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FOREWORD





The year 2001 started for TEPSA by assessing the Nice Treaty results and finished by commenting on the Laeken declaration and preparing the basis for the Convention’s large debate. In January TEPSA held a very stimulating  seminar  on the IGC 2000 Conclusions with the participation of some eminent negotiators of the Nice Treaty and representatives of TEPSA in the European University Institute of Florence. Our interest in Laeken’s agenda was evident in two special meetings to discuss its results which took place in December. TEPSA’s second major feature concerned the development of a Common Foreign and Security Policy which was further  reinforced by the events of September 11th and the subsequent war in Afghanistan. 



Other issues of high profile was the preparation for the EMU and the key issue of EU monetary policy. A significant study was done on the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines for the European Parliament. It analysed the role of the European Parliament and of new models of governance in European economic policy-making, the implementation of BEPG as well as the stability and convergence programmes of the member states and the global economic context and its prospects for recovery.

	

TEPSA organised traditionally two conferences in Brussels (23-24 April) and Madrid (22-23 November) on the main issues of the Belgian and Spanish presidencies. In both there was a lively debate on the Union’s institutions and policies, particularly regarding enlargement and the European security issues.



TEPSA’s genuine interest on enlargement was evident in organising conferences on Europe’s borders, involving Turkey, Ukraine and Belarus: on the European Union’s understanding of Turkey, on the relationship between the EU and Ukraine as well as situation in Belarus. The CFSP group had its regular meeting in September. Apart from the field of CFSP, TEPSA launched a new project on Greece’s 20 years of membership which is expected to carry on in 2002. Other studies are related to issues such as constitutionalism and the future of the European Union and EU competition policy.



As usual, outside the six months presidency conferences, TEPSA activities are displayed in the various forms of conferences nurtured by preliminary reports, of collective research fuelled through intermediate and final meetings and of speeches delivered for TEPSA friends in the Fondation Universitaire in Brussels.



This range of activities points to TEPSA’s capacities as a network to provide expertise. Furthermore as each member has an input TEPSA combines its Brussels- based experience with its members’ national views and arrives at a well balanced approach. Our networking function has been considerably enhanced due to the TEPSA website, which presents an updated panorama of activities and events organised in Brussels and abroad.



We look forward to responding to the challenges of 2002, ready to actively follow the activities of the Convention and the whole debate on the ultimate shape of the European architecture. We hope that the reflection on Europe’s future will                                        further contribute to the flourishing of our network.





 Christian Franck

Secretary-General of TEPSA







�ABOUT TEPSA





TEPSA (Trans European Policy Studies Association) is an independent organisation, established in 1974 at the initiative of a number of European institutes and aiming at the promotion of international research on European integration in order to stimulate discussion on policies and political options for Europe. TEPSA links affiliated national institutes from all Union member states and has associated members in the candidate countries of Central and Eastern Europe.





The aim of TEPSA is to study European public policy in the interests of the European decision-makers and citizens. Among the many bodies that seek to provide enlightenment and advice about European policies, TEPSA has some specific qualities. It offers a problem-solving approach for those who want the EU to develop. While trying to be objective about the problems and realistic about the possibilities, TEPSA prefers solutions that tend towards closer integration, hence is more likely to identify them, and can be of more use than most other bodies to those that want such solutions. TEPSA gives a Europe-wide view combined with member states' views of the subjects studied. The network gives us the chance to know more than bodies at European level about the member states' views, and more than separate bodies in member states about the other member states and about the European level.





The subjects on which TEPSA works concern for the most part the working of the EU and the problems that affect it, together with its development towards more integration. The analyses are confined to elements that contribute to development towards a real Union. Main topics of interest are : Economic and Monetary Union; institutional reform / constitutional reforms; Common Foreign and Security Policy; external relations; Justice and Home Affairs; enlargement; citizens' support. 





The international conferences are the main vehicle to promote direct contact between politicians, academics, national and European civil servants, journalists and people working in the field of education. These conferences are prepared for TEPSA by one of the member institutes and based on research carried out by this institute or by an ad hoc TEPSA study group. 



The most important are the pre-presidential conferences. Twice a year TEPSA organises such a conference in co-operation with the government called to assume the next presidency of the European Union. These presidential conferences bring together elements of TEPSA work and thinking, with the policy preferences of the presidential country and the policy possibilities of the EU. TEPSA contributes a perspective based on the views of most member states and on a non-bureaucratic inspiration for constructive European policies.





TEPSA disseminates the proceedings of conferences and results of research project through a wide range of publications with Presses Interuniversitaires européennes, Brussels; Europa Union Verlag, Bonn; Kogan Page, London; Pinter, London; and Lynne Rienner, Boulder (Co.). One of the specific features of TEPSA – a multinational and multidisciplinary network of research – results in the publication of biennial publications such as MAASTRICHT-WATCH (1994-1997), EU ENLARGEMENT WATCH (since 1998) and the EURO-SPECTATOR (since 1999). Research results of TEPSA are also published in the following journals of its member institutes:



‘International Spectator’ and ‘Documenti IAI’, Rome; 

‘Les Lettres de l’AFEUR’, Paris; 

‘CERI Working papers’, Madrid; 

‘DUPI Working papers’ and ‘FOCUS’, Copenhagen; 

‘Integration’ and ‘CFSP Newsletter’, Bonn/Berlin; 

‘EKEM Newsletter’, Athens; 

‘Foreign Policy Challenges’, Helsinki;

‘Journal of International Relations and Development’, Ljubljana; 

‘European Document Series’, Dublin; 

‘The Clingendael Newsletter’, Den Haag;

‘UI Newsletter’ and ‘Working papers’, Stockholm;

‘Federal Trust Working papers’, London.



TEPSA is directed by a Chairman, Wolfgang WESSELS (Jean Monnet Chair, University of Cologne)   and a Secretary General, Christian FRANCK (Université Catholique de Louvain-la-Neuve). Its structures further include the Assembly, composed of the directors of all the member institutes and associated member institutes and a governing body, the board. This board is composed by the Chairman, the Secretary General and following members : Gianni BONVICINI, Andrew DUFF, Gunilla HEROLF, Otmar HÖLL, Maria KARASINSKA-FENDLER, Jean-Victor LOUIS, Stéphane RODRIGUES, and Alvaro VESCONCELOS. 





�1. CONFERENCES



1.1. THE PRESIDENCY CONFERENCES







LA PRESIDENCE BELGE L’UNION EUROPEENNE

Brussels, 26-27 April 2001

Organised by the SEP/GEPE







La Conférence sur ‘la présidence belge de l’Union européenne’, a été organisée par le Groupe d’Etude politiques européennes (GEPE) les 26 et 27 avril 2001 ŕ Bruxelles, avec le concours du réseau TEPSA (Trans European Policy Studies Association), dont le GEPE est le membre belge. 



L’ordre du jour du colloque des 26 et 27 avril 2001 suivait les grandes lignes d’un programme ambitieux de la Présidence belge dans quatre domaines :



les éléments constitutionnels du développement de l’intégration

la cohésion économique et sociale

l’espace de liberté, de sécurité et de justice

la politique de sécurité et de défense.	





I. Eléments constitutionnnels de développement de l’intégration		



Conformément au programme adopté par le gouvernement dčs décembre 2000 et précisé par la suite, il conviendrait d’aller au-delŕ du mandat strict donné par le Traité de Nice et de faire adopter par la Déclaration de Laeken un agenda, une méthode et des orientations devant aboutir ŕ 2004 ŕ un nouveau pacte fondateur de nature constitutionnelle.



Les pays candidats doivent ętre associés ŕ la réforme.



Le pacte doit renforcer la légitimation démocratique et la transparence de l’Union et de ses institutions. Ce pacte comporterait un traité simplifié définissant les éléments essentiels des pouvoirs de l’Union et de ses institutions en soulignant en particulier les objectifs, les principes généraux, les compétences, et la répartition des fonctions entre les institutions.



Sa réalisation doit ętre abordée avec la volonté de permettre la réalisation des objectifs de base de l’intégration européenne, et en particulier, de la solidarité et de la cohésion économique et sociale.



La clarification de la répartition des compétences de l’Union ne peut aboutir ŕ une modification des équilibres existants.



Le principe de base reste celui de la subsidiarité selon lequel des compétences sont attribuées ŕ l’échelon, supérieur ou inférieur, qui est le mieux ŕ męme de résoudre le problčme.



Quel que soit le résultat de l’exercice, il est indispensable que subsiste une disposition comme celle de l’article 308 (ex art. 235) qui assure au systčme une flexibilité minimale.



