need support. What
better support could we have than the wealth of cultural, social, humanitarian and youth
organisations and associations which flourish in our Member States ?

I believe these associations should be brought into our projects and our programmes, because it
is they which, in the end, will be doing the work, better than any institution could, as an
institution is always an institution. And as part of that institution my task will be, rather than
giving people ideas, to push them in a certain direction and help them to translate those ideas
into reality. It is not up to me to implement these ideas on the ground, but it is up to you, as
Members of Parliament, and up to society to pass on the message, with the help, naturally, of the
institutions responsible in that area.

Marinos (PPE). – (EL) Mrs Reding, your observations today and your replies to the written
questions contain references to American methods of cultural promotion. You also pointed out
that you needed the support of all the Commissioners in your own efforts. The United States use
business methods and profit motives to disseminate and impose their own culture, all of which
they have transformed into big business. Their music, films, and television programmes, for
example not only earn massive profits throughout the world but tend to sideline and even
obliterate other cultures.  In the field of music, for example, American ideas and American
mentality have achieved dominance. Europe has finally come round to this way of thinking also,
but only with regard to football. Through highly successful manipulation of the masses, sport has
been transformed into business. Given that the end justifies the means – we only have to look at
Kosovo – are you prepared to impose similar measures in order to salvage and breath new life
into European culture by focusing on business methods and the profit-factor? We must
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remember that we need to target a young public starting at primary school level as you so rightly
pointed out. With regard to music, in particular the infiltration process is now complete,
especially thanks to the Coca Cola advertisements.

Reding. – (FR) This is a crucial question, as it is that which separates us from the Americans.
The Americans have always seen and still see culture – what culture ? – as a business. That is
why they also see works of art and cultural messages as economic goods. We, as Europeans,
have always adopted a different attitude. We have always said : no, this is not business, but a
cultural surplus in a given medium. And I believe that we are going to support that view very
strongly, particularly in our negotiations with the Americans. That is the first point.

Secondly: it is possible to make a business out of culture, in the audiovisual sector, and I have
said very clearly that I should like to see our industrial production developed in terms of the
media and film-making. The great problem is that we do not have a real school to train young
people in film-making techniques, for example. So what do they do? They go to the United
States and stay there. We should do the opposite. We should bring them back, set up schools so
that they can study here. I do not see our relations being based on opposition, but on working
together. We have a lot to learn from the Americans with regard to how to make things work.
They have a lot to learn from us in terms of culture.

I do not think that we should lose the specific character of the various strands of European
culture, which fortunately are very different from American culture, but we must take advantage
of existing potential  to develop a forward-looking culture industry. In terms of music,
audiovisual production, the Internet, there is still a great deal of hidden potential in Europe. Yes,
let us make a business out of it, let us make money, but let us never lose sight of the fact that a
cultural message is not an economic commodity.

Wyn (V/ALE). - (EN) Mrs Reding, I am heartened, not only by your comments just now, but
also by your response to questions concerning minority languages. However, the future of
European Union funding and support for minority languages, as you are probably aware, is being
adversely affected due to the lack of a legal base to allow the European Union to express its
support. I am from Wales, where 20% of our population speak Welsh, a minority language, and
we have gleaned much support and inspiration from your own nation, Luxembourg, in the past,
both linguistically and politically. Forty to fifty million people throughout Europe speak minority
languages. It is a crucial question. The present impasse is giving the European Union a bad name
amongst minorities. How soon can this matter be resolved?

Reding. - (FR) As you have said, as a Luxembourger, I am particularly sensitive to this issue.
For example, the Town Hall where I live bears the inscription: ‘Mir wëllen bleiwen wat mir sin’.
For the interpreters: we want to stay what we are. It is not a question of excluding others, but
remaining true to ourselves. Personality is rooted in one’s own culture. For you it is Welsh,
obviously, and nothing else. Everything else is superfluous. I believe that we can learn a lot from
each other and from the extraordinary cultural wealth and our so-called minority languages,
which I do not regard as minority languages, but simply, if you like, as less-widely-known
languages.

I believe that the International Year of Minority Languages – or less-well-known languages
really can help us to get the message across. Sometimes we need extra support to do that. This
will be one such support. These matters will be discussed everywhere. When I talk about the
linguistic situation in Luxembourg, people are always surprised, because we speak our
Luxembourgish language, our children learn to read and write in German, from the age of 7, they
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learn French and any problems are explained by the teacher in Luxembourgish. This is
multiculturalism in an action. Why should it not be done in other countries? Of course it can be
done! Lessons can be learnt from the regions which have their own language and are surrounded
by major languages. It is an extra language for Europe and that is the message I want to get
across.

Of course, there is the problem of the legal base, as I know. We shall have to find a way around
it once again. We have a little money to launch specific actions. It is not a great amount of
money, but I mean to work very hard in this area too, with the Member States, although I am
well aware that the issue is seen differently in the different Member States. Some have solved the
problem of their minority languages, while others, for historical or other reasons which I do not
want to go into now, have problems with their minority languages. I hope that, by the end of the
International Year of Minority Languages, not one of our Member States will still have problems
in relation to a minority language. That is my aim, your aim, our joint aim. I believe that the
International Year of Minority Languages will give us the necessary help to achieve our
objectives.

Sanders ten Holte (ELDR).  (NL) I should like to ask Mrs Reding a question about her reply to
question 13 on fixed book prices. There has been a heated debate about this subject for years, not
least in this Parliament. Opponents of fixed book prices invoke the freedom of the market, while
proponents invoke cultural aspects. As a new Member of the European Parliament and, in
particular, of this Committee on Culture, Youth, Education, the Media and Sport, I am very
interested in this subject. I have been following this debate with great interest and I can say that I
myself am greatly in favour of retaining fixed book prices. Let me tell you why. In its resolution
of 20 November 1998 the European Parliament said that the majority of Member States ‘regard
price-fixing for books as an appropriate and necessary instrument of cultural policy in order to
guarantee as wide a range of titles as possible and to ensure a comprehensive supply of books’.
Abolishing the fixing of book prices in a number of countries has accordingly had a detrimental
effect. This is why I am afraid that doing away with cross-border fixed price agreements in the
German-speaking world, and in the Dutch-speaking world, exposes small businesses to the risk
of national rules on large-scale imports being rendered inoperative. If that is the case it will be an
obstacle to  cross-border cultural integration. I wonder, Mrs Reding, why in your reply you do
not discuss cultural integration which is something that should be promoted precisely in
countries belonging to the same linguistic area. As the European Parliament said, fixed book
prices are a way of doing that.

Reding. – (FR) Yes, but it is a very important problem. It is not a new problem, because fixed
book prices have existed in the German-speaking world since 1890. So it is not new. It is a
system of fixed prices imposed by editors or bookshops in German-speaking areas. The problem
we have in Europe is that almost all the European linguistic groups have a different system.

