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" THE | NTERCOVERNVENTAL CONFERENCE OF 1996

- AND THEFUTURE (J: EUR(]:’E

Mlster‘ Rector . T e

Ladles and Gentl erren Lo - . o

am very pleased to have been i' nvit ed to,ta'lz'k'o you toni ght

N nportant E“Hta‘%f%ﬁ I nthe months and year s...a.h_ead, wil'l go on

The Col I ege of Europeln Bruges the renown and prestige of
“ which are generally recogn.l sed, undoubtedly is one of t he nost

approprlate for unhesitatinglysetting forthour vision and
our anbiti or%?s As to Eur ope. The College has proven .to be a
breeding ground for ideas. and personal iti es committed to
future of Europe and of our society. Its influence indeed goes
beyond the academ c sphere. The College has trained dozens of

student s which are now making great efforts in the fieldtowards
furthering European unification.

In addition, | am very pleased with the extra muros formnula

whi ch enables a |arge audience to participate in the dialogue
tonight . The nutual perneation between a voluntarist . attitude
and this open town which fromtine immemorial has been known for

~its European sense, can only be_enhanced'by_ it. Being from,
Bruges nysel ¥ 1-can but-applaud this initiative. . coe e

._the



M Mr. Rector, Ladies and Gentlemen,

European unification has. entered a crucial and even critical
-phase andisfacing great challenges which once more are called
deepeni ng and.enl ar gement ‘

.~ Maastricht must def|n|tely beset on. the r|ght track in .this

. respect the implementation .of the Economic and Monetary Union
i 1 1 providestrong incentives and, Will makethe integration

process o - .
Within Europe,. some are urging to el|m|nate the democrat|c

‘deficit.of the. European institutions and thus bring them closer
to the citizens o .

At the same time, it |sbe|ng argued the political and. securlty

.dimension. of the European Union should be reinforced, a s. the

challengeswhlch emedei nthis. respect, requlre acollectlve
answer. ..

‘The. new . democraC|es of Central and East Europe havec_l_early
.expressed 'their wish .to join: the Union. The Mediterranean.”

- countries as well are seeking overtures. Those asplratlons must
b emet.

The debate as to the reform, the enlargement and, the future. of
' Europe hasindeed been set gomg That iswhat we all wanted and .
even envisaged.. On next June 2, a reflexion group wil | be'setup
at Messina, on the.occasion of the fortieth anniversary of the
Conference which laid the foundations .of the future.Europe.'l t

“will be charged with preparing the Intergovernmentat C o n ference
of 1996.
The negotiations will to largely be dominated by the following
key question can we 'succeed in enlarging our Union without
Weaken|ng it or Waterlng it down, will it be possible to bring
aboutthe enlargement without affecting the necessary deepening.
Wil .the - European  Union -actually realise the greater.

.convergence, zg has been,laiddown under the M aastricht treaty
or wiii- |t sl I p |nto a Iooser framevvork .which will be rather"



like a somewhat
therefore would no | onger deserve to
as Jacques

Covrrrrént, en repondant a | "appel des
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W view the European Construction as
a political

flnallty the building upof:
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by all Menber States, it
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in
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show ng consi der abl e econom ¢ dlsparltles and whi ch W I I not al I
prove to be i mune t o surgi ng national i sns. o

In the course of 1ts preSidency overtne"European uUnioni nthe.
second half of 1993, Bel gi um has workedhard for .mare and not

less Europe. That should remain our political vision i nthe
years ahead, particularly a t the Intergovernmental Conferenc
The, future of the Europeanconstruction wII depend on the
actual ability of t he Union to coneu pwith concrete answers to
the questi ons and. the probl ens the citizens are faced with.
‘Those probl ens pertain to employmentand growt h, environnent a n d
sustainable development, crime, drugs trafficandthepolicies
to.the right of asylum as well as to . eredi bl e,foreign :and
security policy. R o

The answer s should qualltatlvely be of a fi rst rate nat ur e anc
" shouldb e common, and sumultaneously shouldmeetthe
subsidiarity principle. Let there be no msunderstandi ng.

. subsidiarity is no one-way principle. 1l t i1sthe indication.of
the .level onwhich theolicy nmay be pursued. i n.the nost
effective way. And this.maybe the higher or t h e | ower |evel,
the Union, the State, as well as - in the case of Belgi um - t he
Regi ons and the Coomunities. N o o
In view of that. princi |b| e, the diversity nmay be preserved
withoutsplitting. up and t he unity may be enhanced w thout
shrlvel ling uniformty.. Unity through diversity therefore shoul d
remai n t he under| yi ng not | ve for devel opi ng Eur ope.