On peut espérer que la discussion prochaine du rapport de la Commission sur la gouvernance de l’Union européenne permette d’apporter des éléments utiles pour une clarification sur la définition des responsabilités aux différents niveaux.



L’élaboration du Pacte ou la définition des principes devant permettre cette élaboration devraient ętre confiées ŕ une convention, analogue ŕ celle ayant préparé la Charte des Droits fondamentaux.





II. Cohésion économique et sociale



L’élargissement de l’Union européenne va accroître la diversité des modčles économiques et sociaux.



La convergence des politiques économiques et sociales va donc se heurter ŕ une difficulté supplémentaire.



L’Union monétaire constitue certes toujours le noyau de cette convergence : celle-ci doit cependant ętre accompagnée de politiques volontaristes en matičre économique et sociale notamment pour les pays de la zone euro.



Le Conseil Ecofin ou l’Eurogroupe ne peut ętre le seul centre de telles politiques. Il doit ętre complété au minimum par un Conseil économique de la zone euro, préfiguration d’une sorte de « Gouvernement économique » de l’Union.



La Présidence belge devra mettre en śuvre la stratégie adoptée par le Conseil européen de mars 2000 (dite : Stratégie de Lisbonne) pour réagir aux défis par un effort volontariste visant ŕ une convergence plus substantielle entre les sociétés européennes.



Dans le cadre du développement du modčle social européen, ceci pourrait comporter au cours du second semestre 2001 : 



la vérification de la Stratégie européenne pour l’emploi et le renforcement des lignes directrices pour 2002 par l’inclusion de la qualité de l’emploi ;

la synthčse entre le processus « Bottom-up » des plans nationaux contre l’exclusion sociale et les orientations centrales « Top-down » de la Commission (indicateurs communs), ce qui sera une tâche délicate ;

l’application de la Méthode Ouverte de Coordination également ŕ la réforme des systčmes nationaux des pensions ;

la formulation d’un cadre européen de régulation pour le développement des services publics nationaux et européens (en vue d’un rééquilibrage par rapport aux décennies de dérégulation) ;

l’inclusion de la dimension sociale dans le processus de négociation avec les États candidats.	





III. Espace de liberté, sécurité et justice



Conformément aux conclusions de Tampere, la présidence belge devra porter une attention particuličre ŕ l’élaboration d’un régime d’asile européen commun pleinement respectueux des engagements internationaux des États membres, et en particulier, de la convention de Genčve. Il s’agira également de fournir des efforts afin d’assurer un traitement équitable pour les ressortissants des pays tiers qui résident légalement sur le territoire des États membres.



 La présidence belge devrait également s’atteler ŕ l’élaboration d’une politique commune globale en matičre d’immigration qui repose notamment sur un partenariat avec les pays d’origine et sur la lutte contre l’immigration irréguličre et, en particulier, les filičres de passeurs. 



L’établissement d’un véritable espace européen de justice de męme que la lutte contre la criminalité comporteront par priorité la reconnaissance mutuelle des décisions judiciaires, qu’elles soient rendues dans le domaine civil ou dans les matičres pénales et la poursuite des efforts entamés dans la voie de l’harmonisation de certaines incriminations et sanctions communes ainsi que dans l’examen de procédures simplifiées d’extradition de personnes incriminées.



La mise sur pied d’Eurojust fera également partie des défis ŕ relever, de męme que l’adoption de mesures visant ŕ accroître l’efficacité d’Europol.





IV. Politique de sécurité et de défense 



La présidence belge devrait relancer le débat sur les priorités de la PESC et les grandes orientations stratégiques sans lesquelles il n’y aura pas de politique de défense de l’Union. Dans cette démarche, on devrait réexaminer les stratégies communes déjŕ approuvées ŕ la lumičre des grandes options en matičre de politique étrangčre, en leur donnant aussi la traduction requise sur le plan de la sécurité et de la défense proprement dites.



En effet la politique étrangčre de l’Union doit avoir une identité compatible avec les valeurs qu’elle défend ŕ l’échelle interne, ce qui implique d’accorder la priorité ŕ la promotion des droits de l’homme, ŕ l’appui aux réformes démocratiques, ŕ la construction de l’État de droit.



Au cours des derničres années, la PESD a accompli des progrčs substantiels (Traités de Maastricht et d’Amsterdam, accords de Saint-Malo de 1998, etc.) et il appartiendra ŕ la présidence belge de mettre en śuvre les décisions prises ŕ Nice dans ce domaine, afin d’en assurer le caractčre opérationnel.



Plusieurs problčmes importants ne sont cependant pas résolus. La présidence belge pourrait s’efforcer d’en faire avancer la solution.



On peut mentionner notamment



la nécessité d’accroître le personnel militaire pour rendre la force opérationnelle efficace ;

la nécessité de mettre ŕ sa disposition les fonds disponibles dans le cadre d’un budget unique ;

la promotion de toute structure européenne dans le domaine des industries d’armement ;

la promotion des réalisations européennes dans le domaine des reconnaissances satellites et des capacités des forces de lancement ŕ longue portée.	



A plus long terme, a été évoquée la création d’une Union Européenne de Défense au sein de l’UE. Cette Union s’appuierait sur un Commissariat articulé sur la Commission européenne dont un Vice-Président se spécialiserait dans les problčmes de défense.



Ce Commissariat serait l’organe de proposition, d’exécution et de gestion de tous les programmes économiques, industriels, technologiques, scientifiques et spatiaux liés ŕ la défense.



Mais l’ensemble de ces propositions en matičre de défense postule un renforcement de la politique extérieure commune et de sécurité qui appelle un nouveau concept liant les missions de Petersberg aux questions d’équipement et d’industrie de l’armement.



La politique européenne de défense pourrait se développer dans ce cadre, comme un nouveau grand projet européen mobilisateur. 





Le colloque n’a pas abordé spécifiquement la question de la faisabilité de l’ensemble des réalisations évoquées, au sein d’une Union européenne élargie, bien que cette perspective était présente dans les rapports et les débats. Le sentiment général est que la perspective de la « réunification » du Continent ne doit pas ętre une raison de diminuer le niveau des exigences et des ambitions. Dans un avenir proche, il sera impérieux pour les États et leurs citoyens de choisir quelle Union ils veulent.

�



TOWARDS AN EFFECTIVE AND ENLARGED EU -

THE SPANISH PRESIDENCY OF THE EUROPEAN UNION



Madrid, 23 November 2001

Organised by the CERI (Centro Espańol de Relaciones Internationales – Fundacion Jose Ortega y Gasset) and the Instituto de Estudios Europeos (Universidad San Pablo-CEU) 







TEPSA’s second presidential conference of the year was organised by the CERI (Centro Espańol de Relaciones Internationales – the Fundacion Jose Ortega y Gasset) and the Instituto de Estudios Europeos (Universidad San Pablo-CEU) and took place in the Fundation José Ortega y Gasset. Representatives of almost all European member states and of a large number of candidate countries attended the meeting. Among the numerous speakers were academics from various European countries, Spanish politicians and officials and representatives from the European institutions. 



The conference was financially supported by the European Commission (EC Delegation in Spain) and the European Parliament (Office in Spain).



The participants were welcomed by José VARELA ORTEGA, Vice-president of the José Ortega y Gasset Foundation, José Maria BENEYTO, Director of the Instituto de Estudios Europeos,  Miguel MOLTO CALVO, Director of the European Commission Office in Madrid as well as Wolfgang WESSELS in the name of TEPSA.



Antonio GARRIGUES WALKER, President of the Ortega y Gasset Foundation introduces the key speaker  of the conference Ramón DE MIGUEL, Spanish Secretary of State for European Integration, who presented key priorities for the Swedish presidency. Six major points were enumerated as principal objectives of the Spanish Presidency: combating terrorism in the area of freedom, security and justice; successful introduction of the euro; impetus to the Lisbon Process at the Barcelona European Council; EU enlargement; external relations: ore Europe in the world and the debate on the future of Europe.  Spain aims at following all those objectives for a more prosperous and dynamic Europe at the service of citizens. 



The opening speech by Ramón de Miguel was followed by an evaluation of the Belgian Presidency by Christian FRANCK, Secretary General of TEPSA and Professor at the University Louvain–la-Neuve, and a view on the prospective of the Danish Presidency by Per CARLSEN, Director of the Danish Institute of International Affairs.



