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The aim of the conference “Day of Europe. The European Parliament, Heart of European Democracy?” was to 

explore in-depth and exhaustively the issue of liberal democracy and the role of European Parliament just year 

ahead of the European elections. In this context, the participants of the conference discussed the future of Europe.

Varsovie le 9 mai 2018
Warsaw on 9th May 2018 

In 2018 14 years have passed since Poland joined 

the European Union. For Poland 1 May 2004 was the 

culmination of a transformation process launched at the 

end of the Cold War in 1989.  Today, Poland is locked in 

various disputes with the institutions of the European 

Union and its position in EU has weakened.  This does 

not mean that we should neglect the discussion of 

the future of Europe. We want to encourage debate, 

engage the government, local and regional authorities 

and civil society. 

The conference brought together more than 200 

participants: politicians, academics, diplomats, experts 

and media to explore the latest and the most pressing 

topics shaping the future of Europe. 

The event aimed to promote, inform and contribute 

to debate regarding the democratic nature of the 

European institutions at different levels.  

Sessions explored the importance of the rule of law, 

which is a fundamental value of liberal democracy, 

upon which the EU is based on. 

Guests and panelists (among others): 

Aleksander Kwaśniewski, President of the Republic 

of Poland in 1995-2005 

Bronisław Komorowski, President of the Republic of 

Poland in 2010-2015 

Hanna Gronkiewicz-Walz, the Mayor of the City of 

Warsaw

Adam Bodnar, Commissioner for Human Rights, 

Poland 

Pat Cox, former President of the European Parliament

Róża Thun, Member of the European Parliament 

Sébastien Platon, Professor of Public Law, University 

of Bordeaux, France 

Martin Koopmann, director of the Genshagen 

Foundation (Berlin)

Thierry Chopin, Head of Research, Robert Schuman 

Foundation

The conference was a part of a project supported by the 

European Parliament “The European Parliament, Heart 

of European Democracy?” run by the Robert Schuman 

Foundation. Conference partners: the In.Europa 

Institute, the Miasto Stołeczne Warsawa, the Konrad 

Adenauer Foundation and the Genshagen Foundation. 

INTRODUCTION

The last decade was difficult for European integration. 

The economic crisis brought a wave of right and left-

wing Euroscepticism that swept through virtually all 

EU countries. The peak of this trend was the decision of 

the British people to leave the community, which was 

made in the referendum in the summer of 2016.

Over the last two years pessimism however, has begun 

to give way to optimism. In France, the presidential 

election was won by Emmanuel Macron, running a 

campaign based on a strong pro-European message. 

A good economic situation has developed once 

more in most EU countries. Ideas for a revival of the 

European idea, as well as a debate about the reform 

of the community and its future shape are not making 

a return.

At the beginning of the discussion on the future 

financial perspective, it was said that Europe is facing 

many challenges with various capitals, institutions 
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or groups giving different recipes to overcome these 

problems. Does a multi-speed Europe represent the 

future of the Union, or should we be moving forward 

primarily together? Should cohesion remain a priority 

or should it be promotion of new technologies and 

economic growth? How do we restore EU solidarity 

in face of the refugee crisis? These are just a few 

questions that we should be trying to answer over the 

next 12 months.

There have been differences between Western 

countries and Central and Eastern Europe 

regarding many of these challenges. The countries of 

the region have criticized the solutions proposed by 

Brussels for solving the migration issue. Differences 

also concern the shape of the EU internal market 

(posted workers), monetary integration (many Central 

and Eastern European countries remain outside the 

euro area) and climate policy.

At the same time, in at least two of the community’s 

countries, Poland and Hungary, there are processes that 

are seen as a threat to European values   and liberal 

democracy as such. The European Commission has 

decided to submit an application for the examination 

under Art. 7 of the EU Treaty, of whether Warsaw is 

complying with the principles of the rule of law required 

by the Union. The Council of the European Union is 

dealing with this matter.

What role should the European Parliament play 

in this situation? It is the only body in which there 

can be a continuous debate on the part of many 

interested parties about the challenges facing Europe 

and the values   on which our continent is based. What 

is more, this debate is of a civic nature, because MEPs 

are above all representatives of the citizens. Brussels 

and Strasbourg are places where various ideas can be 

discussed every week and, as a result, where we can 

achieve a compromise.

The discussion in Warsaw aimed to help us answer some 

basic questions. • How has the role of the European 

Parliament changed during the last turbulent decade? • How 

can it respond to the challenges mentioned above? • How 

can it respond to problems faced by ordinary citizens of the 

community? • What is its role in protecting civil rights and 

EU values? • In terms of the rule of law, has Warsaw made 

sufficient concessions to reach a compromise with the EU 

institutions?

