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President-in-Office of the Council,
Heads of State and Government,
The High Representative for Foreign Policy and Joint Security,
Ministers,

The Swedish Presidency of the Union, Prime Minister, has taken the 3 E’s of enlargement,
employment and environment as its slogan. Under your leadership, substantial progress has been
made in these areas. I would mention only the major step taken towards a Social Europe at
Luxembourg on Monday last. It was essential, and only to be expected, that the Union would react
to the fact that companies are being restructured, or even brutally closed down, without any serious
attempt to inform or consult their workers. The agreement reached within Council will be examined
by Parliament as a matter of urgency.

We have also sought to encourage transparency and improve relations between Council,
Commission and Parliament; I can personally testify to your constant efforts in this area.

With more specific reference to the European Parliament, the recent setting up of a Joint Working
Party between our two institutions has already produced tangible results.

With regard to transparency, it was not a foregone conclusion that a successful solution would be
found to the complex and delicate problem of access to documents. Such a solution has been found,
thanks to the adoption of a regulation which will come into force on 3 June. This outcome is largely
due to the efforts made by the Swedish Presidency. Enshrining the right of the Union’s citizens to
information is something of exemplary value for European democracy. In terms of the practical
implications of the principle of access, Parliament will cooperate fully, and counts on like
cooperation on the part of Council and Commission.

As this European Council opens, the unpredictability of democratic life has confronted us, quite
unexpectedly, with the hard fact of the negative result of the Irish referendum, and the causes and
consequences of that No.

We all share your disappointment, Mr Ahern, but as Jean Monnet would have said, ‘Europe will be
the outcome of the aggregate of the solutions found to the crises it outfaces’.

Even if the Treaty of Nice has caused a certain amount of dissatisfaction and even frustration, the
European Parliament has just adopted Mr Méndez de Vigo’s and Mr Seguro’s report by a huge
majority. While not opting to maintain a ‘loyal silence’ as to the Treaty’s shortcomings, Parliament
wanted to underline the essential point that the Treaty has to be ratified, in order to give the green
light to enlargement and start taking a determined approach to the future now.
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I salute the fact that all three of our institutions immediately reassured the candidate countries that
the No vote in Ireland would in no way change or slow down the negotiations currently underway.
We had to get that message across as a matter of urgency, and it needs to be reinforced here in
Göteborg. We expect the European Council to send out strong signals and commit itself to ensuring
that everything is done to enable the first new members to take part in the next round of European
elections in June 2004.

As for the possible solutions, I think three demands have to be met:

- firstly, whatever clarifications – particularly with regard to the issue of Irish participation in
the European Intervention Force – are made in order to allay the concerns, whether real or
unfounded, which led to the No vote, these clarifications must not lure the Union into the
shifting sands of compromise arrangements, let alone exit clauses, which would completely
distort the substance of the Treaty and the mutual undertakings given at Nice. I think I know
how you, Prime Minister, intend to deal with this issue, and I am grateful to you for your
approach.

- Secondly, we must demonstrate that we are determined to pursue the ratification progress in
all the Member States.

- And thirdly, the warning signal sent by a Member State of irreproachable European
credentials needs to be heard, even though the large number of abstentions makes the
referendum difficult to interpret.

The Irish referendum provides an urgent incentive to breath some fresh air into representative
democracy, by practising it at a level closer to our citizens and the people who listen to them and
keep them informed. I am talking about their local and regional authorities, the movements and
associations they belong to, the trade union organisations they are members of – in a word, civil
society. If we do not do this, the gap we are already aware of can only get wider, and we will have
plenty more nasty surprises waiting for us. If anyone thinks this claim needs justifying, they have
not understood the message of the Irish referendum result.

At Nice, the European Council set a 2004 deadline which the European Parliament hopes to be able
to bring forward to the second half of 2003, so that the new Treaty can be adopted in December of
that year; the idea being that the June 2004 European elections can give a democratic boost to the
integration process. For that reason, we remain quite convinced that the over-narrowly
intergovernmental method which has hitherto prevailed when Treaties, and Nice in particular,
where being prepared, has finally had its day.

That is why the EP is reiterating its insistent request that the procedure to be decided on at Laeken
be modelled on the open convention-type procedure you yourselves chose for drawing up and
submitting the Charter of Fundamental Rights. The Convention structure, which most appropriately
brings together the Member States, the members of the national and European parliaments, and the
Commission, has demonstrated its efficiency, while in no way undermining your final responsibility
for the outcome.
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In the same spirit, I would point out that the ratification of the Treaty of Nice will not be enough to
make a success of enlargement. It is not only the European institutions which need to be adapted to
enlargement; we need to prepare people’s minds.