Four thematic panels followed the first introductory part of the conference. Each of them was devoted to crucial areas of EU cooperation and directly linked to the priorities of the Spanish Presidency:



The debate on the future of the European Union on the eve of the Laeken declaration



Alvaro RODRIGUEZ BEREIJO (Council for the debate on the EU future), José Maria BENEYTO, Jacek SARYUSZ-WOLSKI (former Polish Secretary of State for European Integration), Andreas MAURER (University of Cologne)and Carlos WESTENDROP (MEP) discussed  issues related to the institutional reform of the EU in a larger context of the debate on Europe’s future. Topics for discussion included the methodological debate: how should future EU reforms be undertaken?; the Nice Treaty mandate: the delimitation of powers; the status of the Charter of Fundamental Rights; the simplification of treaties as well as  the role of national parliaments.



The European Union as an area for freedom, security and justice



Fernando CARBAJO (Director of the EP Office in Spain),  Ignacio ASTARLOA (Undersecretary, Spanish Ministry of Justice), Gerardo GALEOTE (MEP),  Manuel MEDINA (MEP), Hanspeter NEUHOLD (University of Vienna) and  Stéphane RODRIGUES ( Association Française d’Etudes pour l’Union Européenne) discussed on the Tampere Council agenda, the development of Eurojust and Europol and the possible consequences of the events of 11 September 2001.



The European Union’s socio-economic agenda



Jesús RIUZ HUERTA (University Rey Juan Carlos), Iain BEGG (South Bank University), Germán BEJERANO (Spanish MFA), Franciso CABRILLO ( Instituto Universitario Ortega y Gasset), Hans LABOHM (The Clingendael Institute) and Laurent VAN DEPOELE (GEPE/SEP Belgium) were discussant in the economic part of the conference.  They touched upon issues like the economic governance of the European Union; the introduction of the Euro and its consequences; the Lisbon Council agenda: achievements and shortcomings and the Göteborg Council agenda: economic growth, social cohesion and environmental protection.



The European Union as an international actor



The last part of the conference was devoted to a discussion on EU international dimension, CFSP and three dimensions of EU external relations: Mediterranean, Latin America and Euro Atlantic relationship. Speakers included: Charles POWELL (CERI), José M. DE AREILZA CARVAJAL (Instituto Universitario Ortega y Gasset), Rafael BARDAJI (Spanish Ministry of Defence), Gunilla HEROLF (Swedish Institute of International Affairs), Raimon OBIOLS (MEP), Elfriede REGELSBERGER (IEP Berlin) and Alvaro VASCONCELOS (Instituto de Estudos Estrategicos e Internacionais, Lisboa)







 



�1.2. OTHER CONFERENCES AND MEETINGS





BULGARIA’S FOREIGN POLICY



Brussels, 16 January 2001

Guest: H.E. Mr. Konstantin DIMITROV, 

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of Bulgaria to Belgium and Head of Mission to NATO

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat





During this TEPSA Friends Meeting, the Ambassador Konstantin Dimitrov presented the priorities in Bulgarian Foreign Policy and concentrated primary on the security dimension and on Bulgarian transformation process on the way to EU membership. 

� HYPERLINK "http://www.hri.org/MFA/thesis/autumn97/14.html" �The main goals of Bulgarian foreign policy are to establish the most favourable conditions for the country's economic development and the reinforcement of its national security. In the sector of foreign economic relations, the main issue that Bulgaria has to solve is to secure the international community's widest possible support to the irreversible and conscious conciliatory policy of co-operation with Europe. In the security sector of equal importance is the issue of the country's incorporation into NATO and in the other organisations for the security of the continent. 

Bulgaria, as an associated EU member, notes with special attention the procedure of the gradual building up of the common defence policy within the framework of the EU. The WEU stance towards the solution of various problems, as has been formulated in the Petersburg Proclamation, could play a large role in stability on the continent and the prevalence of peace in areas of possible future conflict.

 Bulgaria tries to coordinate all its activities in the area with the foreign and security policy of the EU and with the terms and positions agreed upon within the context of NATO, and accepted by the Organisation for Co-operation and Security in Europe (OCSE). Under the present conditions prevailing in the area, Bulgaria's government is convinced that multilateral co-operation is the most fruitful and effective way to efface the traditional partition lines in south-eastern Europe

Bulgaria’s  primary goal concerns the development of relations with those countries which will be Bulgaria's partners within the context of the European Union and NATO. Bulgaria hopes that they will help not only in securing the required means, but also in influencing policies within these structures towards improving the country's stance in the field of internal development. 

A special place is reserved for relations with Russia, but also Greece and Turkey.





�



DOES THE EU REALLY UNDERSTANDS TURKEY?



Round table debate

Brussels, 26 February 2001

Speakers: Alexandre ADLER, Nihat AKYOL, Bozkurt GÜVENC, Richard MORNINGSTAR, Norman STONE, Guy VANHAEVERBEKE

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat? THE British Embassy



The discussion and the lunch sought to take a step back from the day-to-day EU-Turkish relationship by looking at Turkey’s cultural and historical dimension and by asking whether the EU really understands Turkey.  Would a better understanding of what makes Turkey tick improve the relationship?  



The round table was led by a panel chaired by Dr. Guy Vanhaeverbeke, Former Director of the European Parliament and Former Secretary General of TEPSA and speakers included:



- Nihat Akyol, Head of Mission of Turkey to the European Union

- Richard Morningstar, Head of Mission of the United States to the European Union

- Bozkurt Güvenç, Professor of History and Anthropology in Turkey

- Alexandre Adler, Redacteur en Chef, Courrier International

- Norman Stone



The audience (about 70 people) included representatives from the Commission, European Parliament, EU Permanent Representations, Belgian Government, media and other policy institutes.



The debate was followed by a lunch at which Norman Stone, Professor of International Relations at Bilkent University, Ankara (formerly Professor of Modern History at Oxford University) was the guest speaker. 



(EU) UE/TURQUIE : UNE TABLE RONDE DE LA TEPSA A SOULIGNE L’IMPORTANCE DE DEVELOPPER LE DIALOGUE ENTRE SOCIETES POUR SURMONTER LES INCOMPREHENSIONS



Bruxelles, 28/02/2001 (Agence Europe) – Plusieurs participants ŕ une table ronde sur le thčme « L’Union européenne comprend-elle la Turquie? » organisée lundi ŕ Bruxelles par la TEPSA (Trans European Policy Studies Association), ŕ un moment oů la Turquie est secouée par une grave crise économique et politique, ont affirmé que l’UE doit profiter de cette occasion difficile pour faire comprendre aux autorités turques combien il est essentiel qu’elles surmontent cette crise. On ne saurait se contenter de dire simplement qu’on suit les développements de la situation, a dit un participant. Les orateurs intervenus ŕ la table ronde étaient les ambassadeurs de Turquie et des Etats-Unis auprčs de l’Union européenne, Nihat Akyol et Richard Morningstar, le professeur d’histoire et d’anthropologie en Turquie Güvenc Bozkurt, le professeur de relations internationales ŕ l’université d’Ankara Norman Stone, le rédacteur en chef du Courrier international Alexandre Adler et Guy Vanhaeverbeke, ancien Secrétaire général de TEPSA.



La table ronde s’est déroulée ŕ quelques semaines de la présentation, récemment annoncée par les autorités turques, du programme national d’adaptation de la Turquie ŕ l’acquis communautaire, une étape importante qui signifie, comme l’a noté un des orateurs, que l’admission de la Turquie comme candidat ŕ adhérer ŕ l’Union européenne n’est plus seulement « une décision politique ŕ haut niveau », mais qu’elle s’inscrit dans un processus concret, comportant des décisions des nature législative, comme l’adoption par le Conseil, le jour męme, du rčglement sur le partenariat d’adhésion (voir EUROPE des 26/27 février, p.10), aprčs l’approbation du rapport Swoboda par le Parlement européen. Que se passera-t-il si ce programme national ne satisfait pas les exigences de l’UE ? s’est inquiété un participant. D’autres lui ont répliqué que le scepticisme n’est pas de mise, et que, si des problčmes se posent, les instruments pour les régler sont lŕ : rapports de progrčs de la Commission, Conseils d’association….



Le processus exige « beaucoup de dynamisme des deux côtés », a estimé un participant qui a aussi souligné l’importance que le rapprochement de la Turquie ŕ l’Europe suscite l’« assentiment de la société ».Voilŕ pourquoi une proposition comme celle de créer un forum de discussion entre la société civile turque et l’européenne, énoncée dans le rapport Morillon sur la Turquie adopté par le Parlement européen, a été trčs bien accueillie. Des initiatives comme l’imminente création d’une Fondation UE/Turquie, qui sera installée ŕ Bruxelles, et la mise en place en Turquie d’une antenne du Collčge d’Europe de Bruges vont dans ce sens (un orateur a dit avoir constaté que des étudiants turcs n’arrivaient pas ŕ comprendre pourquoi ils ne pouvaient pas, jusqu’ici, bénéficier du programme Socrates).