Those in favour of fixed book prices argue that it promotes creativity and book sales and
prevents the destruction of the market, and of course that it helps the creators of literary works,
who are well paid. Adversaries of the system say that is not true and that these objectives can be
achieved by a policy of free prices that makes it possible to run promotional campaigns.

With all these opposing views represented on the Council, unbelievable confusion reigns. It is
impossible to achieve agreement. The problem does not arise at national level, because action
taken by the Commission does not affect purely national contractual arrangements. The problem
arises when books cross frontiers. In homogeneous linguistic zones, for example the German-
speaking areas, which affect trade between States, the European Parliament has always been
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committed to maintaining existing fixed pricing systems for books, and the Council has not
succeeded in reaching agreement.

However, the Council has made one important statement, namely that it takes into consideration
the particular role played by the book market in relation to culture. There we have some solid
ground. You know that within the Commission there are also two schools of thought – one in
favour and one against. DG X has always been firmly against, and moreover on 14 July 1999 the
Commission decided that it could not decide! That’s a start at least, because it could easily have
decided, in the light of the competition system, that it would decide against us. You will find that
I, as the Commissioner responsible for culture, am on the side of those in favour of fixed book
prices.

Fraisse (GUE/NGL). – (FR) Mrs Reding, I am anxious on two counts. I am glad that you have
spoken about ‘cultural exemptions’ but my concerns relate to how these exemptions are
implemented.

Firstly, with regard to the dominance of American products, which I just not think is just a
question of expertise and techniques, but also of cultural uniformity, I am concerned because
when you are negotiating in the WTO, you will not be alone.

When I read the passage on American culture – excuse me for quoting from it – by Mr Prodi, in
which he says that it is regarded by some as Europe’s only point of reference in search of its own
soul, and that there is nothing shocking in that possibility, I cannot but be concerned.

I am concerned that we should all be able to fight to maintain our cultural separateness. And to
carry on from the discussion concerning fixed book prices, where I approve of your replies, I
shall add a second question which goes with it, which relates to the distribution and transmission
of these cultural assets. By which I mean the many European firms we produce as well as books.
There is a distribution problem here where I believe that Europe must play a new role.

My second concern relates to diversity, with particular reference to the theatre. The role of the
theatre in the economy of the European market has been completely reduced. I should like to
know your views on this matter.

Reding. – (FR) I have the same problem as your colleague. It is difficult to answer all the
problems raised in this wide area in two minutes.

My creed is simply as follows: I know that I shall have, perhaps, passionate but interesting
discussions with various of my colleagues within the Commission. But I am very fortunate in
that the colleague responsible for this area is French, and so will understand, perhaps better than
anyone of any other nationality could, what ‘cultural exemption’ means. So that is a good
beginning for any exchange of views.

Obviously, we have always operated a system oriented towards maintaining the ‘cultural
exemption’. I did not interpret Mr Prodi’s speech as wishing to overturn that. As I said in my
answer to Mr Marinos, there are some positive things to be learnt from what is done in the
United States, but as they do not have cultures of their own as we do, we cannot learn anything
from them in that area. However, in view of our special situation, we must have our own special
rules and adhere to them, and try to explain them to the Americans. This will not be easy, and
this process of explanation will begin in November 1999 in Seattle, where the discussions will be
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opened. Our discussions will be the equivalent of reinventing the wheel, I suspect, but we shall
stand firm by our cultural exemption.

Pack (PPE).  - (DE) Mrs Reding, I should like to concentrate on a small aspect of your work
which is, however, very important for the citizens of Europe, namely sport. I should like to ask
whether you believe that the fact that there is a declaration on sport in the Amsterdam Treaty is
sufficient for this to form a legal basis in future for a budget section on sport. You will also know
that, for this Parliamentary term, this Parliament has finally reinstated a Committee on Sport,
which means we really should like to be the intermediaries between the big sports associations
and the Commission and, indeed, the citizens, and so I ask you: in what way do you, in your
DGX or in your new Directorate-General, intend to ensure that sport can be properly organised
and to give a lead in that field?

Reding. – (DE) I have read your report, Mrs Pack, and I am in complete agreement with its
findings, which were endorsed by Parliament. So we should not have any ideological
disagreements. Now we come to the technical means of carrying those ideals into practice. I
should like to point out that Mr Prodi, in his inaugural speech, clearly stated that sport would be
a priority for this Commission. Why? Because sport, mutual understanding, and bringing people
together are very important activities. I shall also be concentrating on sport and if sport does not
appear in the title of the new Directorate-General – and I have heard mutterings to that effect –
that is only because we wanted a short concise name. There will be a special sport department in
the Directorate-General, and it will be expanded. It will not continue to operate at its existing
level but be developed, as we wish to take over responsibility for it.

We have seen in the case of the problem of drugs in sport that it cannot be solved at national
level. It can only be solved at European level. We have to take a decision at once with regard to
our involvement in the body set up to deal with drugs in sport. We shall do so, and then in
Helsinki Mr Prodi will present the Council with a document on sports policy. So in the very
short time until then we shall have to establish close cooperation between the various
Commission members with indirect responsibilities for sport – under the authority of the relevant
Commissioner, naturally - and with politicians interested in sport in this Parliament, so that the
paper submitted by the Council to Mr Prodi at the end of the year really reflects the sports policy
we wish to conduct in future. We do not want to hand on our responsibilities in this area, quite
the reverse: we want to be the standard-bearers.

Zabell Lucas (PPE). – (ES) Mrs Reding, there are sportsmen who in the course of their careers
amass large fortunes which give them a livelihood when they cease to practise sport. However,
some sports – including the Olympics – still do not qualify as popular spectacle and so prevent
their practitioners from having a livelihood after they retire from the sport. On the other hand,
there are many young people who would take up sport if they saw it as a stepping stone to job
opportunities.

I should like to know whether the Community plans to establish programmes to help train and
redeploy sporting professionals, and also whether the Commission intends to set up any
programmes to enable young people to obtain diplomas and then follow professions in all the
various areas of sport.

Reding. – (FR) I should like to point out that we already have very clear possibilities in our
various programmes – Youth, Socrates, Leonardo -  to help sports training for young people, and
to help those providing the training. Obviously, I am ready to develop those possibilities,
because we regard sport as more than just an economic question.
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As a general rule, the legal base – as I forgot to say to Mrs Pack – does not enable us to do
everything. We shall base our arguments, naturally, on the annex to the Amsterdam Treaty, but I
think it would be a very good thing if the legal base for sport could be developed in the
Intergovernmental Conference. As Mr Barnier, who is an enthusiastic sportsman, has
responsibility for the Intergovernmental Conference, we should not have too many problems in
persuading him to work towards that end.