For it is an incontrovertible fact that following an initial outburst of spontaneous collective
enthusiasm for enlargement, what we now have is growing unease and apprehension, and even a
turning inwards in all of our countries. We need to get moving right now with an information
campaign to make people aware of the geopolitical importance of the full-scale unification, within
the European Union, of all those countries in Europe which wish to join and are able to do so.
Despite the EU’s efforts in the Balkans, the situation in the former Yugoslavian Republic of
Macedonia shows just how fragile peace in Europe still is. We have to explain to our citizens that
enlargement will decisively help to stabilise our continent.

The issue of preparing people’s minds also underpinned my words to you in Stockholm, when I
insisted on the need to step up efforts to prepare the entire population of the Euro zone for the
changeover to the single currency, and not just the main economic operators, banks and large
companies, who have been getting themselves ready for a long time.

Alas, despite the efforts currently being made in all the countries, I find myself wondering whether
the information directed at the general public, and the very rigid arrangements arrangements
adopted for D-Day are really what is going to be needed for dealing with the mass of very tangible
problems which small shopkeepers and their customers, whether in towns or the countryside, will
find themselves facing in early January?

The changeover will be a truly historic moment. We cannot afford to allow something of this
magnitude to misfire. The effect on the European project, at such a critical time, would be
catastrophic, and political leaders would not escape the fall-out. They would be the focus of popular
discontent. I am sure that you are fully determined to make certain that the remaining practical and
psychological obstacles will be successfully negotiated.

In this connection, I would like to register just how disappointed I am that the European Central
Bank has once again turned down our proposal to make small amounts of Euros available to
consumers a few days before 31 December. I remain firmly convinced that such limited flexibility
would help to ease people’s mind as they prepare for this plunge into the unknown world of the
single currency.

The changeover itself is a highly sensitive issue, given that it is going to revolutionalise the daily
life of almost 300 million Europeans of all ages, walks of life and social backgrounds, from one day
to the next. But beyond the changeover, the ‘Euro zone’ is unmistakably taking shape. For that
reason, we urgently need to shift the coordination of economic policies into a new gear. Parliament
welcomes the fact that this Göteborg summit will be debating this issue, with a view to adopting the
major guidelines which will guarantee an efficient, real convergence of the fiscal and budgetary
policies of the Member States using the Euro. For that reason, Parliament is asking those of you
who have chosen the Euro to go much deeper into the issue of establishing the political wherewithal
to coordinate economic policies.
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I now turn to an entirely different issue. Last night, at a working dinner, you welcomed Mr Bush,
the President of the United States. Your initiative, Prime Minister, is one I welcome. Such a
meeting is justified both by our longstanding friendly links with the United States, and our own
interest in establishing still closer cooperation in all areas.

Your meeting apparently achieved some striking progress in certain areas, but various familiar
divergences of opinion remain.

Europeans and Americans need to work hand-in-hand to fight infectious diseases, above all AIDs,
whose ravages in Africa are an affront to the human conscience. The millions of victims need to be
able to live in hope, and the steps adopted yesterday do seem to me to carry the seeds of the hope
they need.

However, the European Parliament has for some time now been worried by growing tensions in
various areas. We need to broach these things with our American friends, and do so with courtesy
and frankness in equal measure.

Quite apart from the traditional commercial conflicts, one problem is raised more and more
frequently, touching as it does values long since enshrined everywhere in Europe.

You did not raise this issue last night, but a growing number of Europeans of all countries and all
shades of political opinions find it less and less acceptable that a democracy as advanced as the
United States should refuse to take the bold step of abolishing the death penalty, no matter how
difficult it will be to convince American society of the need for this step, given its traditions and the
appalling circumstances of the crimes concerned.

But international attempts to prevent the murderous violence which is ravaging whole regions of the
world would find themselves strengthened, and considerably more credible, if respect for life were a
sacred, untouchable principle in all the great democratic powers.

The European Parliament has been asked to host the first World Summit for the Universal Abolition
of the Death Penalty in a week’s time, on 22 June. Many presidents of national parliaments, from all
corners of the globe, have already stated that they will be taking part. This is an unmistakable
indication that this issue is beginning to weigh on the world’s conscience.