Certains participants, qui ont souligné l’importance géopolitique de la Turquie, ont estimé que cette importance va en fait s’accroître, avec les tensions prévisibles au cours des prochaines années dans le Caucase du Sud et au Moyen-Orient. Ceci justifie le maintien d’une armée forte, męme si l’armée turque, qui a joué un rôle stabilisateur et pro-occidental, devra accepter une certaine perte d’influence, comme un parent qui doit, un jour ou l’autre, laisser ses enfants se débrouiller …, ont remarqué certains orateurs. Un autre a estimé que cette nécessaire transition de l’armée turque vers un rôle plus réduit exigera que l’on permette aux militaires de se reconvertir dans le civil (aussi bien au niveau politique qu’ŕ celui de la haute technologie) et d’y occuper des fonctions ŕ la hauteur de leurs compétences.



Quant au respect des droits de l’homme et de l’état de droit en Turquie, certains orateurs intervenus ont estimé que l’Europe devrait faire preuve d’une certaine patience, face aux efforts faits récemment par la Turquie. Ce pays traverse une phase difficile, un peu comme celle connue il y a dix ans par les pays d’Europe de l’Est : le « mur politique » en Turquie n’est pas encore tombé, mais il a commencé ŕ s’effriter, on parle maintenant de transparence, de lutte contre la corruption, d’éthique, a noté un participant.



Il a été aussi question, pendant cette discussion, de ce que la Turquie peut apporter ŕ l’Europe pour éviter « le choc des civilisations », et lŕ un participant a dit qu’il serait « trčs rassuré » de voir, dans les Balkans, les Albanais, les Bosniaques, s’orienter vers l’islam « séculaire » de la Turquie plutôt que celui prôné par un pays comme l’Iran. Certains orateurs se sont attachés ŕ rappeler l’imbrication de la Turquie dans l’histoire de l’Europe, dčs l’Empire ottoman et bien avant, sans parler de la Turquie moderne de Mustapha Kemal alors que l’un d’eux a souligné que l’héritage légué par l’empire ottoman au kemalisme lui semblait ętre que l’homme doit ętre au service de l’intéręt de l’Etat, vision tout ŕ fait opposée ŕ celle des « démocraties libérales » de l’Union européenne…
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WORKSHOP

“EUROPEANISATION” OF PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION IN EU CANDIDATE COUNTRIES FROM CENTRAL AND EASTERN EUROPE IN THE CONTEXT OF TRANSFORMATION AND INTEGRATION



organised by: the IEP, University of Cologne

Berlin, 1st and 2nd March 2001







The project on Europeanisation of public administrations in EU candidate countries in the context of transformation and integration has following objectives:



the object of the research are the ministerial bureaucracies as part of Public Administration in the five candidate countries of Central and Eastern Europe (Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Poland, Slovenia) in the context of transformation and integration



the ministerial bureaucracies (formation, procedures and performances) are analysed against the background of systematic change and in the view of the developments which are understood as ‘Europeanisation’



the identification and elaboration of the targets set by the European Union for the ministerial bureaucracies within the Central and Eastern European Countries followed by an empirical analysis to outline the structural, quantitative and qualitative dimensions



the systematic comparative evaluation in the light of the orientation theses



The workshop in Berlin focused on the  presentation of the state of the project and  discussion on preliminary results in the light of the orientation theses.
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De NICE ŕ LAEKEN 



Brussels, 20 March 2001

Speakers: S.E. L’Ambassadeur Pierre VIMONT, 

Représentant permanent de la France auprčs de l’Union européenne

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat











NORTHERN SECURITY DIMENSION

Brussels, 3 APRIL 2001



Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat







This conference was an opportunity of launching a book entitled “The Northern EU : National Views on the Emerging Security Dimension” edited by Gianni Bonvicini, Tapani Vaahtoranta & Wolfgang Wessels, and published by TEPSA in 2000.



The book focuses on the northern enlargement of the EU and its impact on the Common Foreign and Security Policy. It concludes, that the EU gained a Northern Dimension when Finland and Sweden joined the Union in 1995. This enlargement to the North, like any enlargement in the past, broadened the agenda of the EU, and the Nordic members have been working within the Union to make their voices heard.



How do the member states perceive the Northern Security Dimension of the Union? What are the main challenges in the North? What is their relative significance? What should the role of the EU be in addressing them? These questions are answered by the authors who were asked to rank he Northern Dimension within the set of foreign policy priorities in their respective country. Perceptions in the EU member states about the role of Russia and other relevant countries are also identified. In this respect, the EU enlargement to the Baltic states is bound to have an important impact on some national debates about the Northern Dimension of the EU and the CFSP.



The debate showed that the importance of northern issues is bound to increase.

Speakers invited included authors of the book and experts in Northern Dimension issues.: 



Chairman 		Prof. Wolfgang Wessels, Chairman of TEPSA

Introduction 		Amb. Antti Satuli, Permanent Representative of Finland to the EU	

Panel			Amb. Anders Bjurner, COPS Representative of Sweden to the EU

			Dr. Mathias Jopp, Director of the Institut für Europäische Politik, Berlin

			Mr. Diego De Ojeda, DG Relex, European Commission

Dr. Tapani Vaahtoranta, Geneva Centre for Security Policy
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EURO-SPECTATOR



Brussels, 20-21 April

Organised by the European University Institute





The second Euro-Spectator seminar took place in the framework of the project launched and directed by Prof. Jean-Victor LOUIS of the European University Institute. The seminar was organised in cooperation with the Institut d’Etudes Européennes de l’Université Libre de Bruxelles (Pôle européen Jean Monnet de Bruxelles) and the Pôle d’attraction interuniversitaire “droit de l’intégration européenne: dimension externe et dimension interne”.



On the first day, the discussions took place at the Banque Nationale de Belgique. The chairman of the seminar, Prof. Jean-Victor LOUIS, introduced the seminar by outlining the purpose of the seminar, the achievements up to now and the future perspectives. This was followed by an informal speech by Prof. Peter Preat, Director of the National Bank of Belgium, on the functioning of the European System of Central Banks.



The first day was dedicated to several aspects of the developments of EMU:

key country developments one year after the start of the third stage of the EMU, focussing on Denmark and the UK;

a comparative perspective on trends of public opinion in the euro area, dealing especially with Ireland, Germany, Austria and the Netherlands;

legal developments in the member states, taking into account banking supervision within the European Union;

reactions towards the monetary policy decisions of the ECB.



The Université Libre de Bruxelles hosted the second day of the conference. Two topics were debated within the broader context of the constitutional debate on the future of Europe:

enlargement of the euro area

the relations of the ECB with the political institutions and the evolution of the informal process of co-operation within the Eurogroup under the French Presidency (trends towards an economic government).



The seminar was concluded with a discussion on the future developments of the project and mainly dealt with the planning and organisation of the reports for the year 2001 (which will also include the developments until 28th of February, 2002 in order to comment on the reactions of public opinion during the change over to euro denominated monetary signs) and the organisation of the concluding conference in October 2002.



Information about the project, the seminar, as well as the reports can be found on the web-site of the European University Institute : http://www.iue.it/LAW/eurospectator/
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THE EUROPEAN UNION AND UKRAINE Conference



Brussels, 24 April 2001

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat, the University of Ličge and Weber Shandwick





Trans European Policy Studies Association (TEPSA), the University of Ličge and Weber Shandwick Public Affairs organised together a conference ‘The EU and Ukraine’ at the European Parliament on Tuesday 24th April 2001.  

The conference provided a forum for frank discussions on all aspects of Ukraine’s developing relations with the EU and brought together more than one hundred high profile politicians, officials, business people, academics, think tanks and journalists from the EU and Ukraine.  

The event assembled high profile spokespersons like:

Anatoliy Zlenko, Foreign Minister, Ukraine

Euhen Marchuk, Secretary of National Security and Defence Council, Ukraine

Vasyl Rohovyi, Minister of Economy, Ukraine



The conference was divided in four sessions on Ukrainian politics and the economy; energy; security and regional relations; and EU-Ukraine relations.  