To come back to your point, Mrs Zabell Lucas, you know, for example, that the Bosman
judgment will lead to many problems in the future, particularly with regard to training for young
people, not just in the big sports clubs, but in the little ones, which will invest a lot of money in
training young people, only to see them creamed off by the big clubs. How will these small clubs
be able in future to train young people in the various sports activities? We shall all have to think
very hard about that.

We cannot get around the judgment. It is there, whether we like it or not. We have to live with it,
examine its negative implications, and try to ensure that our policy offsets the negative aspects of
the judgment. My answer is quite clear: yes, I am aware of the problem; yes, I know we have to
do more; yes, the new sport department will buckle down to the task.

Iivari (PSE). – (FI) Mr Chairman, Mrs Reding, my question concerns information technology
and training. The development of IT and the introduction of new media present numerous
opportunities both to the individual and to society, but there is a danger that the pace of change
may be so rapid that not everybody can keep up, which may lead to exclusion. How do you think
that training in how to use IT and new media should be organised so as to take account of the
equality of citizens? In your initial intervention you quite rightly mentioned young people and
the Leonardo programme, but what about those people – adults and old-age pensioners – who
have already left the education system behind?

Reding. – The first stage of Leonardo covers continuing vocational training, and the political
will to develop the new technologies. These are two things which we can combine, particularly
in Leonardo II, which puts the emphasis on ‘employability’: a terrible word, but we know what it
means. So in that programme we will have the possibility of addressing the needs of slightly
older people, and secondly of introducing modern technology.

Somebody asked me the other day, it is all very well concentrating on young people and
children. But what is being done about old people, in a Europe with a progressively ageing
population? Well, adult education is a very strong feature of both the Leonardo and the Socrates
programmes, and this is all connected with modern technology.

With regard to young people, the catch-phrase is ‘a computer in every primary school’, to ensure
that children have access to computers from the earliest age. We must pay considerable attention
to this issue. In the future, those who are familiar with the new technologies will have a great
advantage, while those who do not know how to use them will be left behind. We must urge the
governments to ensure that national policies and European policy are designed to ensure that
there is no discrimination on the basis of age or social position when it comes to operating the
new technologies.

Sanders ten Holte (ELDR).  (NL) My question is to do with the fact that little consideration is
given to employing immigrants in the cultural and educational spheres. I wonder whether Mrs
Reding has any plans to give consideration to this.



DOC_EN\DV\381\381679EN.doc 20/33

Reding. – (FR) I think that the citizens from outside Europe deserve rather more than 15
seconds. They live with us and have the same cultural reasons for expressing their culture. I
think that their culture also forms part of our European culture. We must take them seriously. We
have a number of programmes which are relevant. Not necessarily in the cultural sector, perhaps,
but under the third pillar, for example with relation to action to combat racism and xenophobia.
There are also many programmes to give a voice to non-European cultures on our territory, and I
know that some Member States which have a large number of people who come from another
cultural background than Europe have made extraordinary efforts in this area. They make an
important contribution to our cultures also. We must take them into account.

Chairman. – (IT) Further to that point, given that, in my view, we should speak a little more
about means of information, would you be kind enough to answer the first question I put to you?
The point was also covered to some extent in Mr Veltroni’s question. I tried to be as thorough as
possible. I say this because Mr Liikanen had also somewhat avoided the question. It is a delicate
problem because it involves the collaboration there should be between competition and your
portfolio. However, I believe that it would be useful to have further clarification.

Reding. – (FR) If I remember rightly, Mr Chairman, your question mainly concerned how to
ensure the coexistence of television services operated in accordance with different rules – i.e.
private sector or public sector – and whether or not we are going to draw up a directive. I can
state very clearly that I have not yet decided on that matter. I do not know.

I cannot answer your question at this stage, but I think that we shall have to discuss it, because it
is not a simple matter to draw up a directive. We have to know the starting-point, where we want
to end up, and what path we shall have to follow to get there. I do not yet see very clearly what
path we shall have to take, in agreement with the Member States, because it is a very delicate
problem in political terms in the various Member States.

You know, from your long experience in politics, that we cannot approach a matter of this kind
by simply confronting Parliament or the Council with a draft directive. We must start by holding
very detailed talks with the ministers responsible for the audiovisual sector in our 15 Member
States and then carefully sound out Parliament to discover how far it wants to go. I am not at all
convinced, from what I know of my parliamentary colleagues, that they will all be wanting to
move in the same direction. So perhaps, here again, the most sensible thing to do would be to
take a middle course, as so often in Europe.

Chairman. – (IT) I believe that we shall have the opportunity of discussing this matter with you
in this committee. But I believe that it is necessary to have some coordination here, given the
particular features of the Italian State, when it comes to the creation of a European television
without frontiers, because people have already jumped the gun, as it were.

Hieronymi (PPE). – (DE) I also wish to deal with the question of broadcasting. I am particularly
glad, in view of the complexity of the questions involved, that you in your written replies came
down so strongly in favour of a dual system of regulating broadcasting in Europe. In other words
a combination of public and private television, and how you quoted Protocol 32 to the
Agreement and explained it. I believe this protocol is a step in the right direction in showing how
the two systems can be maintained on a permanent basis in the future. But if this objective is to
be implemented and achieved, I believe it is important to know how cooperation will work
between you, who are responsible for cultural matters, and the other Commissioners, because the
questions raised concern both cultural policy and economic policy. My question is, will you set
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up a working group with the other Commissioners, as in the past, and how will responsibility for
the media be allocated in your Directorate-General?

Reding. – (DE) I can be quite brief in my reply, Mrs Hieronymi, as you pointed out yourself that
I am in favour of a dual system. We need both systems, which developed for historical reasons,
and which broadcast different types of programme content and have different tasks. The
transmission of programmes and the implementation of those tasks should continue to be a
matter for the national authorities. What we have to ensure is that one sector does not squeeze
out the other. I believe that is very important, and we are agreed about that. Cooperation with the
other Commissioners is essential, for though I am responsible for media content, another
Commissioner is responsible with regard to media technology, and it is sometimes impossible to
separate technology from content. Mr Liikanen and Mrs Reding are condemned to get on well
with each other and to cooperate, or they will achieve nothing. That is the first point.

The second is that we still have problems with regard to competition, which of course can be
seen from two different points of view. We can see the competition problem from a purely
economic viewpoint, or we can say with regard to the media that it goes further than the purely
economic aspect, as it involves the cultural content, and I shall certainly have many discussions
with the Commissioner responsible for competition on the need to take cultural aspects into
account when taking decisions in this area, and not to concentrate exclusively on the economic
aspects of the media market.