Bef ore goi ng into thespeC|f|c reforns, we are advocatlng W thin
the three pillars, | V\ouldllke to warn agai nst_L\Au:mmat_s

The Intergovernmental Conference can in no way be tur nedi nto an
alibi for slowing down or jeopardising t he implementatioof the:
Maastricht treaty. This treaty indeed. hoI ds .a nunber of

i nper f ecti ons whi ch t heConfer ence nust not avoid to tackle and
for which new settl emants must beworked out. 1 thowever woul d
be a serious error on cur part shoul d we not fully apply the



dynam cs which the Treatgontainsfor achievinga qualitative
transition towards.a :more. integrated approach., 1l & Econonic and.
"Monetary U n i osna key. elenent andthe dr|V|nfg)rce of the

“said dynamics. © L. C T LR
The a i of t'helGC is notto cast.doubts on thattainments from
the past. 1 think a so- called ire-creation or’ refondationt is
al t oget her “wrong. Maastricht -, .. the 0ther = treatiesshoul d ‘not

- be rawr:r.ttan LT Europen enlort pas refaire sa cople-

On the ot her hand the enI argerrent perspectlvemust not weaken
t he present efforts to achieve rmremternal cuheslnn. At the

Eur opean summit of . Essen in last December w ehave cl early set
forththat N1 € lentry negot . . ~~i €a8 Onbé started, after t h e

" union' has achleved .an. |nternal reor gani sat |on and restructurl ng.
Those ref or msshoul dbe brought about qui cklyenough on' the' one

hand, i norder not tot I’"'Yhe pat|ence ofthe appllcant

woul d result;-ina n enlargemen‘twrthout the
I nt er nal problems having DEEN sorted’ out. tn that - ,case, 'the -

enl argenent woul d. be "dooned.' .1 n other -words',t he deepenl ng and
the reinforcement of'f{he union should precede theenlargenent.

thais forthe benefif not onlyofthe union but also of future
Menber St ates, whi ch vull not benefit from entry into an

i ncoherent and . weakened structure.’ Only . a strongand ef fective

Union-will be. capable of neeting the:  aspirations. of the .
applicant countries.

There is a.lot at stake a tthe conference- That i s self-evident.
The revisionnust::not be confined to a mere checkop a :casual
"refornettel. W should do our utnbst to avoid that t he

Conf erence beconmes -a .'non-event!, wh i chaccordingly =~ woul d
encunber_'Europe's future' . R S

'_'O f courseit "isstill far too early t o' make concrete proposal S.
Thi s however does not .exclude that key elementsourofapproach. . -
rraybeformulatttbld;stage' o o



In ny view, Belgium should advocate that a numbero f activities

are raised.u pt othe (highest level of subsidiarity.  For -
. subsidliarity i sa .two-way traffic. whenever cooperation would" |
offer more than .thesum ~of the various parts.,, we should 10|n -'j '_
forceswithout: heS|tat|on this |mpI|esthat |n'a' nUrnber ; o] f_
areas a maqrruncommunlt)approach shouldbe . strrvéabr

view o f the consideration, If nott hecertalnty that the T
mtergovernmental ‘method and t h erule of . unanimity .w i | broduce
little. or - evennoresultﬁt al linaunion consrstrng of 25, or
even,more Mater St ates.

First pillar. .. (the so- called communltyprllar)

I n the flrst prllar the assertlbn is sometlmesbelng heardhat .
the memberStateS havehad to abandon f ar t o dnuch power d:. -
decision some, hold maqorrtydecrsmns responsrblefor t h eloss

of soverergnty+ Others argue that the competences of the' union. - -
should. be  defined ~once and 'for -all. _-strl o “holdthers
subS|d|ar|ty t obe but a one-way traffic, i.e.. . from top t o -
bottom. Each of-those three defence mechanisms |leads us astray,

‘"though. T

First of alji', the misguidance  of unanimity. - It, should " be
stressed : .in. a unioronsisting of 25 or 3 0'Members) every
decision .which :requires 'unanimity, will simplynot be taken': at
all. A.generalisationof the majority decisions inthi spillar
Is.the.only effective::way,t o provide efficiency Thisraisesthe
old question of the abuse. of power, the Wrongfulmlnorlsatron .....
and' the violation of essential interests o f individual Member .
states.theanswet othis'old question, however, i swell-known.
Withoutthe commission, majority decisions would be impossi'b'le :
it is the keeper of:the Treaties and the guaranteeagainst any.

