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• The European Parliament: "We must 
get the Parliament to use its existing 
powers.'' 

• Enlargement: "Enlargement will mean 
reinforcement.'' 

• Interdependence: "The solution we 
find will decide whether we have war 
or peace in the world." 

"The European Movement was 
created 30 years ago after the con­
ference of The Hague, the first 
major meeting of Europeanists 
from politics, industry, the unions 
and cultural affairs. It both mobil­
izes and provides an institutional 
shape for the good will of all these 
people. For 30 years now, this pri­
vate movement (for it is not a publ­
ic institution), has been one of the 
driving forces for European unifi­
cation. It has not been alone. 

Its members are not just from the 
European Community: They come 
from eight other countries too. The 
movement, in fact, groups together 
17 national organizations pi us a 
certain number of others, that I call 
vertical organizations, like the 
Union of European Federalists, the 
European League for Economic 
Cooperation, and so on. It is orga­
nized on the basis of the national 
and the vertical organizations in as 
decentralized a manner as possi­
ble. 

The movement also has various 
international institutions, the most 
important of which are: 
"- the federal council, the sup­
reme body of the movement, con­
sisting of representatives of all the 
member organizations; 
- the executive committee, which 
holds frequent meetings between 
the (usually annual) meetings of 
the federal council; 
- the international president." 
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.,. Never have people talked so 
much about Europe before. Because of 
direct elections to the European Parlia­
ment in June, many leading figures and 
many organizations are giving their 
opinions and speaking for or against 
Europe as they understand it. Can I ask 
you what is being done as regards the 
European Movement taking part in this 
election campaign? 

- Our main activities are within the 
member organizations. We stress the 
role which the national and vertical 
organizations should play. At the 
moment, our international structures 
are tar less active than they usually are 
or than they will be after the elections 
for a very simple reason: the voters are 
going to be made much more aware of 
what is involved at national level, since 
the different constituencies are much 
influenced by national problems. The 
European Movement has a lot of 
influence within this framework, vary­
ing slightly from country to country in 
the light of historical, political and 
other factors. 

... What are the issues you intend 
emphasizing during the election cam­
paign? 

- The essential issues are the social 
issues. We have talked about them at 
international level and the national 
organizations agree with our conclu­
sions. At the top of the list we shall put 
unemployment and anything that will 
help solve that problem. This means 
new industrial strategies and it means 
regional policy, regional planning and 
the European-wide coordination of 
some social policies. And it also means 
anything that traditionally affects 
unemployment, if I can put it like that. 

Then there is the problem of protect.: 
ing the consumer and the environment. 
Presentation here will vary from coun­
try to country, but we feel that these 
themes are of direct concern to the 
voters. 

Next but not necessarily in order of 
importance, there is the problem of 
opening the EEC to the outside world 
and first, obviously, to the countries 
associated to it by the Lome Conven­
tion. We have three ideas here. First, 
we must modify our conception of aid 
far more. That is to say that we must 
encourage whatever will help the 
developing countries find their own 
way to economic survival and to devel­
opment, as aid/charity gives rise to a 
great deal of psychological and politi­
cal misunderstanding. 

The second idea is to pay much more 
attention than we have done to res­
pecting the social and cultural struc­
tures of the countries concerned. Many 
of us in the movement are struck by the 
fact that the high-speed development 
generated by some aid programmes 
destroys traditional social structures 
and that we could well, with this 
human vacuum which breakneck indu­
strial development creates, be contri­
buting to destroying cultures, civiliza­
tions and societies that have esta­
blished their own balance. This is just 
one of the lessons to be learned from, 
for example, the crisis in Iran. 

And the third idea is that we feel that 
it is in the genuine interest of the 
industrialized countries, particularly 
the EEC, to find ways of redistributing 
purchasing power, among Lome and 
non-Lome members, that will make 

..some sort of contribution to expanding 
industry in our own countries. 