Introductory welcome

Professor Christian Franck, Secretary-General, TEPSA

Bohdan Hawrylyshyn, Adviser to the Prime Minister of Ukraine



Keynote speeches

Chairman of conference: Bohdan Hawrylyshyn

Anatoly Zlenko, Minister for Foreign Affairs, Ukraine 

Christoph Heusgen, Director, Policy Planning and Early Warning Unit, Council of the EU

Grażyna Bernatowicz, Vice Minister for Foreign Affairs, Poland 

Jan Wiersma MEP, Chairman EU-Ukraine Parliamentary Delegation



Politics and the economy in Ukraine

Chairman: Inna Pidluska, Ukrainian Centre for Independent Political Research, Kiev

Ukraine’s political prospects:  John Tedstrom, former Director for Russia, Ukraine and Eurasia, National Security Council, Washington 

Prospects for the Ukrainian economy:  Vasyl Rohovyi, Minister of Economy, Ukraine 

Internal politics and democracy:  Andrew Wilson, School of Slavonic and East European Studies, University of London

Energy

Chairman: Jim Bown, Energy industry consultant and General Director, Deane Group (Ukraine)

The political and international dimension of energy:  Euhen Marchuk, Secretary of National Security and Defence Council of Ukraine

Gas pipelines:  Frank Duffield, Vice President, Shell International Gas

Nuclear energy:  Gordon Adam MEP



Security and Regional Relations

Chairman: Anatoliy Orel, Deputy Head of the Administration of the President of Ukraine

Defence: Ukraine and NATO:  Marco Carnovale, Eastern European Partners Section, NATO

Relations with Russia: James Sherr, Lincoln College, Oxford





EU-Ukraine Relations

Chairman:  HE Roman Shpek, Head of Mission of Ukraine to the European Communities

EU-Ukraine trade relations: Tom Cradock-Watson, Partner, Arthur Anderson and Board Member, European Business Association, Kiev

JHA co-operation: visas and borders: Pavlo Sultansky, Deputy Head, European Integration Department, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Kiev

Ukraine: the European perspective:  André Vanhaeverbeke, Head of EU Delegation, Kiev



Closing remarks

Chairman of conference: Bohdan Hawrylyshyn

HE Volodymyr Khandogiy, Ambassador of Ukraine to NATO and Belgium

Bernard Rentier, Vice-Rector of the University of Ličge





The contributions form the conference formed the basis for a book of the same title published in January 2002 by the Federal Trust and Kogan Page as part of their series ‘Europe’s Eastern Borders’. This book takes stock of Ukraine's position a decade after independence, and examines its relationship with the EU, past, present and future. Is Ukraine destined always to be a buffer state, or will it become closer to, or even a member of, an enlarged EU? The book looks at various aspects of Ukraine's internal development of relevance to its European aspirations, and at specific issues in EU/Ukraine relations. It examines the topics from a wide variety of perspectives, with contributions from policy-makers and analysts, professionals and practitioners, from Ukraine, the EU and beyond. It presents a kaleidoscopic picture, but one that is at once illuminating and thought-provoking.
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BETWEEN NICE AND GÖTEBORG 



Round table debate

Brussels, 30 May 2001

Speakers: Gunilla Herolf, Amb. Anders Bjurner, Axel Moberg, Christian Franck

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat





Chairman 	Mrs. Gunilla Herolf, Senior Research Fellow, Swedish Institute of International Affairs

Presentations 	Amb. Anders Bjurner, Representative of Sweden to the Political and 

Security Committee : “Towards an Operational EU Crisis Management (ESDP)”

			Mr. Axel Moberg, Director, The Swedish Ministry for Foreign Affairs :

			“The Future of Europe : Procedures and Substance”			

Comments		Prof. Christian Franck, Secretary General of TEPSA	











GOVERNANCE IN THE EUROPEAN UNION

Brussels, 11 September 2001

Guest: Jérôme VIGNON

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat









During the meeting held in the tragic context of 11th of September, Jérôme Vignon responsible for the White book on European Governance, underlined in particular the questions of global governance and global responsibility to boost the effectiveness and enforcement powers of international institutions. He also stressed the necessity for the European Commission to re-orient the European politics in order to close the information gap between EU citizens and the EU. 



The presentation of Mr Vignon aimed at presenting key-points  of the White book and proposals for improvement in the EU policy making, involving all institutions:



Better involvement and more openness

Better policies, regulation and delivery

Global governance

Refocused institutions
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NEW DYNAMISM FOR THE COMMON FOREIGN AND SECURITY POLICY (CFSP)- THE IMPACT OF THE NICE TREATY AND ESDP



Brussels, 13 and 14 September  2001

Organised by: the IEP Berlin, TEPSA General Secretariat





On the 13th and 14th of September 2001 TEPSA together with the  Institut für Europäische Politik (IEP) organised a conference with the title “New Dynamism for the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP)- the Impact of the Nice Treaty and ESDP” in Brussels.



The conference was divided in four sessions. Professor Christian Franck and Dr. Elfriede Regelsberger made the welcome speeches. In the first session what was discussed was “the completion of the Institutional Set-up- the Political and Security Committee and the New Military Infrastructure”. Ambassador Philippe De Schoutheete De Tervarent, former permanent representative of Belgium to the European Union was the chairman while speakers included Ambassador  Anders Bjurner, Permanent Representative  of Sweden to the PSC, General Rainer Schuwirth,  Director  General EUMS of the Secretariat General of the Council and finally Dr. Jolyon Howorth, of the University of Bath. 	



The title of the second session was “Other key Actors in the CFSP and their Interplay: the Presidency, the High Representative, the European Commission”. The chair was held by Pr. Dr. Wolfgang  Wessels, chairman of TEPSA and Professor at the University of Cologne. Introductions were made by Ambassador Alexis Brouhns, Permanent Representative of Belgium to the PSC, Dr. Christoph Heusgen, Head of Policy Unit of the Secretariat General of the Council and Christian Leffler, Deputy Head of Cabinet of Commissioner Patten in the European Commission. Finally statements were read by Dr. Simon Nuttall of the College of Europe and Prof. Dr. Jörg Monar, Director of the Centre for European Politics and Institutions at the University of Leicester.



The lunch was offered by Ambassador Dr. Wilhem Schönfendler, Permanent Representative of the Federal Republic of Germany to the European Union. In the afternoon session the title was “The E.U’s Potential and Performance in Conflict Prevention and Crisis Management- the Great Lakes Region in Africa”. The chair was held by Prof. Dr. Hans W. Maull of the University of Trier and introductions were made by Marc Van Bellinghen, the Head of the Africa Desk in the Belgian Foreign Ministry and Prof. Dr. Siegmar Schmidt of the University of Koblenz-Landau. Statements were made by Fransesca Mosca, Head of Desk Western Africa, Great Lakes of the DG Development in the European Commission and Professor Christian Franck, Secretary General of TEPSA and at the Catholic University of Louvain. 



In the final session whose title was “The EU’s Potential and Performance in Conflict Prevention and Crisis Management- the Western Balkans” the chair was held by Dr. Jürgen Trumpf, former Secretary General of the Council of the European Union. Introductions were made by Ambassador Maurizio Melani, representative of Italy to the PSC, Ambassador Stefan Lehne of the Task Force “Western Balkans/ Central Europe” Policy Unit of the Secretariat General of the Council and Lars- Erik Lundin, Head of Unit Security Policy in the DG External relations of the European Commission. A statement was made by Dr. Sonia Lucarelli of the Robert Schuman  Centre in the European University Institute.



On Friday the 14th of September  the final session titled “The Common European Security and Defence Policy in the Making- Capabilities, Conceptions and Patterns of Co-operation with NATO and Non- EU Countries” was chaired by Dr. Mathias Jopp, Director of the Institut für Europäische Politik. This  session was envisioned as a roundtable discussion with the participation of Prof. Dr. Gianni Bonvicini, Director of the Instituto Affari Internazionali, Prof. Dr. Simon Duke of the European Institute of Public Administration, Sophia Clement of the French Ministry of Defence, Dr. Michael Emerson of the Centre for European Policy Studies, Prof . Dr. Rob De Wijk of the Royal Netherlands Military Academy, Dr. Tomas Ries of the National Defence College in Helsinki, Dr. Antonio Missiroli of the Institute for Security Studies of Western European Union in Paris, James Q. Roberts, Defence Policy Advisor of the United States Mission to the European Union and Ambassador Onur Öymen of Turkey to NATO.

 

Several concepts were analysed :



1.A security concept, if not a security strategy needs to be analysed. At the same time there are several main challenges for the development  of CFSP such as its ability not just in crisis management but in prevention, too, its commonality i.e. the CFSP to continue to be the policy of all 15 not just 5-6, its ability to go  a bit further than Nice i.e. more power to the CFSP.



2. The military dimension: for good reasons the EU has decided not to establish a permanent command structure but a case by case one. Accordingly the scope of missions such as humanitarian, evacuation has been defined but collective defence is reserved for NATO. As a conclusion there is enormous room for improvement.



3. However security and defence are at the core of national sovereignty which puts us the question “how willing are member states to do this?” It is important to look at the future in the face of existing facts. Now there is a multiplication of actors which will be further complicated by the arrival of the military aspect “the fourth pillar”. Also in the future an increase in the amount of classified documents produced will result in  lost transparency.