Junker (PSE). – (DE) You know, as a Member of this Parliament, that we have always pressed
for a directive on the concentration of media ownership. But it has never got beyond the stage of
working drafts in the Commission, because a lobby has always been working to prevent it. I
should like to know whether you will take action to ensure that we can produce effective rules to
prevent concentration of ownership. I am well aware that you can’t do that alone. But I should
like to know your position on that point.

Secondly, despite the outgoing Commission’s repeated protestations of support for diversity,
efforts have been made – and may still be continuing – to divide the financial support offered to
public-sector broadcasting in the cultural area on the one hand, and for programmes providing
entertainment and sport on the other hand, in other words to introduce separate book-keeping. I
should like to know what your attitude is to these specific proposals.

Reding. − (DE) Where the directive on the concentration of media ownership is concerned, I
have already announced that at present, unfortunately, I can't say, 'I shall do that'. I must first
hold discussions to ascertain whether I should do it or not, and then if I decide that I should,
whether I can, because I can't do anything on my own. I need Parliament and the Council. So
these discussions must take place before I can give you an answer.

Secondly: I don't have such a rigid view of the division of content between the public and private
sectors. Why shouldn't the private sector broadcast cultural programmes, and why shouldn't
public-sector broadcasting cover sport? Since I am not aiming at a total separation between the
two, but at a twin-track approach for both systems, I also do not see any reason to make such a
separation with regard to financing and content. What I am keen to see is that public-sector
broadcasters - and the States decide on the content of public-sector broadcasting, not the
Commission or the European Parliament - remain viable, because they have a certain role to
play, and that public-sector broadcasters do not make it impossible for the private sector to
remain viable in turn, because it offers different broadcasting content. As Parliament we have, of
course, already taken some decisions. I was very pleased, for example, that as Parliament we
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were able to ensure that televised sport will remain accessible to everyone, and will not be
broadcast only on coded channels. Parliament should continue to work with the Commission
along these lines. We shall consider all the other aspects at a later stage.

Ridruejo (PPE). – (ES) Madam Commissioner-designate, the world of television is going
through a period of unprecedented change, and the role of the present television producers and
programme providers is changing too. The new digital technology is changing the scenario for us
all, and this is a process from which there is no turning back.

I’d like to ask two questions. What, in your opinion are the principles of public service
television, and what should be its purposes in a scenario of total liberalisation and fierce
competition ?

My second question is : what is your view on the approach to the transfer from analogue to
digital television, with regard to their content ?

Reding. − (FR) In response to your first question, I don't think that one side should be favoured
over the other. What we need to do is ensure that the private and public sectors can live side by
side, and it is not our business to impose programmes on the public. It is very clear in the Treaty
of Amsterdam that that responsibility resides with the States.

One very sensitive problem, nevertheless, is that of convergence. Digital technology means that
the different media will converge in future. We have a serious political problem here, because
the world of telecommunications, which has no content, wants to dominate the media, which
have a very obvious cultural content. In several countries, for instance, telecommunications
operators are trying to swallow up the media. The content would thus be swallowed up by the
medium conveying it. We cannot permit this in any circumstances.

We must preserve the cultural message, whatever medium conveys it, because content exists
with its own rules, including those relating to the protection of minors and copyright, but we
must be aware that control will become much more difficult. So in future we will have to pursue
a three-pronged policy.

First, we must prevent telecommunications operators from swallowing up the media; secondly,
we must ensure that our common rules are safeguarded in the new media (and I include the
Internet here); finally, we must ensure that we do not lose all means of control. This is one of the
most difficult problems that we shall have to solve over the next few years, and I am very aware
of it.

Ruffolo (PSE). − (IT) Mrs Reding, in your replies to the questionnaire sent to you by
Parliament, after noting the exiguous existence, as one might say, of a citizen's Europe, you
undertake to remedy this - a pledge that you explicitly repeated this morning - by (and I quote)
'seeking to promote the role of civil society through interest groups and non-governmental
organisations, developing information networks and consolidating an area of European public
debate'. To achieve those objectives, what are the actual human and financial resources and the
operational units that you intend to devote to these priority activities in the new Directorates-
General which are currently being set up?

Reding. − (FR) Yes; Mr Chairman, I shall perhaps dwell on this a little, because I believe it to be
vitally important.
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You know that President Prodi’s idea is for Directorate-General X to relinquish direct
information, ’breaking information’, political information and day-to-day information, which will
go to the Spokesman’s Service. That will no longer be our responsibility. Our sole responsibility
will be the very important aspect of information for the public at large, for the citizen. What you
have seen very clearly, Mr Vice-Chairman, is that we need to have the means to get the message
across.

Where this whole issue of information for the public is concerned, what I should like to see in
future (and this is a plan that I have submitted to President Prodi) is for the Member States to
have ’Houses of Europe’ - and I refer here also to the Pex report and the report by Vice-President
Anastassopoulos, in the past - with three ’chambers’ under a single roof. One chamber for
’breaking information’, under the direct responsibility of Mr Levy, the Spokesman; one chamber
for European Parliament information, supplied by the European Parliament and under its direct
responsibility; and one chamber for general information for the public, under the responsibility
of the Commissioner responsible for the new Directorate-General for Education and Culture.
There will, of course, be corridors between the three chambers, because things cannot work with
everyone sitting in separate ivory towers.

So, a common house, with three different responsibilities, but corridors between them. I have
already explained clearly that I can’t get the message across without you to act as intermediaries.
I can’t get the message across without the NGOs, whoever they may be. I can’t get the message
across without using the staging posts which already exist in our Member States, and which must
be expanded and diversified in the future. And I can’t operate - and this is also very important -
without the agreement of the national governments, who will also have to take on their share of
responsibility in this policy of information about Europe, because in future I should like to avoid
the situation whereby Europe is us, and other policy concerns everyone else.

No, dear colleagues, Europe is all of us, and we must all, including national governments, take
on our share of responsibility for European policy and European information.

Heaton-Harris (PPE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, my question is again on public sector service
broadcasting and follows on from my colleagues in my group. Richard Eyre, the Chief Executive
of British Independent Television, recently pronounced in a speech that public service
broadcasting would soon be dead. Europe’s dual public-private broadcasting system is evolving
at such speed that the traditional domain of public-service broadcasting is in desperate need of
redefinition. In view of the increase in consumer choice through digital technology and the
growth of the private sector, what do you feel should be the future defining factors of public
service broadcasting? In particular, to what extent do you envisage the separation of public and
commercial activities? And how should this be regulated at European level?