.,. You have just described the Eur­
opean Movement and outlined the pro­
blems it will be stressing in the run up 
to the elections in June. But Europe 
today is very different from Europe in 
1947-48 when the movement began. A 
good deal of progress has been made, 
naturally, but there is less enthusiasm. 
Don't you think it would be a severe 
blow to the European ideal if there was 
only a small turnout at the elections? 

- I think there will be a far bigger 
turnout than people imagine, the reas­
on being, perhaps, one of voting 
method. Except in the case of the 
United Kingdom, most countries of the 
Community have opted for proportion­
al representation, which means that all 
the traditional political forces have eve­
ry interest in showing that they are 
forces to be reckoned with. 





..,. People in politics are obviously 
interested in the prospect of elections 

to the European Parliament. You only 
have to look at the newspapers. But 
certain countries have opted for a sin­
gle nation-wide constituency. Don't 
you think this method of consultation 
is unlikely to get the voters moving? 

- I am sorry that some countries 
have opted to have one constituency 
that covers the whole land, as this will 
do nothing to bring the representative 
any closer to the electors. We are faced 
with a de facto situation here and we 
have to accept it. But I deplore it and I 
hope that, once the June elections are 
over, the European Movement will take 
a stand on the future electoral law. As 
you know, the new Parliament we elect 
will have to propose a new European 
electoral law. I hope that its proposals 
will take account of what I have just 
said and of the fact that I regret the 
situation. 

The UK is an exception here. The 
method the British have chosen is per­
haps nearest to the ideal system. They 
have opted for regional constituencies, 
a means of bringing the representative 
closer to his or her voters. And what I 
know of the selection procedure leads 
to me to expect that the people stand­
ing in the elections will have been 
chosen by people in the regions, and 
not by party headquarters, whereas the 
selection and the order of candidates 
on a national list are inevitably the 
work of party headquarters. The UK 
has, to my mind, something approach­
ing the best system here. 

..,. But, on the other hand, in the UK, 
in a more restricted framework, the 
system will be a majority one? 

- That is true. And that is why, in 
view of a certain lack of enthusiasm 
about one or two of the national sys­
tems, it seems reasonable to suggest, 
broadly speaking, even when the con­
stituency is the same as the national 
territory, that proportional representa­
tion in the first election would lead the 
parties to do their utmost to get the 
best results and therefore to attract 
their traditional supporters to the pol­
ling booth. This should help cut down 
considerably on abstentions. Obviously 
there are no legal problems if the 
turnout is too small, but the moral and 
political authority of the European Par­
liament could suffer. 

..,. You said the political and moral 
authority of the European Parliament. 
What do you think about the current 
debate on extending its powers? 

- Personally I think this is a bit 
extravagant and I am not taking it very 
seriously. I should like to answer your 
question by referring to something you 
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said just now about feeling there is less 
enthusiasm today than there was 30 
years ago or than there was in the '50s 
when the European Community was in 
its infancy. I think the public feel that 
European unity has been partly 
achieved, and I think that the outside 
world thinks that Europe is far more 
united than it really is. But the appar­
ently waning enthusiasm is the result 
of a success. There's nothing like a 
successful political project for damp­
ening enthusiasm. If it succeeds, it 
merges into everyday life and you for­
get it and think about something else. 
So one of the reasons for the decline in 
enthusiasm, to my mind, is the success 
of what we set out to do 30 years back . 

This brings me to what I wanted to 
say in answer to your last question. We 
have made considerable progress with 
our institutions. We have very complex, 
very sophisticated institutions, with 
their federal, confederal and intergov­
ernmental sides, which have been 
operating for a quarter of a century. 
The problem at the moment is not so 
much one of fighting to increase the 
power of the institutions as to decide 
whether they are going to use the 
powers they already have. I think the 
European Parliament, and the Commis­
sion, indeed, have been somewhat 
reluctant to use their powers in recent 
years. 