1. NEW ENERGY FOR THE EUROPEAN UNION?

 

“We have to readopt a pro-European stance and abandon 

Euroscepticism based on Polish fundamentalism, as this is a 

road that is leading to marginalisation within the European 

Union”, said Aleksander Kwaśniewski. Poland’s position in the 

European Union is “extremely limited – due to the volition of 

the current authorities”, Bronisław Komorowski warned.
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Both former-presidents, Bronisław Komorowski 

and Aleksander Kwaśniewski, participated in a 

conference celebrating Europe Day held on 9th 

May organised in the Copernicus Science Centre in 

Warsaw by the Robert Schuman Foundation and the 

In.Europa Institute. Other conference participants 

included: Thierry Chopin – Head of Research of 

the Robert Schuman Foundation, Pat Cox - former 

President of the European Parliament, Róża Thun 

- and Adam Bodnar – the Polish Commissioner 

for Human Rights, Róża Thun, Member of the 

European Parliament, Hanna Gronkiewicz-Walz, 

Martin Koopmann, Director of the Genshagen 

Foundation Sébastien Platon, Professor of Public 

Law, University of Bordeaux, France, Anna 

Radwan, In.Europa President.  Moderator: Łukasz 

Lipinski, journalist, In.Europa Institute. 

“We are meeting on Europe Day - on 9th May 

Robert Schuman announced his declaration that 

would change Europe and - subsequently - also 

the world. Schuman believed that one day Poland 

would also become part of the European plan. 

Today, we are a member of the European 

Union and we can shape Europe together, 

but we are not as active as we should be. This 

is why a year ago we established the In. Europa 

institute - because we believe that Poland is an 

important part of the European project and we 

want to develop it for future generations”, said 

Anna Radwan, founder of the Institute.

In the opening speech Thierry Chopin, Head of Research 

at the Robert Schuman Foundation (Paris) said: 

“Today’s conference entitled, The European Parliament, 

the heart of European democracy is part of a project 

supported by the European Parliament. The Robert 

Schuman Foundation in Paris is organising three public 

conferences in three European cities: One is taking 

place in Warsaw today. The second will be held in 

Budapest, and the third will be staged at the European 

Parliament (EP) in Strasbourg in a month’s time. The 

three conferences share one topic; challenges faced by 

European democracy”.

As Thierry Chopin stressed the conference fits within 

a certain political context: - the Eurozone crisis, 

migrant crisis, Brexit and terrorist attacks. There are 

certain consequences that result from these ongoing 

situations, especially from the attacks being made on 

liberal democracy. The question which has brought us 

here together, the one relating to democracy and its 

essence within the European Union, is of particular 

importance at the time of this conference. Therefore, 

this meeting seeks - albeit to a modest degree - to 

encourage profound reflection on the nature of 

democracy, its development and the role that the 
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European Parliament plays. These questions are of 

special importance ahead of the European Parliament 

elections in 2019. Our reflection will be fuelled by 

a discussion held by eminent politicians who will 

elaborate on this perspective and on the future of the 

European Union. [I would like to give my heartfelt 

thanks to the presidents, Mr. Aleksander Kwaśniewski 

and Bronisław Komorowski, for agreeing to participate 

in the discussion. I also want to thank Mr. Pat Cox, 

former President of the European Parliament, and 

Ms. Róża Thun. Experts from academic circles and 

those representing civil society will also contribute to 

the debate. I am also grateful for their willingness to 

participate in the discussions]. 

In conclusion, I would like to emphasise the significance 

of the day on which the conference has been convened 

– said Thierry Chopin. The 9th of May is a momentous 

date, as this is the day marking the Schuman 

Declaration, and on this day we celebrate the glorious 

legacy of European integration, which is a guarantor of 

peace and conciliation between our countries and of a 

level of welfare that has never been reached before. I 

believe that this legacy should be celebrated, especially 

since we have to protect it now that it is under threat. 

I do not want to sound pessimistic, but the challenges 

and crisis situations that we have to face as Europeans 

require a reassessment of the way think about a 

united Europe. This unity is indispensable in rising 

to future challenges. We are aware that this unity 

cannot be taken for granted. Political tension seems 

to be threatening the unity and stability of the 

European Union. It is obvious that political pressure 

in any part of Europe endangers cohesion. Populist 

parties are trying to use this fragility and postulate 

withdrawal behind national borders which may be 

pernicious. And it is in this particular context that the 

significance of today’s conference is obvious”.

Mr Chopin recalled Robert Schuman’s legacy:  

“Common European interest was the founding Fathers’ 

main idea. We want this legacy to be relevant and I 

believe it still is. If we look at security, we can see that 

we all share a common interest. Moreover, we are all 

affected by the migration and financial crises. Solutions 

adopted at national level are not sufficient to rise to the 

challenges that now await us. Action should be taken 

at European level. Efforts taken at the national and 

European levels should be combined: the first legacy 

means co-dependency (shared values and interests); 

the second legacy means defending common values 

and interests; the third legacy means Europe’s internal 

and external cooperation not only in economic fields 

but also in terms of migration and security. This will 

make Europe more aware.” 

Hanna Gronkiewicz-Waltz, President of the City of 

Warsaw, emphasised that Poland’s position in the 

European Union “has deteriorated”:  “Still, a short 

while ago, many Poles held important positions - 

that of the President of the European Parliament 

or the current President of the European Council. 

We had the most important portfolios in the European 

Commission. Now, the government of our country is 

making a laughing stock of us”, she said. She quoted 

the example of voting for Donald Tusk’s re-election as 

the President of the European Council which was lost 

by Poland by 27:1.