Reding. – Commissioner. (EN) I have explained throughout the hearing that I cannot imagine
allowing public-service broadcasting to collapse, but of course it is the responsibility of the
national governments to help their public broadcasting institutions to survive. That is not a
European responsibility. Our European responsibility is to provide the incentives in such a way
that the two pillars of the audiovisual sector can live side by side. Personally, I do not share the
pessimistic view that the public service will soon be dead, because in some of our Member States
the public service is a first-class operator and people watch public service programmes. I
therefore do not see why they should die. Only those which are bad are going to die. Those
which are good are going to survive. So let us help both systems to be good and to survive. That
is our aim. However, the basic responsibility for the public sector lies with the national
authorities.
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Aparicio Sánchez (PSE). – (ES) My question, Mrs Reding, continues the theme of your
information policy. I am not as optimistic as you are and I think you are unlikely to come across
the same enthusiasm in the institutional public relations policies of the Member States
governments. In this respect all the answers you have given have been encouraging, both to the
written questions and the specific question by Mrs Taylor and Mr Ruffolo. But my specific
question is : as many of us believe that until the younger generations are aware of their European
identity, there will be no historic change in Europe’s public image, what do you propose to do
for the younger generations of Europeans by organising institutional campaigns addressed to
schoolchildren, in addition to the Comenius Programme, or indeed by including a common
subject or discipline in all curricula, so as to help our future citizens understand that they are
members of a new country ? Or, on the other hand, do you think that this is a matter for each
Member State and that the Comenius Programme is sufficient as it stands at the moment ?

Reding. – (FR) I take the view that a politician who wishes to achieve a goal cannot permit him-
or herself the luxury of pessimism. If you don't have enthusiasm yourself, how can you awaken
enthusiasm in others? So I believe that if I want to achieve something, I must be borne along by
optimism and enthusiasm, so as to draw others along with me and persuade them to join me. I
can't allow myself the luxury of lack of enthusiasm.

Secondly, like you I am aware that getting this European identity into the hearts of young people
is technically difficult, because it's technically difficult to reach all of them. But in practical
terms it's very, very easy, because if anyone understands Europe, young people do. And they
experience it, too. Look at what happens in summer. They all have their Eurail passes, they
travel from one country to another with their rucksacks, they don't recognise frontiers and they
don't have a language problem. It's wonderful. What we have to do is develop the roots that are
there and to persuade teachers and head teachers that there's something to be done.

In my experience, I've always found that if you can convince the teachers, the results are
magnificent. Yes, I'm in favour of programmes about Europe throughout Europe. Yes, I'm in
favour of exchanges at primary-school level - international exchanges via the Internet. Yes, I'm
in favour of ensuring that young professional people, too, have this awareness of Europe,
because they are the ones who will set up small firms in the future, employ a lot of people and
pass on their attitudes. So in all these areas we must get the message across through education.
It's the best way. We must have a partnership with the Ministers of Education. Believe me, I
shall buckle down to this.

Karas (PPE). – (DE) Mrs Reding, although you have already mentioned this in passing, I should
like to return to Parliament’s and the Commission’s activities for providing information to the
citizens of Europe. There are as you know different access routes to information from the
Commission on the one hand and from Parliament on the other. How do you justify these
differing access routes? Or will you work towards closer cooperation between the two
institutions, seeking to make them speak clearly and with a single voice in order to reduce the
information deficit for the citizens? How do you justify the information activities of the
Commission and Parliament, or defend them from being misinterpreted as propaganda as they
often are?

Reding. – (DE) I do not justify the difference in access to information at all, I regret it, because
it is inefficient all down the line. I have already referred to the Pex report. The new MEPs should
read this report, which is very interesting. It contains everything which is needed as a basis for
cooperation between the Commission and Parliament in information policy. I am fully aware that
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Commission information and Parliament information can only be effective if they work together,
though, as I said at the outset, with the difference that Parliament can add its own additional
flavour to the information thanks to the purely party-political element which it contains. And I
do think that is a positive element.

I pointed out at the beginning that, as a journalist myself for many years, I want nothing to do
with propaganda. No type of information is taken less seriously, and is therefore more
superfluous, than propaganda. This has been shown time and again. If one wants to put over a
message, one has to respect the recipient. If I respect someone, then I inform him and do not
bombard him with propaganda. If we want to be effective, we must completely eliminate
propaganda from our vocabulary. I do think we are in agreement about this. If we manage to do
this together, in all our Member States and regions, then we will get a different message back
from the voters at the next European elections.

Scallon (PPE). – (EN) I would like to thank you, Mrs Reding, for the statement in your written
answers to the effect that the Internet is not a legal no-go area. What is illegal off-line is also
illegal on-line. In view of this, could I ask you what action you would be disposed to take to put
a stop to the practice of illegally distributing music by way of the Internet using high
technologies like MP3? Considering the scale of the problem at this time, would you agree that it
represents a serious danger to performers’ financial survival and, therefore, to the continuation of
their activities?

Reding.  – (FR) Yes, I should like to stress once again very clearly that something which is not
good, in the media in general, cannot become good all of a sudden in a different medium. Thus
what is illegal on-line is also illegal off-line and vice versa. That is clear. I also know it is easy to
say, but what are we now going to do to enforce it?

As you know, the Internet is a world network with millions if not billions of messages circulating
on it. It is rather more difficult to monitor than, say, books or magazines. That is obvious. But
there is a very serious problem with copyright. There are directives on the internal market, and in
particular the new directive on ‘copyright and related rights’, which has been adopted at first
reading, but which poses technological problems. Thanks to digital technology, each copy
becomes identical to the original, and on the Internet a copy has unlimited distribution.

Our responsibility, then, in this new technological situation, is to preserve the creative industries,
to preserve the content. Why? Because, if we do not, there will be no more content because there
will be no more creative workers. The telecommunications firms are against this, and say: ‘We
have the networks; to make the networks work, to reduce the costs, to ensure unlimited access to
the Internet, all this has to be free.’ But if it is free, then creativity is not rewarded, so there will
be no more creativity.

This is a battle which is taking place at present. There is as yet no common position in the
Council. One will be presented to you and, at the second reading of this draft report, we will
ensure – as we did at first reading, when the Commission’s and Parliament’s views coincided –
that the Commission’s views prevail, and I assure you that these views will not change.

Iivari (PSE). – (FI) The Media programme has already been discussed here too, and in your
written reply you describe its results as encouraging. Moreover, you intend to propose that the
programme be continued. You touched on the problems associated with multimedia in your
replies, but as the Media II programme focuses on – and funds from it are earmarked exclusively
for – the traditional audiovisual sector, I should like to know how the new Media programme
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will take account of the technical development of the media, including multimedia and other new
types of media.

Reding. – (FR) My reply to that is quite clear. We live in a changing world. Since Media I,
technology has brought about such dramatic changes that Media II cannot be a carbon copy of
Media I. It is essential to take account in Media II of new technological developments. We will
do this by common consent.