~ 'abuse of power ; that |swhy it should remaln a political body'.' =
.In addrtlonthe roleo f the European parllamewtl | haveto be
enhanced and Lt will become easier to. abandont h edrplomatlc:-l‘.l,,;



T
net hod accordi ng to whi ch,each sovereign state carries the sane-
wei ght . S

The second m sgui dance IS consti tked by a once-only dellneatlon

of powers. .Thiswoul d af€ct the dynamc and evol utive character: -
of the integrationprocess. 'castingt the first: plllar i

onde-only, rigorous definition, of conpetences would all. too Sc
result in paraIyS|nghe comrunlty For -if the need for

dee.pened int egrat ed cooper ation.reveal s itself i n a news e c t o

- or.area, it shoul d:: be possible to.apply .t he community net hodt 0
i't'-as',.v\ell . a r t  exok evennew treatieSsyrs not to’"._”-be

~ excluded @ priori.i fnot, the only wayout ~ wouldbefhe """
intergovernnental ' nethod and we--are ailr aware of- the.,.

consequences th| s ‘might have.

nature o i nteIIectuaI ri ghts o rrightsof -ownershi p "fo'f'
- assi stance -,contrary tothe tradein. goods- make it ever m)re
diificuit toresort to article 113 'andtherefore to t he use’ f..

thequallfl edmajority. I nthisway, the power of.the' Commnlty

and of the Commission and their status as a true'trade part ner.
are bei ng.' subvert ed.

the third misguiderxceonstitutedby one- si deds'ubsi.di"eri ty.

.The internal nmarket wll not function adequately without the-
convergence approach. The treaty revision should. therefore

involve the collariesf the internal market - inter a l i ahe.
tax and..environnental policy - nore closely in the commnity’
"franework and thus make it possible: to. take: decisions by a
qualiifed majority. In addition, it may be examni nedwhether, ..
within the, Buropean un i o there is roomfor startingthe
har nbni sation of social security and for furtheragreenents as . -
{t he financi ng .Thesaying.'Infor a penny; in for;a poundb o
nmay also be applied t othe internal market. Thisdoes .not onTy"'_'
hol d'truefor 'thésocial, tax and envi ronnental corol | arl est
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| t even nore appliest othe Mbnet ary union. The main ‘realisation
of the Maastricht treaty in this , first piliar has undoubtedly
been t he devel opnent of the EMJ As | have pointed out earlier,
this construction has brought about a dynam cs as to managenent
of the econonmic, financial and social aspects of our society,
from which all our governrrents have drawn' a new strength and new
stimuli. Nothing which.has occurred since t h elmplementatlomc :
the Treaty on European uni on, or in- the pastvveeks ‘has shown
.the need .foror eventhe use .of.adjusti ng, t hose.: prOV| si ons of
~ the Maastricht treaty or the criteria whichhavebeen Iald down. -
Besides the. techni cal . preparations, .t he polltlcal det ermination-
will b e required to devel op the EMJ. and the resulting single .

currency. Wthout the EMJ, our economic mtegratlon W|II still
berever5|ble andthereforefraglle ' : B

Se_c_o_n.d_p_l_I_La.L (Corrm)nForel gn and securlty po I | c@FSP)
Nobody gquestions the' inperative need to. turn the CFSP intoa’ »
credi bl e, and _eff_ectlve .policy. I n this area as well,t he’
Eur opean construction, inour view,hol ds. a politicalinality :

t he devel opnment of a political structure, whi ch may conbi ne the
contributions. of the Menber States-and which thus is capable of
t aki ng aut ononobus actions onthe world | evel .

Al ready in Mastricht, this concern has |ed to the adjudgenent,
to the Conmssion, of the right of initiative which is 'shared
with the Menber States, and to the introduction of a comunity

financing nechanism with a view to the so-called J "joint
actionst. In this way, the transition from the first to, the.,
second pillar has been bridged. This arrangenent however has not
produced the desired results, accordingly feeding the

frustration as to the gap between the economic weight of the
Union and its (slight) political influence.

In order to provide the Common Forelgn and Security policy with -
a greater strength, a kind of 'Centre d'impulsions' should be
created within the second pillar. In this respect, Belgium
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prefers an optimum use of the right of initiative of the
Comm ssion. Should this prove to be (inadequate, it mght be
suggested to reinforce and to activate the' existing Secretari at
of the council, possibly led by a promnent political person
having a right of initiative and provided cooperation
stipulations with the Comm ssion are being el aborat ed.