“I am filled with anger and sadness as once we were 

a nation that embodied the love of freedom and 

democracy, but now in Europe’s opinion we have 

become tricksters, who only want to squeeze 

money out of the European Union without 

respecting its fundamental values”, the President 

of Warsaw said. According to her, the Law and 

Justice government “is trampling on those values by 

dismantling the justice system”. She added that the 

government’s policy “under the motto of Poland getting 

up off its knees is leading to the diminishment of our 

country’s role in Europe,.

Trends in Europe and its Future

The panel discussion Trends in Europe and its Future 

brought together the formerPolish presidents who 

were involved in the transformation process and 

Poland’s accession to the EU: Aleksander Kwaśniewski, 

President of the Republic of Poland, 1995-2005 and 

Bronisław Komorowski, President of the Republic of 

Poland, 2010-2015. 
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“Poland’s economic, social, political and military potential 

may allow this country to play a major role again - 

however, this requires changing our position in the 

international arena and adopting a completely different 

approach to the European Union”, said Bronisław 

Komorowski during a panel discussion entitled Europe: 

challenges and trends. 

Bronisław Komorowski emphasised in his speech that 

Poland’s position in the European Union was “extremely 

limited – due to the volition of the current authorities”: 

“Poland’s central government has assumed the position 

of a boxer struggling to defend himself, using blocks 

and avoiding punches, but offering nothing, having 

no counter attacking tactics up his sleeve and not even 

trying to influence European policy” - said Komorowski.

He also said that “human, economic and – currently 

- also political and military potential predisposes 

Poland to reclaim a role matching its potential and 

ambitions, as well as its diligence.  This requires 

changing Poland’s internal policies, as well as its 

foreign policy in the European and international arena, 

and this is perfectly feasible”, said Komorowski. There 

were also calls for Poland to join the euro area, 

because only then would the country be able to start 

playing any role in the future. 

“It is not true that the European Union has 

reached a state of exhaustion. The European 

agenda can win! It is quite successful in Europe, which 

is proven by France, for example. But we have to show 

that the European alliance means not just institutions; 

the European Union has a unique model of cooperation 

in terms of education and its economy and there are 

numerous practical solutions to help citizens. They 

must be reminded of this”, said President Aleksander 

Kwaśniewski.

In his opinion, Poland has to readopt a pro-European 

stance, because Euroscepticism is - at best - a road 

leading to marginalisation within the European Union. 

“The European motive concerning our position in Europe 

will be one of the leading themes of the Parliamentary 

election debate as this is our Polish “to be or not to 

be”, said Kwaśniewski quoting Shakespeare. 

“I do not believe in long-term projects advocated by 

certain Law and Justice (Prawo i Sprawiedliwość) party 

leaders, so let us re-adopt a pro-European stance. The 

damage that has been done so far will require a long 

period of recovery”, he said. In the opinion of the 

former-President, “the worst thing is that confidence 

in Poland, even in its pro-European stance, is dented 

to such an extent that even very pro-European 
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governments to come will have to work hard to restore 

this confidence”. 

He also called upon pro-European groups to be 

more active: “Firstly, we have to realise that the 

situation is difficult, that the Union and European 

integration are facing threats from various 

sources and that it has to be defended, and if this 

is to be effective, we have to find strong arguments 

and involve the people”, he said.

2. WHERE IS THE HEART OF EUROPEAN 

DEMOCRACY?

During a panel discussion entitled Where is the heart 

of European democracy? Its participants stressed 

the importance of a close dialogue focusing on values, 

such as the rule of law, which is fundamental to the 

European Union. It is important to keep on talking - 

but in a way that will get the message across to the 

citizens of the EU.

Polish MEP, Róża Thun stressed that EU needs more 

Macron-style "audace"; right now, things seem 

ossified. The government should be initiating this 

debate. 

We need vigorous action! Digitalisation is an 

accomplished fact, the world is moving so fast, we have 

to look for new sources of EU energy - and look for it in 

citizens’ actions. We need to have the courage to shake 

up the debate that we are holding. But the European 

institutions cannot get to each district by themselves! 

It is  the governments and public media that should 

provide citizens with information on the role of the 

European Union; we are here only as a proxy, this 

debate should be moderated by the government”, 

- said MEP Róża Thun.

The future of Europe is not an abstract term but an 

issue of paramount importance. As Europeans we have 

to remember that we account for only 7% of global 

population but we own almost a quarter of global wealth. 

If we, the European Union, divide into 27 parts - we will 

have no influence on what is happening globally - said Pat 

Cox, President of the European Parliament in 2002-2004.

Sébastien Platon, Professor of Public Law, University 

of Bordeaux, France: I would like to go back to the 

topic of the European Parliament’s role in protecting 

human rights. Looking at the evolution of the European 

Parliament, it is obvious that it quite soon became 

an institution guaranteeing civil, human, and 

fundamental rights. That was a natural expansion of the 

remit of this European institution, because it represents 

all citizens. Therefore, it is obvious that it is supposed to 

protect them. 

The European Parliament has become a guarantor 

of fundamental rights, which has used all available 

legal powers to secure them. At present, the European 

Parliament is a co-legislator, it adopts legal acts, 

including those of paramount importance for protecting 

fundamental rights. The European Parliament has 

become one of the main bodies protecting human 

rights. Therefore, I would like to relate to the issues 

of the rule of law and tensions between the European 

Union and, not only Poland, but also other countries. 