Zissener (PPE). – (DE) Mrs Reding, I have a question on the joint action programme for young
people. At the first reading on this programme the Commission clearly favoured the action of the
European voluntary service. However, Parliament expressed its preference for a more balanced
relationship between the various measures in the programme. I would like to know to what
extent you intend to follow the political priorities set by the European Parliament in this matter
and ensure that there is a more balanced relationship between the individual programmes in the
Youth programme.

Reding. – (DE) Although I support the voluntary service and consider it a good thing, I do not
believe that it is right to favour the voluntary service to such an extent that many programmes
helping the grass-roots youth organisations suffer as a result. My reply is therefore quite simple:
I shall work towards a new balance in this area.

Gröner (PSE). – (DE) Mrs Reding, you have spoken on many occasions about giving Europe a
soul. But if young people are slipping to the bottom of the list of priorities, the message is not
very positive. Will you ensure, in reorganising your DG, that young people are valued as highly
as they should be? The administration of youth programmes was after all also one of the main
matters on which the Santer Commission foundered. Will you ensure that, in the interests of
balance, the new youth programme, 20% of the resources in the context of European education
will be devoted to restoring the balance? We know that as a Member of this Parliament you
always made a great effort to promote equal opportunities for girls. Will you support us in
promoting an initiative for a European year against violence?

Reding. – (DE) Mrs Gröner, I do not agree that young people are slipping to the bottom of the
list of priorities. Youth is a central topic to the integration of Europe. Why are we building an
integrated Europe? Surely it is really in order to guarantee young people an appropriate home
where they can live together in peace. There can be no question about that, even if ‘youth’ is not
mentioned expressly in the title. Education and culture are named there: youth policy is a
recurring theme throughout all these topics. There is no question of youth being sidelined. That’s
all there is to it!

Secondly, there is the question of equal opportunities. Of course in all areas, including culture,
occupational training, youth policy, equality between the sexes must be taken into account. I will
of course do that, and I think that Parliament - not only the Committee on Women's Rights and
Equal Opportunities but the feeling throughout Parliament will ensure that this becomes a
horizontal policy. Mr Prodi has formed a group of several Commissioners to consider women’s
rights throughout all areas of European policy. I am a member of that group.

A year against violence?  I am all in favour. But not just violence against women, even though
that is a central part of it. Violence in general should be combated, for violence against men is
just as unacceptable. If there is to be an international year against violence, then it must be
against all kinds of violence, though we are aware that there is unfortunately a great deal of
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violence against the weakest in society, particularly little girls, and that there is a need for
support in this context. As I say, I am in favour.

Chairman. (IT) We have finished as regards questions from the committee but we still have a
few minutes left for some supplementary questions.

Mauro (PPE). – (IT) Mrs Reding, I should like to turn to a media topic which you have already
mentioned and which I regard as a particularly delicate one. It concerns the relationship between
a medium and the material it contains. The surprising development of the Internet has come
about thanks to the free interaction between users and operators, since the criteria identified in
Professor Monti’s proposal for a directive (such as, for example, audience measurement, which
may be applied to other areas of the media) seem increasingly inadequate in the context of recent
multimedia applications. How does your Directorate-General intend to intervene in the
relationship between a medium and its contents and therefore to introduce the qualitative factors
which are needed if it is to express an opinion and get to the heart of the matter?

Reding. – (FR) I shall give a very short answer, though I know it is frustrating. Clearly new
technology means, whether we like it or not, that we will have to revise a number of our policies
on various aspects of European issues, because quite simply new technology has changed the
underlying situation. In that field too, then, we will have to reconsider some old texts which were
drawn up at a time when the new technologies did not yet exist.

Evans, Robert J.E. (PSE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, you have spoken today about freedom of
movement in education and, in writing, you made encouraging remarks about a European
students card. This was an own-initiative report in the last Parliament for which I was the
rapporteur, so I am most grateful to you for your comments. However, one of the problems
encountered by many students, especially from the United Kingdom, is that the free movement
rules of the European Union are discriminatory against third country nationals. Very often,
students legitimately studying at British or other European universities or schools find
themselves unable to participate in parts of their courses - units which involve travel, work or
study in other Member States. Visa requirements, ill-informed immigration officers and fierce
border controls all create barriers to free movement. Do you recognise that this is a problem and
that nothing does more to diminish the enthusiasm of young people and of society in general for
education if these barriers exist? What steps would you like to see taken to improve the lot of
third country nationals legitimately studying in European universities?

Reding. – (FR) This is not just a problem for young students from third countries, but also – as I
have seen from my work in the Committee on Petitions for example – for school classes wanting
to make a school trip to a neighbouring country. Often if two or three of these pupils have a non-
European nationality, they cannot go on the trip. This is a widespread problem and it is most
unfair. It is also interesting to see the reaction of the other pupils, with European nationalities,
who do not accept this situation and find it deeply unfair.

I think we should create a free study area for students and school pupils, even if they have the
nationality of a non-European country, provided they are legally on our territory. I am not talking
about illegal immigrants. That is another problem. But as long as these young people are legally
on European territory and participating in our school systems, they should be treated in the same
way as students and pupils with a European nationality.
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I know it is a serious problem of civil liberties, and a serious problem of freedom of movement
under the Third Pillar which is now, in a kind of unofficial way, supposed to become part of the
First Pillar. I understand this very well. It is not a problem which can be solved overnight, but a
political decision needs to be taken to the effect that there should be no discrimination between
third-country and European students and pupils, provided they are here legally.

Evans, Robert J.E. (PSE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, can I have a commitment from you that you will
push forward to make certain that that is carried through? You have spoken very pleasing words,
but can we have a commitment that you will undertake to make certain that the lot of third
country nationals studying is improved, as you did not give us any actual specifics as to what
you would like to see done?

Reding. – (FR) Again, as with many other policies, the decision is not for me alone. I shall have
to have very detailed discussions with Mr Vitorino and his DG to see how to resolve this
problem jointly, given that it is a problem falling under the Third Pillar (now the First Pillar).
There are obstacles to this, since the treatment of third country nationals is still the responsibility
of the Member States and not of Europe. We must see if we can find some way of reaching
agreement among the 15 in order to make an exception for students.

Cashman (PSE). – (EN) Mrs Reding, I compliment you on your communication skills, which
are excellent. First of all, I would like to observe that I was disappointed that in your written
submission there was no specific reference to Article 13 of the Treaty of Amsterdam, given that
we can only eradicate discrimination against minorities by comprehensive education and
information, both of which are within your brief. Let me come to what I think is the burning
question within the EU: when will the public have access to Commission documents? As you
know, Article 255 of the Treaty gives the citizens of the Union this fundamental right, this
freedom of information. Furthermore, and importantly, it states that this right must be adopted
within 2 years of the Treaty coming into force. I urge you to help us in Parliament win back the
confidence of our citizens, because without that confidence our institutions are redundant and
soulless. Finally, can you please tell us if the Commission will present the text on public access
to Commission documents? When will it present it? And, do you personally accept the timetable
of 2 years from adoption?