Even though the qualified mgjority has been witten as a
restricted decision provision in the treaty on European Union
(nanmely within the scope of the joint actions), consensus is the
rule, to which up to how there have been no exceptions in
practice. Belgium advocates the extension of the possibility to
take decisions by a qualified majority. Experience shows that
there' are all kinds' of ways to make it inpossible for majdl;ity

decisions to prejudice essential interests. W should learn from
t hi s experience.

\
The inplenentation of ,the CFSP should and may be inproved. In
this respect, Belgiuhas submtted proposals to the partners,
ainmed at reinforcing the presidency andat providing 1 twith the -
necessary neans. The Presidency or the Troika mght for instance
be enpowered to resort to experts from other Menber St at'es and
the Conmission, or seek the assistance of Menber States not
being part of the Troika, for the duration of its termand for a
particular task. Further, the Council mght decide, att he
request of the presidency, to appoint a promnent politician
who, under the authority of the presidency, provides the
continuity of the inplenentation of the decisions which have
been taken and is given the; required adm nistrative support to
do so, Al this makes it possible to renmedy the flaws of the
rotating presidency in a way which is as effective as |onger
presidencies, when, in case of there being for instance 21

Menber States, each country wuld indeed only assune the
presi dency once or twice in a century.

the communi ty financing of the CFSP shoul d be- qanérali;eg:l, The -
provision that the European Parlianment annually adopts the CFSP



budget, should be,w'r'itte.n.‘in the .‘ ;Treaty In thls respect, the ‘
. provigon ey’ be added that the use of the budgetary means

approved by Parllament is decided on by a qualified ma;orlty in._ .
the CounC|I '

Cammn_European Defence Polic CED

In ord'er' t o flesh out the Common Deence Policy,
opportunities provided by the so-called CJTF should be fully.
used. Those combined ‘'Joint Task Forces' make it possibleto put

" NATO means at. the disposal of the Wet European Union (WEU) for
:.allmlted duration, and for certalntaSkS Whereas the NATO

defencestructureused to be rather rlgorous in ordertObe

- able to cope . with a massttack romhe Easthist h e a h
now given way to a number of dis'parate risks. Theamass and.
concentrated deployment of troops w il | now |0ely have tobe

replaced by mobile and rapidly adjustable task .forces. The.
‘concreteelaboration ofthe 'combined J o i nTask Forces will be
“an important  test case for the success of th eEuropean defence
identity.  We howeverdeplore that .the negotiations in. this
respect have not yet made a lot of headway, Each country will
have to summon the political courage to make this concept work
as 'fast as po'ssible and by the end of this year at the latest.

The European Defence Policy has (virtually) ben written in the

Maastricht Treaty, which provides that the European Union

" ‘requests' the'West European Union' to elaborate andto implement
the . decisions., and measures of the Union having military .
|mpI|cat|ons,.. This 'logic must be pursued, even more so as | an
not in favour.of developing a fully-fletched Europeanstructure,
next to the . European Union. = In that way, the WEU must be
involved in the $0-called. joint actions of the.union, whereas.
the community financingof”theWEU operations which have been
~decided on accordingly , should pe pessible. In the

~ administrative field," the secretariats. of the CFspand.of the

,» WEU would. be able.tO cooperate M€ - intensely and ‘even a'
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| think the participationf the secretary-general of the wWEU in
t he CFSP Consultationsnou_l d be desirabl e, whereas theso-call ed. .

harnoni sation ofthe presidenciebich means t he: simultaneous
exerciseo f the EUand the WEU presidency by t hesame country,
shoul d al so be pursued. 14

Thi s rapprochenent . bet weenthe BEU and .the WEU doesot imply .

t hat the :national sovereignty theMemberstatesi n thearea

of defence and the principle of unanimity which geeswith it,
ae being areeCted. Neltherdoes it mean that each Members tate
‘woul d be diligd to supply troops for jointWEU: operations
whi ch.will alwayshave to be manned on avoluntaryasis

M/ argunent in favour ofa gradual community approachasto the
second pi | | ar. applies even more to thethird pillar.:

This piilar pertains tothe citizenship,o aspects. of soci al
security and to the free novenment of persons or t he unhi nder ed
crossing of borders which hold a great inportance to our
citizens.' Those elenents appeal to all of us nmuch nore than the
har noni sati on of the norns regardi ng pressure vessels (however
necessary this nay be for the internal.narket) or the question
whet her the humanitarian flights to Sormalia should be paid out
of the GCormunity budget or through national contributions.