It can be seen that from the legal viewpoint the 

European Parliament is not playing first fiddle. 

The European Commission, as the guardian of the 

treaties, the Councils and - increasingly - the European 

Court of Justice are the main players in this remit. 

Article 7 does not offer the European Parliament the 

best tools; the institution can only propose to launch 

the procedure under this article as part of preventive 

measures, but it cannot legally propose the launch of 

such a framework, nor does it approve any potential 

sanctions. Despite that, the European Parliament has 

been very active in the field of the rule of law. Its role is 

extremely important because, as a forum representing 

all the citizens from all the Member States, its action 

defuses the accusation of a West-versus-East 

cultural struggle. 

Adam Bodnar, Polish Commissioner for Human Rights: 

A debate on the rule of law in Poland should have taken 

place in mid-2016. Now the clock is ticking. PiS's latest 

tweaks to judiciary laws are merely cosmetic. 

What Poland lacks is the way it relates debate to human 

rights. We are discussing the GDPR from the perspective 

of risks, but we have forgotten that this is aimed at 

strengthening civic rights - said the commissioner. 
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Thierry Chopin stressed the three following points. 

First, some basic reminders on what democracy 

and its different components are: popular 

legitimacy certainly; but also the rule of law; and 

other forms of liberal type legitimacy (counter-powers) 

and independence. Second, he tried to define the 

characteristics of the development of a counter-model 

of democracy in Europe: a political regime based only 

on  electoral legitimacy, a strong executive power and few 

counterweights ; a regime in which political power, once 

legitimate through elections, is allowed to intervene in the 

counterweights in the name of the popular will; last but 

not least, a political regime characterized by the tension 

between democracy and political liberalism and the 

transformation of the register of legitimization of power into 

a “national-populist” form with an organic conception of 

the nation as a historical, cultural and religious community 

that the State must protect. Third, he concluded with the 

need for political representation at EU level and on 

the role of the European Parliament, which is an essential 

component of European democracy. He finally stressed 

on: the limits of intergovernmentalism and of the 

forms of national representation within the EU (this is a 

lesson learned from recent crises); only EP elections can 

establish a direct (albeit perfectible) link between citizens 

and representatives at Community level; the stakes of the 

forthcoming European elections and the centrality of the 

new cleavage "Europeans / “national-populists" and 

"liberal democracy / illiberal regime".

Martin Koopmann

Director of the Genshagen

Foundation made the final statement 

Preparing for the European Future: 

European integration has reached a critical point in its 

development and if we do not succeed in finding a solution 

and stop this development, Europe will be on a collision 

course with what was decided in Maastricht and it will be 

reduced to mere economic aspects. It will be an area offering 

freedom of movement to people and goods, but providing no 

means to solve the problems when its citizens face external 

threats.

One of the main reasons for this analysis is growing 

nationalism practically in all Member States, and it is a 

result of the fear of the processes that are currently occurring 

in our civilisation. By that I mean migration. These fears 

require not so much a solution, but   consideration has to be 

given to the previous system, which means nation states.

This quote dates back to 1994, so it is not new, which 

is quite surprising. It comes from Germany, and we are 
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all aware of the important role the country has played 

in European integration. These words were said before 

the EU’s enlargement and before the numerous crisis 

situations now affecting the European Union, which 

have led to diminished confidence by the population in 

their political decision makers. 

We can increase citizens’ confidence in the European 

Union and boost cohesion within the EU by:

1. Increasing the credibility of political 

representations at EU, national and regional levels. If 

democracy-related problems arise, they do not refer to 

EU level only, but they mean shortcomings at national 

level.

2. Protecting the foundations of liberal democracy. 

Protecting solidarity in Europe. Solidarity has many 

dimensions, let us not forget that!  

3.  The European Union should become more effective 

via improvements to its cohesion. If we take that 

path and display more audacity, we will see that the 

European Union offers not only added value, but also 

a perfect combination of welfare, security and peace in 

Europe. I hope this will guide those who will go to vote 

in next year’s elections. 

***

Conclusions from the debate on Poland’s changing role 

within the European Union and on what is indispensable 

for the dynamic development of Poland and the EU?

 

First of all, on the one hand, there is a need for more 

practical and information-oriented measures on the 

part of the EU, which would involve citizens. On 

the other hand, it is of paramount importance to hold 

discussions focusing on values and to make constant 

reminders of these - the European Union is not only an 

economic entity, but also a community of values. In the 

opinion of those participating in the panel discussions, 

the European Union needs a practical approach and 

direct actions, and responsibility for its development 

should be assumed by individual countries and citizens. 

Populist tendencies and actions by extreme political 

groups are hard, but not impossible to combat - Austria 

and France are obvious examples.
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The conference opened with a keynote address 

delivered by Mr János Martonyi, former Minister 

of Foreign Affairs of Hungary, who, as an opening 

statement, mentioned that the European Union was 

and continues to be a beautiful idea, with which many 

people, including himself, had fallen in love, but this 

love had become more mature, wiser, and prudent over 

time, yet it had never faded away. The beautiful idea of 

unity, born centuries ago, was transformed into reality 

through a series of political decisions that created the 

rules, i.e. the treaties of the European Union, and the 

institutions necessary to make the whole concept work. 