Reding.  – (FR) Yes, transparency is divided between two Commissioners. As regards access to
documents,  the decision needing to be taken on access to Commission documents will be for
President Prodi. Once Mr Prodi has decided which document will be accessible to the public, it
will be for me to ensure that it is accessible. In short – decision on document to be released:
Prodi; implementation of decision: Reding. That is quite clear. We should not under-estimate the
Europa server. It gets a lot of use, and we will be having to use tools of this kind even more in
future than we do now.

The Publications Office, has an extremely important role to play, and this role could be
reinforced in the field of accessibility of documents; our various information offices in the
Member States, can also be involved. As you see, it is not only one operator who has to do the
work, it is all the operators, the same ones who are there to inform the general public and should
also be there to guarantee access to documents for the general or specialist public.

Cashman (PSE). – Mrs Reding, with respect, you have not answered my question on the
timetable and when the document is to be presented. Do you accept the two-year timetable from
adoption of the Treaty of Amsterdam? When will the document from the Commission be
presented?
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Reding.  – (FR) I simply cannot answer that question, because we have not discussed it in the
College of Commissioners. The only thing we have spoken about so far is the sharing out of
responsibilities, because that was not very clear at the outset. However, we will soon have to put
this item on our agenda and then see how things will be done in practice.

In a way, my job is easy. The difficult job is taking decisions and putting into writing a method
establishing which documents are to be made public and which not. Personally I feel that nearly
all documents should be made public, because we have nothing to hide. The best way of
ensuring that a document becomes public is to make it secret. Well, then…

Chairman. – (IT) I think that Mr Cashman wanted a commitment from you, but he too realises
the complexity of the matter. Are you able to give him any kind of commitment?

Reding. – (FR) I cannot commit myself on behalf of the College of Commissioners.  I can say
that I have heard the message, and that this should be done very soon. President Prodi has said
that we will be dealing with these problems at one of the first meetings of the College. I cannot
give any commitment which will subsequently be put in writing. I can only say that, personally, I
consider that this transparency should be as wide-ranging as possible and should be put into
practice as quickly as possible. This is the undertaking I can give you. A detailed undertaking
will be made very shortly by the College of Commissioners.

Camre (UEN). – (DA) As a representative of the UEN Group in the Committee on Citizens’
Freedoms and Rights, Justice and Home Affairs I should like to say that, for us, European culture
is the sum of the cultures of the countries of Europe, and that the EU’s input should not be aimed
at achieving any kind of uniformity among these cultures, but should merely provide support to
preserve and develop these cultures and cooperation between them. With that in mind, I should
like to ask you what initiatives you intend to take to prevent certain non-European cultures from
forcing the cultures of the EU Member States into retreat. We can see this in a number of EU
countries, not least in my native country, Denmark, where a growing number of immigrants
refuse to become integrated and are forcing our kindergartens, schools and society to accept a
culture which is based on an authoritarian religion, and is introducing an element of violence and
of oppression of women, which is unfamiliar and should be unfamiliar to European cultures.

Reding. – (FR) I have already replied to this question in part by saying that I did not regard the
cultures of third countries as a threat to European cultures but as an enrichment.

(Applause)

Of course, a modus vivendi has to be found, in each society. I come from Luxembourg, where
more than 30% of non-Luxembourgers live side by side with the Luxembourgers. Different
cultures. I think that’s marvellous. My sons can swear in every language under the sun. They are
still Luxembourgers, but they can also swear in Portuguese, Italian and Serbo-Croat, and the
Yugoslav children all know how to swear in Luxembourgish, I can assure you.

I see the contribution as being made rather in that sort of way. We have an open society in which
all the different cultural groups have to get along together. This is not always very easy. Where it
is difficult, aid is needed from both sides to combat exclusion, both from the European side and
from the third countries. We have a lot of programmes in Europe for combating exclusion: for
young people, for those who are less young, for those living in difficult areas. Let us apply this to
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the letter and be sure not to fall into the error of competing among ourselves when we should be
working together.

(Applause)

Hermange (PPE). – (FR) Mrs Reding, you represent a noble field on the Commission: culture
and education. The social affairs field, on the other hand, in a European context, stands for
poverty and exclusion. I should just like to know, now that you have expressed very clearly your
hope that culture will provide jobs, how you will be working with Mrs Diamantopoulou to
ensure that those who are excluded from culture can benefit from it in the Europe we want to
build.

My second question is this: in two months we will be celebrating the tenth anniversary of the
International Convention of the Rights of the Child. On that occasion I should like to know what
initiative you will be taking to ensure that some children, who do not have the joy of benefitting
from this culture and this education which you and all of us clearly wish to see, may benefit from
it in the future.

Reding. – (FR) I do not think that social security is exclusively the field of poverty. I was for
many years a Member, and also Vice-Chairman,  of the Committee on Social Affairs. I always
felt it to be a noble calling to be involved with social affairs. Why? Because social affairs brings
together a very wide range of fields and one is attempting to reduce differences. This is exactly
what we want to do in the Europe we are seeking to build.

Concerning access to the Internet, I have said that we must be very careful to ensure that this
new technology does not create a new division among our young people, between those who
know how to use the Internet and those who do not have access to it. It seems to me that this is
an area with a great deal of potential and of course, in this field, I will be co-operating very
closely with Mrs Diamantopoulou, because we have interests in common: ensuring that there are
fewer and fewer inequalities in our Europe and that new opportunities are not the source of new
inequalities. Therefore we are very clear on this subject. The fight against exclusion is not only
being fought in the field of social policy, but everywhere; it is a horizontal policy. I should also
like to say that I am one of the group of Commissioners dealing with competitiveness and the
creation of new jobs, so I am also in very close cooperation with your Commissioner.

You asked me a very specific question on the rights of the child. I set great store by the rights of
the child, for while children are frequently the subject of decisions, their opinions are not asked
before the decisions are taken. It is very interesting to listen to children. They have a lot to teach
us, and they are not stupid. We, sometimes, are stupid for not listening to them. I am in favour of
any initiative being launched in this field. My programmes contain various opportunities for
launching such initiatives, but I think it would be a good idea for me to talk to other
Commissioners, particularly the Commissioner for social affairs and equal treatment, so that we
can together work out a satisfactory programme in this field.