This policy of cooperation as to Justice and Internal Affairs
still too cautiously tries out the potential of enhanced
cooperati on. The importance and t he urgencyof the.problens t o
be dealt wth, though,-require a fast approach, eTi ci'ency;
cl ose cooperationand a denocratic institutional framework. It
therefore’ canonly b edeploredthat problems as to  formand
the. institutions, which  minly  conceal ideological
di screpancies, . slow down the devel opnent of. an efEctive
cooper at i on. S S
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In-the short term much headway may however be nmade as to
Europol, wth institutional provisions which, for forty years
now, have made the proper functioning-of the Comunity possible,
and as to asylumandinmigration on the basis of article: 100/ C
of the Treaty. . Bk

| would.liket o pleadhereonce!norefor theful | inplementation.;
of the Maastricht treaty, for.theunconplicated exercise of the - :
competences of 't he Commission for the' pragmatic . .rein®brcenent’
of the Secretariat of the Council andfor an injectionof the.,
tried andtested' net hods. ont he basis of thequalified.majority.

| would.like to reinforce my pl ea by pointing out that it is of .
t he. ut nost |rrportancefor this thlrd pillat o b efunctioning:.
satisfactorily, even after the nextenl argenment. We nust' not

t hrowdust in our eyes' :'the devel opmant of crime i n.sone of the
countries wishing t oj dl-h the Union, may raise lots ofroblems.
We therefore mustmakesur e to devel op, overt he coming years' ,a
critical mass of acqw S- comrunautal re inthis thirdpillar.' -

~Differentiation

As | have already pointed out, efforts. will have to be made at
the Intergovernnmental Conference to initiate qualitative steps

BN order to guarantee, |nsof ar as possible, the deepening and
the integration dynam cs.

However, we nust ask ourselves whether it'is that self-evident
for all of wus to . continue our enterprise wthin the sane
framework, with the.sanme intensity and at the same pace. The
Schengen agreenent is an exanple of a cooperation which started
outside the Treaty and which is developing around a limted
nunber of Menber States andon a purely intergovernnental basis.

The EMJ agreenent, on the contrary, was concl uded .within the
scope of t he Maastrichttreaty, and therefore wi t hi nthe present

institutional framework, but appl les, a diferentiated approach.
The .nmet hod, though, provided a .number of  useful fundamental
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rules to prevent this differentiation from becomng an
i nstrument for. disintegration or .decomposition.l t indeed makes .
it possible for the partners, eventually t o find 'thenselves on’

t he samewavelength bel tat a dlffererrt pace. .

Thi s differentiation method i s f-rst  afl a. . sol uti on'of” | ast .
resort ', the. ulti rrateexpedlent t obe applled when some member

states' do not WSh to part|C|pateDr aFEnot ahln t odo 'so. |t »
_ can' never be a goal in |tself S

Further ith o Is very |rrportant t o clearly prowde for:

pOSS|b|I|t|es txatchu p \Nlth theothervs h ohave gone ahead
Di fferentiation nmust not becorre a rej ectlonmechanlsm .;m ‘the

contrary, |tshould rather mducea Ki ndof propuIS|veffect

What we.have:in mind |nother word$ _|son t he one hand that
countries. whichare not able .t ofollowthe movementor do_ not

want tO do-so, "can'not ‘i npede-". Dr stop;he procastsd on t:he_'

_ot her hand that those actlngs ploneers do. not reJect t he

ot hers. . - S

. For,al | those reasons it would be deS|rabIe t hat -t he key tothe
motor which should bet he drivi ng force of the various speeds,
be held by the Commssion,.; 1 f the commisionproposes' a -
differentiated approach, t h 1 say be decided by a qualified,
majority. .

The differentiation process will resuli nthedevel oprrent of
vari ous sector-linked groups in the lead. A nunber of countries
thus will have the anbition to be part of all groupsin t he | ead
and, in so doing, nake up a vi rtual hard core, a 'noyau dur". It
has soneti nmes' been suggested to. set u pa system attributing sone
formal legalstatuso .this. core,. indicating its essential .. ..
policy,areas (rmnet ary policy, forelgn policy, defence,' pol i”c':e,:.
etc.) and provi ding an institutional control and a proper room
t o manoeuvre, whi ch are based ona Communlby nearly corrrrunlty

rrethod such. a..suggestion to attalna ~Euepean pucleus.MO S t
certai nIy merltspartmular _attentlon- | | ressessing thisi t:



. e T
will however be. necessary to take into account the rlsk that a
wedge m|ght be. drivenbetween .the'hard.cor eand the other M ember

States, . which. may. br|ng about rejectlon phenomena rathkr than
attractlon effects . - -

" he multi- speed dlfferentlated approach may prowde an. answer
fo rthe problemssurroundmg ‘the,future enlargement Wh|ch will -
differ:..a great deal from theprewousltynes Indeed the former .