Later on, however, these institutions started to evolve 

on their own, which was actually the goal of the so-

called community method that gave them the right 

to make decisions in an independent way. Although, 

this method was perfectly fit for economic integration, 

it had its shortcomings with regard to the other two 

dimensions of the principal idea, namely political and 

cultural integration. Consequently, though it also 

suffered several imbalances, the economic aspect went 

beyond all expectations, while the other two original 

aims were only partially achieved.

According to him, the most relevant and pertinent 

questions nowadays concern our (economic, 

geopolitical, etc.) place in the world, our relation to 

other great powers, and our internal and external 

security, i.e. our self-defence capacities. Looking 

at plans for the future budget, it is obvious that EU 

decision-makers have also detected the importance of 

these issues. So, the next step is to make these evident 

during the parliamentary elections campaign too.

Finally, he concluded his speech by pointing out that 

he believed that there should be not two or three, but 

only one Union. Though in many ways a multispeed 

EU is a reality today, if it were to be institutionalized, 

this situation would become more rigid and opaque. 

Consequently, it is in our best interest to not create a 

multilevel EU, riddled with cemented confines, because 

we are united, and there should be no difference among 

Member States.

Following, Ms Zita Gurmai, former Vice-President of the 

Foundation for European Progressive Studies, former 

S&D Member of the European Parliament, emphasised 

the importance of European values in her opening 

speech. The most important ones, tolerance, justice, 

solidarity, are the common minimum standards of all 

Member States that also define its future strategy.

She underscored the importance of representative 

democracy, also expressed in the treaty, which means 

choosing EP members directly, and EC members 

indirectly, with every European citizen having the 

right to be part of the decision-making process.

Yet, there are many fields where the EU could 

improve. While striving towards that however, it 

should not miss the importance of its basic principles 

and plurality, as   the most urgent challenges, now 

that these are being permanently questioned by 

Brexit, migration, populism, just to name a few. 

While scapegoating the EU can bring short-term 

benefits at home, in the long run, it puts the future 

of the EU at risk.
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To overcome these challenges, it is also important to 

recognise the mistakes that have led to them. Some 

previous governments are also to be blamed for 

uttering the delusive message that EU membership 

would magically bring us the Western living standards 

overnight. They failed to emphasise that the EU was not 

a panacea but a possibility that needed many common 

efforts before it bore fruit. On the other hand, the 

Western elite made a similar mistake by not preparing 

their fellow citizens for what the appearance of Eastern 

workers would mean to their everyday employment. 

And now, there is a new elite emerging that is trying 

to profit from the widespread disappointment that 

has ensued. Therefore, the European electorate must 

see how their votes would influence their future and 

that Europeans have always been better off by joining 

hands.

I. PANEL 1

Mr. Ágoston Sámuel Mraz gave an overview of 

the historic background and the first years after the 

creation of the European Economic Community (ECC). 

During the early 1960s, the EU was led by Christian 

Democrats, who towards the end of the decade, 

reconciled with the Left that had earlier distanced itself 

from the Communists. From then on, their big coalition 

has led the EU. However, based on the latest research 

carried out by the Nézőpont Group the 2019 European 

Parliament Election would end this coalition, and a new 

political mainstream would emerge. At the same time, 

Eurosceptic forces would lose ground. Speaking about 

European values, He said that national values differ 

from country to country, but there are some common 

ones such as the acquis communautaire—however, 

they are difficult to define in an exact way. He also 

agreed with the other panellists saying that these days 

we were living in a politicized Europe that resulted in 

a competition between the different political forces. He 

believes that the EU has two major political figures: 

Emmanuel Macron and Viktor Orbán, who do not share 

the same ideology, but a moment will come when they 

will be able to make a compromise.

Ms. Gertrúd Kendernay-Nagyidai raised the 

question: to what extent do 21st century values differ 

from those of the 20th century, and what are the 

common European values that every European shares? 

By analysing the relativisation of values stemming 

from Nietzsche’s philosophy, she stressed that it was 

important for the European Union to have at least a 

minimum of common values, because if a community 

was unable to re-create its own value system, it would 

disintegrate. Today’s crises such as Brexit, have shown 

that even the invisible hand of the market is unable to 

solve everything. Since apparently, this solution has 

also been drained, and a paradigm shift will be needed, 

which could, in the near future, force many parties to 
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redefine their values. According to her, this should not 

be a problem, because the Union is a process, an ever-

evolving project. In today’s politicized EU, legitimacy is 

going through a serious crisis. Also, one of the issues 

is that bottom-up initiatives have no binding force, nor 

legal basis—this was demonstrated by the fact that 

from the recent, approx. 60 citizens’ initiatives only 

one was adopted at EU level. But the crucial question is 

how national parliaments could become more involved 

in the decision-making process, in particular at a time 

when centralisation is more and more emphasised, 

and subsidiarity weakened. This also resulted in the 

re-politicization of the Union, as today citizens want 

to take a more active role in the decision-making 

process. She added that currently we are living the 

crisis of the free market solutions and many are 

being left behind. We must give an answer to how we 

can keep these divided societies together, and what 

conflict management methods would be acceptable to 

everyone.