The European Movement has taken a 
stand here. Our first battle cry and the 
subject of all the advice we gave both 
in public and private was that, before 
embarking on a discussion of extend­
ing the Parliament's powers, the aim 
should be to get it to use the powers it 
already has. And the powers it has, as 
things stand, are considerable. Look at 
the wrangle there was between the 
European Parliament and the Council 
of Ministers over the Community bud-

get. This shows that, without going 
beyond the Treaty of Rome, it is possi­
ble to make political choices (at 
regional level now and maybe in other 
sectors later on) without any institu­
tional or constitutional changes. So I 
think it is bad tactics to be seeking 
more powers when existing ones are 
put to little or to bad use. If the exist­
ing powers are properly used, then 
everyone will quite naturally see the 
need to extend them. But asking for 
more when the Parliament doesn't use 
what it has tends to seem (and I don't 
mean to those who are against Com­
munity-type European unity, but to 
many reasonable people) an exagger­
ated and unjustified demand. I believe 
in gradual change in this field, since 
most of the progress we have made 
with our institutions has been achieved 
through hard work, treaties and politi­
cal negotiation over a period of 25 
years. 

..,. The forthcoming election is cer­
tainly a good thing and the first advan­
tage, as we said just now, is that it is 
making people talk about Europe. But 
this is only a passing event and it 
would be a good thing if people went 
on talking about it afterwards. So what 
does the European Movement intend 
doing to help get European ideas and 
European policy off to a fresh start? 
Are you interested in trying to go a bit 
further than the current state of affairs, 
for example? It is a good thing to bring 
together large numbers of eminent 
people and a certain European elite, 
but don't you want a larger member­
ship? 

- That is a key question that my 
friends and I are also wondering about. 
To my mind, the European Movement 
will have an essential part .to play after 
the June elections. I have already visit­
ed 10 of the member countries of the 
movement, the nine EEC countries and 
Spain. I have met most of the political 
leaders and all the heads of govern­
ment and I can see that they too have 
reached the same conclusion. Our Eur­
opean institutions must always be the 
object of requests from outside. This 
kind of thing will give the movement its 
second wind. And this is why we are 
studying a fairly basic reform of the 
European Movement, which will first 
give it the chance of greater authority 
by pushing up membership. The target 
I have proposed is an ambitious one: 
one million members in the 17 coun­
tries. It is both a slogan and a very 
specific goal which several countries 
are already trying to reach and they are 
using the European election campaign 
to enlist recruits. 

Furthermore, I intend suggesting 
having at the head of the movement an 
executive committee that is as collegial 
as possible. I shall have the help of 
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leading political figures to select a 
number of topics and to get the whole 
of the movement mobilized, and to 
present them to the institutions just as 
political movements do to public insti­
tutions, so that the rate of European 
development can be constantly main­
tained. 

So, once the elections are over, the 
movement is going to be making an 
even greater effort to ensure that this 
passing event that you mention in fact 
has its effect. One of the reasons for 
the advantages that many people see 
here is that, in certain countries, the 
distance between the voter and his or 
her representative will be so great that 
an intermediary will be required, and 
the movement could well be this inter­
mediary. 

._ One particular topic that is going 
to be increasingly in the public eye is 
enlargement. Nearly everyone is pro­
enlargement, although there are one or 
two exceptions. The majority of the 
political parties and governments and a 
large section of the general public 
desire enlargement at political /eve/. 
But, economically speaking, there are 
problems, particularly in some of the 
countries of the Community. I should 
first like to ask you whether you think 
enlargement is a good idea, and then 
whether it is likely to increase or 
detract from the internal cohesion of 
the EEC? 

- Undeniably, it is a good thing, and 
I think that the three applicants and the 
nine governments have made a clear 
political choice along the right lines. 
So politically speaking, I would say that 
enlargement is a matter of course. But 
economically speaking, there are pro­
blems facing both the applicants and 
the present members, just as there 
were when the original six expanded to 
become nine. The aim of the negocia­
tions that have taken place with Greece 
and that are scheduled to take place 
with the other countries is to devise the 
machinery and define the transitional 
periods that will enable the problems 
to be dealt with. The aim of the negot­
iations is not to decide whether to 
enlarge or not, but how to enlarge 
without provoking any economic or 
social disaster in one or other of the 
countries concerned. 