4. Another point raised was that until recently there was lack of co-ordination of the CFSP but in the past 2 years there has been progress. One of the reasons behind this progress is that the EU has also developed the instruments e.g. the European Agency for Reconstruction.



5. In crisis management the EU has collaborated extensively with other organisations e.g. NATO. A principle followed is that once you have the basic understanding in distribution of work it is better to leave the day to day operations management to the local representatives. A conclusion reached several problem areas in EU-NATO relations such as autonomy, compatibility,  the attitude of several U.S governments, on-going differences between Turkey and the EU, institutional asymmetries will come up because of enlargement.







6. There is a need for a far clearer transatlantic dialogue.

Security issues are not the same as before September the 11th. In this context, several assumptions were raised such as that the Cold War was over, crisis management was our main concentration, no attack on a NATO member was expected etc. 



�



EUROPEAN FUTURES: ALTERNATIVE SCENARIOS FOR 2020



Book launch

Brussels, 19 September

Organised by the TEPSA General secretariat and the Federal Trust







TEPSA General Secretariat together with the Federal Trust invited Andrew DUFF MEP to launch his new book (written together with Shirley Williams) on the future scenarios for Europe. Commentary to Mr Duff’s presentation was given by Daniel Cohn-Bendit MEP.



The book tries to answer questions on the directions where the European Union is going. In three alternative scenarios for Europe in 2020, the authors - two of Britain's most prominent pro-Europeans - challenge the sterility and lack of vision of much of the present debate about 'the Future of Europe'. 



The first section of this short and highly readable book examines the driving forces that will shape Europe's future, and assesses their outcomes. Part Two begins with a summary of scenario literature, and follows with lively descriptions of three scenario options: Superstate Europa, Flexible Europe, and Europe Adrift. 



The book concludes with a possible constitution for a federal union. In thirteen clauses there is a clear constitutional settlement that could follow not only from any of the three scenarios but also from the forthcoming round of political and institutional reform that will open at Laeken in December. 



European Futures proves decisively that the drafting of a constitution for a European federal union of states and peoples is perfectly feasible. This new book will help to galvanise the project. 
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“THE EURO DEBATE: PERSUADING THE PEOPLE”



The book launch

Brussels, 20 September

Organised by: the TEPSA General Secretariat, the Federal Trust





On Thursday 20 September 2001, TEPSA together with the Federal Trust organised a common event to launch the  book edited by Roger BEETHAM and entitled “The Euro Debate: Persuading the People” (Federal Trust/Kogan Page, 2001)





introduced by:	 Neil KINNOCK, Vice–President of the EU Commission

chair: 		Roger BEETHAM, former spokesman for Roy Jenkins





Few decisions will be as important as the forthcoming decision of Euro. Whether the referendum is next year or later, the debate is already underway, and passions run high. It is simply an economic decision to do with optimum currency areas, or is it a fundamental shift of sovereignty that spells the end of national government as we know it? Is it a sensible response to the pressures of globalisation in monetary affairs or is it an interest rate straitjacket from which there is no escape? Above all, have the people had a chance to understand and discuss the implications of a decision of this magnitude? 



Well informed commentators put different points of view in this book, some for, some against Britain’s entry into the Euro. They speak with authority and experience. What they have in common is a desire to see the debate carried to the people, and for the people to make an informed choice when the time comes. Only through a popular vote will the issue be settled once and for all. Nobody will have the excuse of saying that they did not know what is all about.



Contributors to the book include among others: S. BUCKBY, J.BUSH, B.CASH MP, D.CLARK, N.KINNOCK, K.LIVINGSTONE, Lord D.SIMON 
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WTO – ARE THEY CHANCES FOR A SUCCESSFUL MEETING IN DOHA?



Presentation of a report: “Putting Trade on Track: A Realistic Negotiating Agenda for the WTO” by Jim Rollo

Brussels, 4 November 2001

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat, the Federal Trust









Earlier this year the Federal Trust compiled a Working Group with a view to submitting practical recommendations to the Fourth Ministerial Conference of the WTO. The group brought together experts from a wide variety of backgrounds, including governments, international organisations, business, academia and the media. The Chairman was Professor Jim Rollo, Co-director of the European Institute at the University of Sussex, whilst the Rapporteur was Rachel Thompson, Associate Director of APCO Worldwide's Global Trade Practice.



The group met six times and took evidence from a range of governments, non-governmental organisations, commercial interests and academics. They also consulted with a number of ambassadors to the WTO and members of the WTO secretariat , as well as paying close attention to papers tabled in negotiation groups in Geneva. The group completed their deliberations and their findings were published in the form of a short report. The main report objectives are to recall importance of the rules-based multilateral trading system, to identify the key problems in the MTS that should be addressed by negotiation, and to identify the potential benefits of further trade liberalisation for different country groups.



The final report was presented in London and in Brussels. The TEPSA Brussels’ presentation took place few days before the beginning of the WTO summit in Doha. Invited speakers included:



Chairman: Prof. Jim ROLLO – University of Sussex

Constance KANN – Head of the Global Public Policy, Unilever

Jim MURRAY – Director of European Consumers Organisation – BEUC

Robert MADELIN – European Commission, DG Trade

Martyn Bond – The Federal Trust
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BELARUS - EU RELATIONS 



Expert seminar

Brussels, 5 November 2001

Organised by the TEPSA General Secretariat







The expert seminar on Belarus took place in the context of presidential elections hold in Belarus in September 2001 and is a part of TEPSA’s initiatives on neighbourhood policies. Small group of experts reunited at the Fondation Universitaire was a forum for frank discussions on political  internal situation in Belarus as well as political  aspects of Belarus’ relations with the EU. Participants include high profile experts, academics, think tanks and journalists, diplomats and representatives of EU institutions.



The conference started with an introductory welcome by Christian FRANCK, Secretary-General of TEPSA, who welcomed the participants and drafted main lines of EU cooperation with Belarus.



The conference was composed of two sessions: political situation in Belarus and democratisation and EU-Belarus bilateral political relations



First session: Political situation in Belarus and democratisation



Chairman: Martyn BOND, Director of Federal Trust

Kimmo KILJUNEN, OSCE Observer to the presidential elections in Belarus- Finnish MP and Vice-President of the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly

Elena KOROSTELEVA, British Academy Post-Doctoral Fellow, Department of Politics, University of Glasgow; and INTAS Project Research Co-ordinator, University of Bath

Maria-Emila ARIOLI, Political Advisor, Directorate of Political Advise and Co-operation, Council of Europe



Followed by a round table discussion



Second session: EU-Belarus bilateral political relations



Chairman: Ann LEWIS

Jan Marinus WIERSMA, Member of the European Parliament, President of the EU-Belarus Delegation 

Clelia RONTOYANNI, Chatham House



Followed by a round table discussion



Similarly to TEPSA previous initiatives on Kaliningrad and Ukraine, the expert seminar formed the basis for a book to be published  by the Federal Trust and Kogan Page as part of their series ‘Europe’s Eastern Borders’.�





SÉCURITÉ ÉNERGETIQUE DANS LE NOUVEAU CONTEXTE INTERNATIONAL ET EUROPÉEN



Bruxelles, le 21 Novembre 2001

Invité: Christian Stoffaes

Organised by: SEP/GEPE, TEPSA General Secretariat







Dans le cadre des Amis de TEPSA, une réunion a été organisé conjointement avec le Groupe d’Etudes Politiques Européennes, sur le thčme « Sécurité énergétique dans le nouveau contexte européen et international ».



La personne invitée qui a abordé ce sujet d’une importance majeure surtout aprčs les évčnements du 11 Septembre était Christian STOFFAES, directeur ŕ Electricité de France, et également professeur ŕ l’Institut d’études politiques de Paris et ŕ l’Université Paris IX - Dauphine. Monsieur Stoffaes est auteur de nombreux ouvrages sur la prospective, l’économie mondiale, la politique industrielle etc. 



L’intervenant a mis surtout accent sur l’importance de la sécurité de l’approvisionnement énergétique, comme elle conditionne les relations internationales. Or, la dépendante pétroličre de l’Europe est prédominante dans les régions qui se caractérisent par une instabilité politique: avec les trois quarts des réserves mondiales, le Golfe conditionne les approvisionnement en pétrole de l’Occident. Europe dépend aussi du gaz de la Sibérie et d’Asie Centrale, ce qui dans le contexte de la guerre en Afghanistan (Novembre 2001) paraît trčs instable. M. Stoffaes a essayé de répondre ŕ la question comment assurer la sécurité dans les zones instables et comment réduire la dépendance.