Ms. Boglárka Koller emphasized the importance of 

Christian roots within the Union, but she also pointed out 

that by simply drawing up an inventory of our common 

values would not mean anything to the individual. She 

compared European integration to a marriage: in the 

beginning, after World War II, everyone wanted peace 

and economic prosperity. This lasted until the mid-1960s, 

when major crises started to loom. With the 2008 financial 

crisis and Brexit, for instance, these have extended into 

to the 21st century. She also added that the EU should 

deliver more concrete results in its policies, because 

these were the most important for the average citizens. 

According to her, it is an interesting paradox that the 

founding fathers of the EU built up welfare States based 

on Keynesian ideas at home, but amongst themselves—

and as a result of the EU—free-market principles have 

been enforced. Although the Maastricht Treaty stipulates 

economic and financial union, in reality the economic 

part is still incomplete. In order to further develop it, the 

political pillar needs to be strengthened, since today, we 

face backlash from the technocratic concept established 

at the outset, when political aspects were not a priority. 

Nowadays, however, the Union is becoming more and 

more politicized, and anti-EU forces are able to trigger 

much stronger emotions than those which are pro-

European. Today’s EU has a number of different levels, 

and some politicians send out different messages in their 

own countries from those at the European political stage. 

All this confuses the populations’ relationship with the 

EU, their EU identity, and it is possible that the EU will 

develop in such a direction that people no longer know 

exactly where they belong.

II. PANEL 2

Mr. Charles de Marcilly in his opening speech 

highlighted how the EU and all the European 
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countries are in the midst of a very sensitive stage 

of development. Having almost passed through the 

hard years of the economic crisis, the EU is facing 

many other challenges today. The moderator named 

Iran, migration, the new US administration’s attitude 

and other issues on which EU’s response is awaited. 

The moderator also emphasised the various security 

aspects that endanger the EU and trade relations, and 

how the new European Parliament that will be elected 

in May 2019 should cope with them.

The moderator raised the topic of Euroscepticism 

as well, and stated that today in some countries 

Eurosceptic parties were winning over 20% of the 

vote. In the EP the old main political groups on the 

left and right are not the only main groups anymore 

and for this reason new ideas are shaping the political 

discourse.

Mr. Balázs Molnar stated that a reform, not only of the 

Parliament, but of all EU institutions is necessary. He 

reminded us how the economic crisis had strengthened 

some negative aspects within the EU and had resulted in 

an increased support for populist and extremist parties. 

Therefore, the EU needs more security, mostly because 

the US is not ready today to take care of the European 

interests any more. He also explained how, in his opinion, 

it is an error to be tough against the UK regarding Brexit 

and that a more pragmatic approach is needed. He 

advocated an EU composed of stronger nation states, 

whose national interest are matters of the greatest 

importance and for this reason the unanimity vote within 

the Council is of vital importance in terms of dealing with 

critical issues. He also highlighted the counterproductive 

aspect of the transnational EP party lists proposed by 

French President Macron, because it is unthinkable that 

a citizen of one country to be forced to cast his vote for 

a representative with a different nationality from him. 

He mentioned the importance of guaranteeing and 

preserving the EU’s four basic freedoms. If we reduce or 

limit the basic freedoms, it might cause serious damage 

to the whole integration process. He mentioned that 

citizens in Western Europe could not expect to live in such 

wealth as the previous generations had done and for this 

reason progress has to be achieved and a strong issue 

in this sense is security. He also emphasized that after 

Brexit, 22 seats will be redistributed to other Member 

States and that the number of MPs will be lowered to 

700. The Deputy Minister of State warned against the 

plan of a multispeed European integration. There is 

already a group of States that might be considered as the 

centre and others, the periphery; and the main question 

is how we deal with this in the future and which reforms 

we should use to decrease this gap. 

Mr. László Boros agreed that the EU should protect 

the achievements of the last 60 years, but that we 

should bear in mind that the integration process 

was started with the purpose of seeking further 

integration and not to stop at one point. He stated 

that in Hungary there is some uncertainty about the 

respect and acceptation of some European values. 

Focusing only on one point and creating a sense 

of anger towards EU institutions is dangerous and 

counterproductive. He emphasized, that serious 

reforms can only be implemented with the reform 

of all of the institutions. He stated that there are 

still many uncertainties within the EU and we still 

do not know where Macron’s place in the EP will 

be or which side Italy will take. Also, the system 

of seat allocation is too disproportionate and has 

to be reformed: it is not fair that in Germany 

one seat needs 800.000 voters, while in Malta 

the number is 80.000. He emphasized how EU 

institutions should try to reduce the democratic 

deficit and that the yellow card procedure is a 

useful tool, but that the process might have to 

be regulated. According to him, transnational 

lists will not increase the distance between voters 

and EP, but that it will further harmonise the 

democratic system within the EP. Moreover, the 

multispeed EU already exists, and it is up to those 

nations outside the core to manage this situation 

with a more prepositive approach and with more 

openness. 

Ms Erzsébet Kardosné-Kaponyi emphasized 

how the EU is in a situation as in 2014, when 

the heads of State were called to reform all of 

the institutions. According to her, Brexit is still 

an ongoing process in which everybody is trying 

to out trump the other. The UK will be weaker 
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outside the EU and the EU without the UK will be 

less productive. As a lawyer she emphasized the 

importance of norms and she affirmed that the 

leading procedures are those inside the treaties. 