And personally, I am convinced, con­
trary to popular opinion, that the jump 
from nine to twelve will strengthen the 
Community. For the three new mem­
bers, joining the EEC is a basic neces­
sity in all fields, far more so perhaps 
than it was for Denmark, Ireland and 
the UK. Look at Spain. Compared to 
the general view in the nine, Spain's 
conception of Europe and its institu­
tions is much nearer the ideas of the 
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founders. And my personal conviction 
is that, once they have joined, they will 
be among those asking for the Com­
munity to be strengthened rather than 
in the camp seeking to change the EEC 
into some vague free trade area. From 
this point of view, I think enlargement 
will mean reinforcement. There will be 
a reinforcement of our attitude to 
development problems too. I think the 
three new members are perhaps more 
aware than either the six or the nine of 
what the problem of development 
means. This could well mean that, on 
their behalf, we shall be meeting 
requests for quite large loans and 
transfers. But at the same time, it will, I 
think, lead us to transform the Com­
munity's attitude to the problem of 
developement, particularly in Africa, in 
a very positive manner. Spain, Portugal 
and Greece will help us avoid having 
the mentality of a rich man's club. 

A third important point is that, for 
economic, political and social reasons, 
these countries will help us see certain 
parts of the world better then we do 
now. I am thinking particularly of South 
America here, both the Spanish-speak­
ing and the Portuguese-speaking parts. 
If we can get a better grasp of the 
problems of South America then I think 
we will come nearer to having a pos­
itive global conception of the problems 
of developed/developing country rela­
tions. 

._ What you have just said about 
enlargement, which you feel should 

"The target I have proposed is an am­
bitious one: one million members in the 

17 countries" 

mean a trend towards reinforcement of 
the Community, is extremely interest­
ing. You a/so mentioned the favourable 
consequences for the developing 
countries. Do you think the European 
Movement could bring up a topic like 
interdependence during the current 
election campaign and that this is a 
subject that is likely to be important in 
the future? 

- I don't know whether interdepen­
dence will come up much during the 
election campaign. Naturally, the politi­
cal parties standing try to deal with the 
immediate concerns of the voters. But 
the big topic which everyone will have 
to discuss after the elections is interde­
pendence. This is in line with what the 
founders of the European Community 
meant when they said that the attempts 
to unite Europe were a contribution 
towards peace. I think, that unless we 
can solve the problem of interdepen­
dence, we will endanger world peace. I 
think that today, for the first time since 
the end of World War II, peace in the 
world is in danger and the solution we 
find for the problem of interdepen­
dence will decide whether we have war 
or peace. And I am not just saying this 
for effect. 

I think that in many regions, the 
structures of the European Community 
and the Lome Convention are consi­
dered to be perhaps the most effective 
way of organizing interdependence on 
a world scale. In our Community, as in 
Lome, we have managed to get two 
principles generally thought to be 
opposed to exist side by side. On the 
one hand we have a respect for nation­
al sovereignty, a very important thing 
for the developing countries, as it is 
often the best political arm in negotia­
tions, and on the other we have the 
development of a multinational territo­
ry. In Lome, we have found a way of 
organizing interdependence between 
the countries of the Community and 56 
other countries and, at the same time, 
we have institutions that respect the 
regimes and independence of them all. 
This is where we may find solutions for 
the whole world. It means, for example, 
that communist countries should be 
able to live harmoniously in a system of 
this kind without feeling that any 
world-wide cooperation endangers the 
political and economic choices they 
have made. We are the only ones to 
have found a practical and institutional 
way of getting these two contrary 
notions to co-exist. I don't know what 
the movement will decide about this, 
but it is a matter of priority for both our 
deliberation and our proposals as far 
as I am concerned. I should be sur­
prised, in view of what I know about 
the men who run the European Move­
ment, if this were not generally accept­
ed as a priority. D Interview by A.L. 