There are other difficulties. There is the risk of the Echelon surveillance network being abused for
purposes of unfair competition. The blank negative which certain American authorities returned to a
recent European Parliament delegation is no way to allay Europe’s justified concern.

Parliament is also worried by the American anti-missile shield strategy. It is imperative for the
European partners to be united amongst themselves, and for the United States to reach agreement
with them before setting up such a system, which could imperil the balance of world power. The
NATO Summit meeting last Wednesday certainly allowed some progress to be made towards a
concerted effort - but it also revealed the lack of a common approach amongst the fifteen Member
States.
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But the issue which is of primary concern to Europeans today is the protection of the planet. The
position which President Bush initially adopted on the greenhouse effect and ratification of the
Kyoto Agreement aroused strong disapproval and even indignation in Europe and the world at
large.

Your meeting of last night does not strike me as having produced any change of heart on the part of
the US President, who remains immovably committed to rejecting the Kyoto Protocol, and I very
much doubt whether cooperation in the field of research is likely to soften America's intransigence.

We cannot allow one country to use its own short-term economic interests as an excuse for
unilaterally deciding that it has the right to continue to be the world's leading polluter of what is
humanity's most important and most fragile shared asset - the earth and its atmosphere - and thus to
offload the problem onto future generations.

Such pressure from Europe and around the world is all the more necessary in view of the fact that
you; Mr President, wish the Göteborg European Council meeting to send out a clear signal of the
European Union's determination to promote sustainable development and its three inseparable
component parts, namely economic, social and environmental considerations.

Wealth creation, on which higher standards of living depend, has to be achieved without subjecting
human beings to crushing oppression or wrecking the environment, which we must keep in trust for
future generations. The international community as a whole, and particularly the industrialised
nations, must embrace the moral imperative.

However, here again, action must be taken to ensure that EU policy is consistent in this area. The
European Parliament therefore suggests that you lay down clear objectives, such as that of setting
up a sustainable development council to coordinate the action to be taken.

Since you have just met the President of the United States, whose visit – like that of President Putin
to Stockholm – raises the question of the Union's place and influence on the world stage, allow me,
as President of the European Parliament, to appeal to you to ensure that Europe makes a more
determined effort to seize the extraordinary opportunities provided by the end of the Cold War for
stepping up cooperation with the other regions of the world, where Europe is not only envied, but
where its presence is looked for; regions where, I dare to think, Europe is widely loved for what it
stands for.
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In this connection, the European Parliament pays tribute to – and I personally wish to express my
admiration for – the tireless work carried out by Mr Javier Solana and the European Commissioners
in potential conflict situations. At this very moment, the Balkans may once again erupt into war. It
is my sincerest hope that the peace plan drawn up by the President of the Former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia will get his country out of its present state of deadlock, and I know that I
can trust our representatives to make a vital contribution towards its implementation. The same is
true of the Middle East, where the European Union's role has been considerably strengthened over
recent weeks, thanks to the work carried out by its representatives and the growing awareness
among the parties to the conflict of the part the EU can play in the search for a solution to this tragic
situation. In the light of the Mitchell report, the time has come for a joint EU-US mission. Such a
mission is, to my mind, a natural outgrowth of yesterday's EU-USA Joint Declaration. It is very
important that the USA and the EU should have decided to act together in the Middle East and the
Balkans, with a view to convincing the parties in conflict to bring the violence to an end and resume
political talks.

Since becoming President of the European Parliament, I have time and again been made aware of
the strength of the expectations which people everywhere have of the European Union. Those
expectations are steadily growing.

However, if Europe is to take up its proper place in the new world which has emerged since the end
of the cold war and is to prevent this new world from becoming unipolar, it needs to ensure that it
has the political, technical and administrative resources to meet those very positive expectations and
live up to its own ambitions.

This is why I feel that I must draw your attention to certain degree of sluggishness and even
ambiguity apparent in the preparation, implementation and follow-up of our existing and planned
agreements with third countries, and to the feelings of disappointment to which this situation gives
rise. I have felt that disappointment in Central and South America, Sub-Saharan Africa, the Middle
East and the Maghreb; and I believe that all of our institutions need to take a long, hard look at what
we can do about this in the future.

Thank you for your attention; we have some minutes in hand, and I should be glad to answer any
points you may wish to raise.

_______________