As long as we do not have a new treaty we have 

to follow the one in force. Only the Court has the 

right to settle disputes between countries and 

to give the correct interpretation of the treaties. 

She stated that now it is important to understand 

which direction the EU will take, whether towards 

a federal or confederal union. The topic of the 

distribution of seats is only a detail that can be discussed 

also at the end. The speaker mentioned the Cambridge 

Compromise formula according to which Hungary will 

receive less seats than in the current situation, but that 

will correct today’s discrepancies between the number 

of seats and population. In this sense, V4 countries 

should work together to make their voices heard, but in 

a smart way. The Cohesion policy is very important for 

those countries trying to converge toward the centre. 

She affirmed that EU first needs reform before any 

other possible enlargement. 
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Le 12 juin, la Fondation a organisé un débat à Strasbourg au siège de l ’Associat ion parlementaire 

européenne en présence de 5 députés européens (Mmes Anne Sander (FR) et Roza Thun (PL), 

MM. Massimil iano Sal ini (IT), Pascal Arimont (BE) et Alain Cadec (FR). Le débat était animé 

par M. Jean-Dominique Giul iani, président de la Fondation Robert Schuman. Son objecti f  était 

de mettre en valeur le Parlement européen et ses apports à l ’amélioration des condit ions de 

vie des citoyens européens. A un an des élect ions européennes, l ’object i f  était de débattre 

de l ’act ion des députés au Parlement, de leur rôle au  sein de cette inst itut ion encore mal 

connue, de leur engagement pour les l ibertés et les droits des citoyens, de l ’ impact de leurs 

votes sur la vie quotidienne des Européens. 

Strasbourg le 12 juin 2018
Strasbourg on 12th June 2018

LA SEULE INSTITUTION DE L’UNION ÉLUE AU 

SUFFRAGE UNIVERSEL DIRECT EST LE CŒUR 

DE LA DÉMOCRATIE EUROPÉENNE.

Au nom de la diversité, ce rapport est rédigé en 

français, d’abord parce que les débats ont eu lieu dans 

cette langue et parce tous les députés présents, bien 

que majoritairement non français (3 sur 5) étaient 

francophones.

M. Giuliani a remercié les députés de leur présence et 

l’assistance venue nombreuse (plus d’une centaine de 

personnes) malgré l’horaire peu pratique imposé par 

l’ordre du jour du Parlement dont l’agenda de la séance 

plénière était ce jour-là particulièrement chargé.

Cet évènement a, par ailleurs, été labellisé par le 

gouvernement français (ministère des Affaires européennes) 

comme une « consultation citoyenne » à part entière, ce qui 

a rendu possible une communication extérieure particulière. 

La place de Strasbourg

Mme Sander a été beaucoup questionnée sur le maintien 

du siège du Parlement à Strasbourg alors que certaines 
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voix réclamaient encore le jour même son transfert, du 

fait d’un incident ferroviaire entre Bruxelles et Strasbourg.

Elle a  rappelé ce que prévoyaient les traités et 

le constant soutien des autorités françaises à ce 

maintien. Elue Alsacienne; elle est en première 

ligne dans ce débat récurrent qui constitue, pour 

elle, un symbole de l’importance du lien franco-

allemand et un exemple de la diversité de l’Union, 

les institutions et agences européennes étant 

réparties entre les Etats membres sur l’ensemble 

du territoire de l’Union.

La capitale belge étant déjà beaucoup critiquée par 

beaucoup d’eurosceptiques comme le symbole d’une 

prétendue « bureaucratie européenne », le fait, 

pour l’Union, de disposer d’une pluralité de sièges, 

renforce à l’évidence l’inanité de cette opprobre et 

met en évidence la diversité européenne.

L’engagement européen et la réalité du travail 

du Parlement.

Tous les membres du Parlement présents ont rappelé 

les raisons de leur engagement pour l’Europe. A 

des titres divers, ils ont expliqué pourquoi ils ont 

été candidats aux élections européennes. Ils ont 

expliqué le travail qu’ils accomplissent au sein des 

commissions, les responsabilités qu’ils exercent au 

sein de l’Assemblée - le président de la commission 

des Pêches, M. Cadec, a ainsi expliqué en détail 

le fonctionnement de sa fonction – et comment se 

déroule le processus  législatif européen.

Une discussion de caractère pédagogique a ainsi révélé 

que nombre de citoyens, connaissant sans doute mieux 

les procédures en cours au sein de certains parlements 

nationaux  notamment en France à l’Assemblée 

nationale, connaissaient mal les spécificités du 

fonctionnement du Parlement européen.

Malgré un public sans doute relativement averti, 

un vrai manque d’informations sur le rôle du 

Parlement européen est apparu parmi l’assistance. La 

terminologie officielle  employée n’aide pas toujours 

une compréhension par le public le plus large public. 

Avec leurs mots et surtout leurs expériences, leurs 

récits vécus appuyés par des exemples concrets de la 

manière dont se fabrique la législation européenne, 

les députés ont, tour à tour, su rendre plus claires les 

missions qui sont les leurs et leurs apports aux textes 

en discussion.