Pronk (PPE). (NL) Commissioner, in view of your considerable experience as a member of the
Committee on Employment and Social Affairs I know that you are perfectly well aware that
vocational training is part of your portfolio. As you may recall, your predecessor was not entirely
au fait with this, but you are.  You have given detailed replies to our questions on Leonardo. And
I think you provided a very good response in that you say: we must apply specific criteria to
solve the problem of the BAT, the Bureau d’assistance technique. However, the fact is that there
are BATs not only in your sector but outside, too, and that throughout the Commission there is a
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debate on this issue. Some people simply want to carry on as they did in the past, with all the
problems that that entails. How can you guarantee that an appropriate solution will be found for
the Leonardo BAT?

Reding. – (FR) An adequate solution needs to be found for all the TAOs, not just the one for
Leonardo. I have my own personal opinion on the TAOs, but I will not voice that opinion
because it is not important. On the other hand, I should like to stress that the Commission’s
internal report on the TAOs is negative, as is the report of the Committee of Independent Experts
on this issue (to be distributed shortly) . Parliament’s rapporteur on the TAO problem, Mr Jean-
Louis Bourlanges, is also not happy about them. There will therefore be a political decision by
Parliament on this subject in the very near future, and I welcome this because I think that we
cannot go on as we have been doing. We have learnt our lesson. It is high time to change the
system, but did you know there are 8000 people working for the Commission in the TAOs?
8000! If we eliminate the TAOs overnight, how do you expect us to keep our programmes
running? It simply is not possible. So, even if Parliament takes a political decision to eliminate
the TAOs, there will be a transitional period during which we will have to find a way of
continuing the programmes. The key question is how we can monitor the TAOs. If we let them
operate unchecked, without looking at what is happening, we will have the abuses we have seen
in the past which are bad for everyone and bad for Europe. This must not happen again. This is
why, pending your political decision, I shall be setting up in my new DG an audit office whose
work will be confined solely, with the aid of external accountants, to analysing the operation of
these TAOs to avoid the abuses we have seen. I urge you to act as quickly as possible so that this
decision, which is essential to a political change of direction, can be taken.

Weiler (PSE). – (DE) Mrs Reding, in your written replies and today in your presentation you
have made it clear that, just like the rest of us MEPs, you often suffered in the past from the
information deficit between Parliament and the Commission. I have the impression that you
really want to do things better.

For this reason I should like to return once again to your answer no. 4 on the Leonardo
programme, where you offered to involve us. Perhaps you could go a little further than
expressing this general willingness to involve us and say more concretely how you want to
involve us in working out these projects within the thematic activities, and whether you already
have specific ideas.

Secondly I should like to add something to the question Mr Evans has just put, and ask to what
extent you can be sure, in assessing Leonardo, that young people and third country nationals can
be involved on an equal footing in the Leonardo programmes.

Reding. – (DE) Members of the European Parliament know better than any administration where
the problem lies. They know in their own areas at home, with their voters, which problems need
solving and which do not. This is why I said I need close cooperation with MEPs, who know
from everyday experience in their constituencies what problems need to be resolved and in what
way. I do not want to theorise. I should really like to see the resources available to us achieving
something in practice. This is why I say: I need you to tell me, in this exchange on the various
programmes and the construction of the new programmes, where the priorities need to be put and
how we will do that in practice. I should really like to achieve that in cooperation with the
European Parliament, in a dialogue of partners,  in connection both with  Leonardo and with
other programmes.
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Lynne (ELDR). – Mrs Reding, you refer in your replies to the need for all citizens to have
access to quality education, which of course I agree with. I am sure that you would also
acknowledge that discrimination in employment starts with discrimination in education. Bearing
in mind that fewer disabled people go into higher education, do you agree with the principle of
non-discrimination against disabled people being written into the Socrates programme in the
same way as it has been written into the Leonardo programme?

Reding.  – (FR) Mr Chairman, I must apologise to Mrs Weiler for forgetting to answer part of
her question, but it ties in with the question I have just been asked. I see no discrimination. I
think that all citizens living legally in the European Union and sending their children to our
schools have the same rights. I also think that access should be guaranteed for non-Europeans.
This access has already been guaranteed very clearly for the candidate countries. This is the
direction we must go in the future. In reply to your question, Mrs Lynne, I do not see the non-
discrimination clause as just being for disabled people but also for elderly people, because very
often, and I know you discuss this in your committee, they are left out of the equation. The
training of older unemployed workers, for example, is an immense problem. Here too we must
take action, as for the disabled, and for all those who risk being marginalised. I do not want to
draw any distinction between the various categories of marginalised persons, even though I
realise that specific programmes are really needed for disabled people because they have very
different physical and mental problems from the able-bodied. As for the other groups, I think all
programmes should be open to them, particularly those who risk being marginalised for any
reason.

Lynne (ELDR). – Mrs Reding, with respect, you did not answer the question. Would you like to
see non-discrimination written in to the Socrates programme as it is written in to the Leonardo
programme?

Reding. – (FR) I think my reply was clear. As I see it, this should be implicit in all the
programmes. If you think it needs to be put in writing, I do not see this will be a problem
because, as I say, I consider this is all implicitly stated.

Echerer (Greens/ALE). – (DE) Mrs Reding, I welcome your enthusiasm and the way your eyes
light up when you speak of education and training. I share that enthusiasm. I should also like to
thank you for your attitude to exclusion in general. This gives me great confidence and hope. If I
have understood you correctly, you would like to pursue your cultural policy with a view to
giving Europe a soul. That soul, and in particular that cultural policy, needs artists. How do you
see the social protection of artists and workers in the creative field in this Europe?

Reding. – (DE) Not all Member States have a law on the status of artists. I know that such a law
was introduced in Luxembourg only very recently and with great difficulty. I have not yet gone
into this question, but it is one which arises in connection with freedom of movement. Freedom
of movement for artists is not guaranteed, because these barriers exist. I shall therefore be
looking at this problem from the point of view of freedom of movement, because I think this is
the only legal basis available to me to resolve this problem.

Arvidsson (PPE). – (SV) The EU’s cultural initiatives are intended inter alia to promote
understanding between different ethnic groups in Europe. How do you, as Commissioner-
designate for cultural affairs, propose to combat racism and xenophobia in Europe?

Reding. – (FR) Racism and xenophobia are the most culture-hostile phenomena which exist.
There is nothing less cultural than exclusion. If we draw up a programme on culture and
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education, and here I come back to what I was saying to the representative of the Social Affairs
Committee, it goes without saying that we cannot accept any kind of exclusion. There are quite
specific programmes in different European policies which seek to combat racism and
xenophobia, programmes which have been taken up enthusiastically particularly by young
people, who always feel exclusion as a distortion, a flagrant injustice. We must continue to work
on this. I shall do this in cooperation with the respective Commissioners responsible, Mr
Vitorino for the Third Pillar and Mrs Diamantopoulou for social affairs.

(The chairman thanked the Commissioner-designate and brought the hearing to a close.)