~_enlargements' . hav e always: taken place on :the basis OF . the

~adoption - by the: " o 'Members,' -.of _ the entire. 'acquis

comuiautaire'. in .the eX|st|ng o _' |nst|tut|cbnamework ThIS

Swill, certa|nl)not behe .case .for. the new appllcantS from

Central and East Europe In thi srespect We arefaced witha
dilemma. WhICh should breotmderestlmated “nth e one hand i't' | |
is not pOSSI bleobllndly extrapolate the eX|st|ng acqms' to

. East Europe a St h i wouldamongst other thi ngsresult i nthe .

doubllng of .the agrlcultural and structural expenses. _But., on .

. the other hand, , an adjustment of the 'acqu|s' mlght rapi d Iy

‘produce Watenng down.;and weakenlng which should be prevented y
atallcosts L T o - R R

In order tO mest thls d|ff|culty, the trad|t|onaII approach of
liitying.down a fixedand latest pOSSIb|e date by WhICh the
adjustment of the"acqms should be Achieved, mey be replaced
by thresholds meeting, a number,of general, , :objective and clear
conditions: and criteria,,Accordin gtlh)e applicant countries
‘must know. exactly which norms’ and objectives they must comply
with and they themselves may decide individually,o n the timing

. and t h epacethey will adopt for pursuing the'necessary reforms.
and adjustments. -

.Mister, Rectum Ladies.and Gentlemen,

 The. intergovernmentﬁlonference will -have a.lot on.its plate. .. .
1t,is certa|n the' European Union, in the near, future will. be. ..
~enlarged "once morel t is:less. eV|dent though itis. our dearest

“wish, that t h eNeIcommg Culturewill have the necessary
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resilience to go on neeting the objectives of the Union and
tackling effectively the. new chall enges of the era. I n my brief ..
talk, | have tried to expound sone tentative ideas which should
| ead t 0 deepening the integration.

But why' are we here so keen on reinforcing the integration
process ? Because we, believe in a social structure which appeal s
to the people and which neets broad expectations.

-The former president of the Commission, Jacques Delors, used to
"say : On 'ne tonbe pas anoureux d'un grand nmarche'. The project
we are trying to bring about should exceed the restrictions of
t he neoli beral econony. We do not question here the free nmarket,
nor the deregul ati on wave characterising the recent evolution of
all Western economes, nor the need for preserving .the
conpetitiveness of our conpanies. 'lIt is clear however that the
market can not settle all problerns' our society is faced with. It
does not guarantee a lasting protection of our environment. It
does not ensure the mninmum of social justice needed for the
,stability\ and. the developnent of our society. The nere
.application of the market rules to cultural products would
jeopardise the diversity of our cultures. This and other

shortcom ngs constitute w despread concerns in Europe and
certainly in Belgium

In order to provide renedies against the ailments of the free
market, but also with a view to neeting the aspirations for a
stable and safe society, we should have a strong, efficient and
coherent Europe, - either because the problens can only be dealt
with on a continental level, which would require decisions on
that level - or because they require a planetary approach, iIn
whi ch case Europe nust be solidary enough so as to nmake itself
heard and to preserve its interests. -
The public opinion, however, wll back up our efforts, as the
Eur opean project will be credible', perceptible and intelligible.
"The population should be able to ,identify with a European
anbition and should feel concerned by its devel opnent.
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That i s why I think it is of the ut most irrportance for .
parlianent, the social partners and the- civil society t o be'
fully consulted before and during the negotiation process and,.
for speci.al efforts to be made,in. order to provide adequate. .
i nformati on. ThEirpartici pation and notivation in favour;of a
' strong, Eur ope: willadd :force .and.cred il iy to our argunents.:
The estrangementendenci es which 'aroseh e r end thereas to the.
Maastricht treaty and regardi ng .the conplex.nature: of the -~
European:institutions will be adjusted and grow into, and al | ow
me . t op”a'rap'h'ase Delors in this respecta .new".passi onfor
Eur ope, : . | o -