Ces explications institutionnelles ont été nécessaires 

pour bien  comprendre les différentes missions du 

Parlement. 
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Les sujets d’actualité

De nombreuses questions leur ont été posées sur les 

sujets d’actualité. 

Bien entendu, M. Salini a essuyé de nombreuses 

questions sur la situation politique dans cet Etat 

fondateur qu’est l’Italie,  sur le gouvernement en place 

(depuis 10 jours à l’époque) et notamment sur sa 

politique migratoire et économique.

Dans le même ordre d’idées, de nombreuses questions 

ont été posées à Mme Thun sur la situation en Pologne 

et sur les projets du gouvernement en place. Elle a 

rappelé l’action entreprise par l’Union au titre de 

l’article 7 (qui vise la Pologne mais pourrait toucher 

d’autres pays à l’avenir), ses vives inquiétudes sur 

la politique par son pays suivie depuis 2015 et les 

attaques personnelles dont elle est régulièrement 

l’objet. 

De nombreuses questions ont concerné le respect des 

droits fondamentaux et des valeurs qui forgent le socle 

de l’identité européenne et qui la différencie des autres 

acteurs internationaux, y compris les Etats-Unis  

Les sujets économiques et sociaux (travail détaché, 

harmonisations sociale et fiscale, numérique) restent 

d’ailleurs l’une des principales préoccupations du 

public notamment dans cette région transfrontalière. 

Tout ce qui peut fluidifier les échanges, amenuiser les 

barrières et restreindre les divergences est considéré 

comme une priorité pour renforcer le marché intérieur 

et pour permettre à l’Europe de mieux affronter les 

défis du futur. 

M. Arimont a d’ailleurs rappelé tout ce qui est en cours 

dans le domaine du numérique et des technologies 

d’avenir (IA).

La discussion a porté enfin sur la place de l’Europe 

dans le monde et sur les conséquences du départ 

des Britanniques. De nombreuses interrogations 

concernent notamment le domaine de l’agriculture et 

de la pêche. M. Cadec a pu préciser ce qu’il en était 

dans ce domaine. 

Mais chacun a pu constater, selon le résumé d’un 

participant, « qu’il est plus facile de critiquer l’Union 

que de la quitter ».

L’importance du budget

Plusieurs participants ont interrogé les députés sur la 

discussion budgétaire en cours.

Comme il s’agit là de l’une des principales compétences du 

Parlement, les députés ont été vivement incités à défendre la 

politique agricole commune et les ambitions budgétaires de 
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l’Europe pour relever les défis auxquels l’Union doit collectivement 

faire face (lutte contre le terrorisme, sécurité, migrations).

Les députés ont notamment évoqué les premières initiatives 

prises dans le domaine de la défense et ont explicité leurs votes 

sur le fonds européen de défense.

Plusieurs personnes présentes dans le public se sont déclarées 

« préoccupées » que les eurosceptiques puissent troubler le 

débat budgétaire en réclamant des économies au motif que 

l’échelon national serait plus pertinent que l’action collective 

européenne.

Les députés ont assuré qu’ils entendaient bien défendre 

un  budget européen conséquent pour que l’action 

de l’Union soit plus visible et plus efficace. Ils ont 

réfuté les arguments sur la prétendue « impuissance 

européenne » en exposant que, malgré la modestie 

du budget au regard des ressources dont disposent 

les Etats membres, la fixation de priorités, la gestion, 

le contrôle et l’exécution du budget communautaire 

constituaient à bien des égards des exemples dont 

pourraient s’inspirer nombre d’Etats membres. 

L’appel à une Europe des projets concrets 

Européen, le public a toutefois regretté que l’on ne 

discerne plus aussi clairement les lignes directrices 

du projet européen. En près de 70 ans, l’Europe est 

passée du rêve à la réalité et les grandes espérances 

semblent avoir été déçues par une construction par 

trop diplomatique, dont les citoyens ne perçoivent pas 

ou plus les effets.

Plusieurs voix ont ainsi demandé aux députés de veiller 

à ce que les lois qu’ils votent aient un impact positif sur 

la vie quotidienne des Européens afin que ces derniers 

en mesurent davantage tout le bénéfice. Plusieurs 

exemples ont été rappelés par les députés (itinérance 

téléphonique, protection du consommateur, etc.)

« L’Europe ne doit pas être que des contraintes, il est 

nécessaire d’avoir aussi des projets fédérateurs » a 

ainsi affirmé un participant.

L’appel à « une Europe concrète » - porteuse de 

projets (avec tous les Etats membres si possible, 

mais à quelques-uns seulement à défaut), de 

projets par l’exemple - qui apporte une réponse aux 

questionnements du moment, qui trace une voie 

résolument européenne pour l’avenir et qui soit 

davantage compréhensible, recueille, comme souvent, 

l’approbation des participants.

Cette réunion s’est déroulée dans une ambiance 

studieuse. Les participants se sont révélés très 

satisfaits de la présence de cinq parlementaires 

européens avec lesquels ils ont pu échanger 

librement.

Les représentants de la Fondation ont 

particulièrement apprécié la vive attention 

du public, ses attentes et ses réactions très 

positives. Ils estiment que de telles réunions sont 

particulièrement utiles dans la perspective des 

prochaines élections européennes.