La présentation a été suivie par un débat avec le public.











�

EU-JAPAN TEN YEARS OF COOPERATION 

/ UNE DECENNIE DE COOPERATION UE-JAPON



Brussels,  26 and 27 November

Organised by : SEP/GEPE







Le 26 et 27 novembre 2001, le GEPE a organisé en collaboration avec la International Christian University of Tokyo et l'Institut d'Etudes Européennes de l'ULB, une conférence internationale au Parlement européen avec comme titre "Une Décennie de Coopération entre le Japon et l'Union européenne".



Le point de départ de cette conférence était le dixičme anniversaire de la Joint Declaration (signé en 1991) et le Joint Action Plan qui sera discuté au prochain sommet UE-Japon. La conférence fut structurée autour de différentes questions centrales, qui étaient analysées par des experts dans les matičres respectives.:



-Comment le Japon et l'UE peuvent-ils répondre aux défis globaux de la société?

-Comment le Japon et l'UE peuvent-ils contribuer ŕ plus de stabilité régionale et globale?

-Comment le dialogue entre le Japon et l'UE peut-il ętre renforcé sur le plan économique et financier, ainsi que concernant le commerce bilatéral et les investissements?

-Comment le dialogue entre l'UE et le Japon peut-il ętre consolidé sur le plan de la politique sociale et de la lutte contre la pauvreté?



Les analyses qui ont été faites par e.a. le prof. Louis (président du GEPE), M. l'ambassadeur Takayuki Kimura (Chef de la Mission du Japon auprčs de l'UE) et M. l'ambassadeur Frans Vandaele (Représentant permanent de la Belgique auprčs de l'UE) reliaient le titre de la conférence avec les négociations actuelles concernant le Action Plan ŕ venir. Ce plan d'action renforcera la coopération entre l'UE et le Japon en engendrant un partenariat consolidé par la réalisation de quatre objectifs communs:

la promotion de la paix et de la sécurité;

le renforcement de partenariats économiques en utilisant la dynamique de la globalisation;

l'approche commune des défis globaux de la société;

le rapprochement des peuples et des cultures.



Ces thčmes ont été discutés amplement pendant les discours d'académiciens et politiciens aussi bien belges qu'étrangers.



Dans son discours final, M. Kakizawa, ancien ministre des Affaires Etrangčres et membre du parlement japonais, a accentué les valeurs communes que l'UE et le Japon partagent. Il est convaincu qu’une collaboration renforcée entre le Japon et l'UE peut mener ŕ des échanges intensifiés d'expérience commerciale et financičre.�





EU ENLARGEMENT-LINKING CIVIL SOCIETY, THE CITIZEN & THE STATE

Berlin, 21 - 24 November 2001



Organised by the FEDERAL TRUST

 



TEPSA’s British member institute, the Federal Trust for Education and Research organised a conference on the role of civil society in the process of EU accession, in order to help strengthen the networks of civil society organisations across the continent and to enlist them in the struggle to inform the wider public about the implications of Enlargement.



Co-organisers included local partners in Berlin: the Heinrich-Böll Stiftung and the Europäische Akademie, with a support of the Senatskanzlei of the City of Berlin, and the British and Hungarian Embassies. The event was also supported by the European Commission and the Parliament. Several MEPs spoke at the event and chaired various workshops.



One hundred of civil society organisations across the CEEC countries were selected and invited over to the Conference. The Trust also invited a cross section of NGOs from the member states of the EU and representatives of governments of both present and future member states. The participation list was further strengthened with invited journalists, in particular from the candidate countries or from member states broadcasting in their languages.



The Conference was structured over four days, starting with speeches of welcome by the Berlin partners of the Federal Trust, a speech by the State Secretary in the Office of the Governing Mayor of Berlin and a robust political intervention by Elmar Brok MEP, Chair of the External Relations Committee of the European Parliament.



The second day opened with speeches by the senior official in the German Foreign Ministry responsible for Enlargement and Integration, followed by the Foreign Minister of Bulgaria and the Senior Negotiator for Romania. Workshops then concentrated on the beyond four freedoms, migration and asylum policy, internal security and environmental challenges. An evening lecture at the Hungarian Embassy developed issues relating to minorities within the CEEC countries. 



The third day opened with a presentation by the Office of Commissioner Verheugen and a speech by the Bulgarian Minister for Europe. This was followed by workshop sessions dealing with cultural and intellectual heritage, political identities, business and administrative cultures, the delimitation of competences, the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights and the role of the media, communicators and education. In the evening participants were invited to dinner at the British Embassy where the Ambassador spoke on the problems posed by concerning the alienation of citizens from the European project, and a leading journalist from the Financial Times responded. 



The final session of the Conference was entitled "Living Networks" and from it has already grown a virtual network of participating Civil Society organisations. They have sent to the Federal Trust further examples of good practice and case studies of activities with European implications, and these are being posted on the website. Contact details have also been forwarded to additional NGOs which wish to be associated with the network, and they have established the contacts necessary to set up cross-border links between NGOs operating in similar sectors. In addition civil society organisations have set up links to prepare information benefits of European Union Enlargement. 
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AUTOUR DU SOMMET DE LAEKEN: ENJEUX ET PERSPECTIVES DE LA 

CONSTRUCTION EUROPÉENNE APRČS LA PRÉSIDENCE BELGE

Bruxelles, 11 Décembre 2001



Organised by: Facultés universitaires Saint Louis, TEPSA General Secretariat









TEPSA s’est associé au Centre de recherche en science politique (CReSPo) des Facultés universitaires Saint-Louis pour l’organisation d’une conférence-débat animée par Olivier Paye, professeur aux Facultés universitaires Saint-Louis avec la participation de :



Christian Franck, professeur ŕ l'Université catholique de Louvain et aux Facultés universitaires Saint-Louis, secrétaire général de TEPSA (Trans European Policy Studies Association)

Jean-Louis De Brouwer, professeur aux Facultés universitaires Saint-Louis et aux Facultés universitaires catholiques de Mons

Olivier de Schutter, professeur ŕ l'Université catholique de Louvain

Jean-Michel De Waele, professeur ŕ l'Université libre de Bruxelles



Le thčme de la conférence a oscillé autour due la présidence belge ŕ quelques jours avant le sommet de Laeken. L’objectif principal était d’associer le monde académique encore plus profondément ŕ la réflexion sur l'état du processus de construction européenne. Cette initiative fait suite ŕ une sollicitation adressée par la présidence belge au monde académique afin que celui-ci contribue ŕ ce que le débat sur l'avenir de l'Union soit largement ouvert et alimenté. Les organisateur ont fait appel ŕ quatre professeurs des Facultés et d'autres Universités de la Communauté française de Belgique afin qu'ils éclairent cette problématique ŕ partir d'angles d'attaque qui leurs sont familiers. Leurs exposés ont porté respectivement sur les quatre grands axes suivants :



Qu'a/n'a pas apporté de plus la présidence belge au processus d'intégration européenne (C. Franck)



Oů en est le processus d'intégration européenne dans le domaine des affaires intérieures et de la protection sociale (J.-L. De Brouwer)



Citoyenneté et Union européenne: quelle construction démocratique pour l'Europe? (O. de Schutter)



L'Union européenne ŕ l'heure de l'élargissement : qu'en pensent les pays candidats ? (J.-M. De Waele)



Les quatre exposés ont été suivis par une vive discussion avec la salle dans laquelle les Amis de TEPSA ainsi les étudiants aux Facultés St. Louis se sont vivement impliqués.
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RESULTS OF THE LAEKEN SUMMIT



Brussels, 20 December

Organised by: the TEPSA General Secretariat, the SEP/GEPE

Comments: Jean Victor Louis, Christian Franck, Fernand Herman





Originally TEPSA and the SEP invited Ambassador Frans Van Daele to the TEPSA Friends meeting to speak about the outcome of the Belgian Presidency and on the results of the Laeken. Unfortunately, due to a session of the COREPER he was not able to join our meeting. 



Thus, the discussion on the Laeken summit took place with the participation of three eminent experts on the European policy on Belgian and the reform of the EU: Prof. Jean Victor Louis, Prof. Christian Franck and Mr Fernand Herman, former Member of the European Parliament.  



The debate concentrated on the following issues:



outcome of the summit of Laeken and its consequences for the reform of the EU

functioning, composition and expected results of the Convention

strengths and weaknesses of the Belgian Presidency 





�2. STUDIES AND PROJECTS







2.1. EU GOVERNANCE BY SELF CO-ORDINATION? TOWARDS A COLLECTIVE »GOUVERNEMENT ECONOMIQUE« (GOVECOR).





Project period: September 2001 – February 2004

Contract No.: HSPE-CT-200100045



TEPSA is principle contractor of a consortium carrying out a research study within the 5th Research Framework Programme of the Research Directorate-General of the European Commission. The project GOVECOR explores the use of two legal provisions – the EC Treaty Title on Employment policy (articles 125 to 130 ECT) and the articles on Fiscal policy (article 104 ECT) including the Stability and Growth Pact. Taking legal empowerments of the European Union as independent variables, the project therefore analyses the relevant ideas, interests and preferences among the actors concerned leading to the creation of rules, the effective use of the provisions on the European and the national levels of European multi-level governance, the interaction between governmental and supranational actors as well as the interaction of the latter two with intermediary groups, and the impact of public deliberations, and how far these provisions engender new forms of deliberative democracy, and lead towards new forms of governance by collective self co-ordination.



The project’s major research puzzle is: How do governmental and non-governmental actors understand, use and adapt the new and/or amended legal empowerments which provide means for interaction, deliberation, problem-solving and decision-making by institutional and intermediary actors and public discourses on vital fields of European public policy, and in how far do these processes contribute to new kinds of legitimacy building in the Union and its citizenry? The major thesis to test is: The legal provisions on the two policy fields will lead to the creation, evolution and perhaps the transformation of new modes of governance leading to some kind of a collective ‘gouvernement économique’ within the realm of the European Union.



The project addresses the following key-issues: The institutional dynamics and behaviours of actors within two policy fields which qualify for the following novelties in view of other modes of governance, the differences and similarities between the two variations of co-ordination – ‘hard’ and ‘soft’ co-ordination, the institutional, instrumental and procedural linkages, fusion, fragmentation and/or segmentation trends between the two policy fields under consideration as well as between the latter and other ‘regulatory’ and/or ‘distributive’ policy fields of the EU, the emergence or failure of a ‘gouvernement économique’, new kinds of deliberative democracy and public discourse, and the definition of theoretically guided suggestions for the political and administrative world in the Member States and the EU institutions.



The research Consortium aims at identifying new forms of governance by some kind of a collective ‘gouvernement économique’ in the making. The project is therefore  

to contribute to a better understanding of the deliberation, problem-solving and decision-making processes in the European Union and the unique multi-level construction of an evolving European system of governance by self co-ordination for the actors and the European citizenry, 

to make the interlinking of the Member State levels and the EC/EU level through the various types of procedures and the involved inter-institutional links and networks more transparent,

to show how and to explain why different kinds of fused or fragmented procedures improve the processes of multi-level and multi-actor governance,

to provide the current conflicts and debates between the EC/EU institutions as well as between the Member States concerning their roles, functions and strategic positions within the evolving Union with academically founded suggestions,

to develop an operational differentiation between separate kinds of policy instruments, institutions and actors as incentives and constraints for actors,

to make the debate on new forms of European governance more objective and to help the institutions of the Union to find adequate tools for the upcoming debate about the design of the Union in the 21st century.



The project addresses three major target groups: those involved in the two policy areas under consideration, the scientific and intellectual community interested in the development of European integration, and the European Union’s citizens who are affected by the policy outcomes, debates and discourses in the policy fields. The project and its results will be linked to both the debate on the European Commission’s White paper on Governance in the EU and the open dialogue on the future of the Union as launched by the IGC of Nice under the heading of the post-Nice-process. The project team expects to reach between 120.000 – 300.000 people via workshops, conferences as well as printed and virtual documentation. Given the project Consortium’s already existing links to representatives of Central Banks, Governments and Administrations, Trade Unions, Employers Organisations and Non-Governmental Organisations working in the fields of Economic, Monetary, Fiscal, Employment and Social policy, the Consortium expects to reach a wide range of end users through 

the project’s homepage, which will establish direct links to those addressed,

the project’s smaller workshops and the TEPSA presidency conferences,

the project’s participation in hearings organised by the European Parliament, the ECOSOC and the Conference of EU Committees of national Parliaments (COSAC), 

the delivery of articles in scientific journals and key newspapers,

the Online publication of national reports,

the publication of the book incorporating the final results of the project,

the development of a virtual text book covering the policy areas and actors under consideration. 



A first kick-off meeting took place in October 2001 in Brussels a the TEPSA headquarters, concretising the next steps of the project. The project are also presented at the European Commission’s kick-off meeting in September 2001 as well as during the TEPSA Presidency Conference in Madrid, November 2001.



�

2.2. THE BROAD ECONOMIC POLICY GUIDELINES, 2002





Project period: July 2001 – January 2002

Project no: IV/2001/05/01



TEPSA has carried out a study for the European Parliament’s Directorate General for Research on the implementation of the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines 2000 and 2001. The aim of this study was to assist the Economic and Monetary Affairs Committee of the European Parliament in providing its own contribution to the analysis of the current economic situation of the EU in the year 2001, and the outlook for the future. The final study was submitted on 24 January, 2002.



In the area of macro-economic policy, ‘soft’ co-ordination procedures have been introduced at the European level in art. 99 TEC on the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines with instruments such as monitoring policy processes and outcomes, providing general policy orientations, benchmarking, and the publication of ‘best practices’. In recent years, member states have put the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines (BEPG) at the centre of co-ordination, integrating fiscal policy co-ordination (the stability and convergence programmes), the Luxembourg process on employment policy co-ordination, as well as the Cardiff process on structural reforms. Thus the BEPG are not only an additional monitoring mechanism for member states’ policies but are indeed the central policy tool for macro-economic policy co-ordination.



The project has been jointly organised by TEPSA and the TEPSA member institutes. The project was co-ordinated by TEPSA in close co-operation with Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Wessels, as project co-ordinator (Jean Monnet Chair for Political Science at the University of Cologne). The collection of appropriate data was carried out by academics and researchers from the member states, the interdisciplinary analysis was done by the project expert group, which included the project co-ordinator, Prof. Iain Begg (South Bank University of London) and Prof. Dr. Jacques E. Le Cacheux (Observatoire français des conjonctures économiques – OFCE). The general rapporteur was Ingo Linsenmann, located at the Jean Monnet Chair for Political Science at the University of Cologne. 



During the course of the project period, an interim report of the study was presented to the Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs of the European Parliament on the 3rd of December, 2001. The presentation was made by Profs. Iain Begg, Jacques Le Cacheux and Wolfgang Wessels, as well as Ingo Linsenmann. The final results of the study were presented to a panel of MEPs from the Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs on the 5th of February 2002 in Strasbourg. The Committee has invited TEPSA to a meeting in April 2002 in order to comment on the first recommendation of the European Commission for the new BEPG 2002.



Summary of the final study



The first part of the study investigates the role of the European Parliament and of the new modes of governance that have been introduced in recent years in European economic policy-making. Chapter 1 focuses on the European level of policy-making, while chapter 2 analyses the impact on the national level, paying particular attention to the awareness of national actors and the functioning of macro-economic policy co-ordination. It ends with conclusions with regard to the procedures of European economic-policy making as well as the role of the European Parliament (chapter 3). They concern both the European level as well as the national level of decision-making, and are the basis for some of the recommendations to the European Parliament which follow this executive summary.



In the second part of the study, the implementation of the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines as well as the stability and convergence programmes of the member states is analysed. The Broad Economic Policy Guidelines and the stability and convergence programmes have been analysed together, as the stability and convergence programmes and the opinions of the Ecofin Council on these programmes feed into the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines that are adopted a few months later. Given the interest shown by the Members of the European Parliament when the interim report was presented to the Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs on the 3rd of December 2001, the current economic situation and the outlook for the year 2002 especially after the 11th of September is examined more explicitly. The cross-national assessment in chapter 4 refers to the general recommendations of the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines, while chapter 5 takes up the country-specific findings. The cross-sectoral analysis of the country-specific recommendations has been limited to the presentation of key developments in the member states, covering the four policy areas of the Broad Economic Policy Guidelines 2001: budgetary policy, the labour market, the product market and knowledge-based economy, and capital markets. The reports on the member states do not address every single country-specific recommendation, instead, a synthetic summary of the implementation of the country-specific recommendation is presented in chapter 6. A number of general recommendations to the European Parliament have been drawn up on the basis of the policy implementation study presented in part 2.



The third and final part of the study returns to the global economic context and examines the prospects for economic recovery in the EU (chapter 7). Furthermore, it analyses, on the basis of the criteria laid down in art. 121 TEC, the development of economic and economic policy convergence up to the year 2003 on the basis of recent forecasts (chapter 8).



The final study will be made available on the Internet by by DG4, the Directorate-General for Research of the European Parliament (http://www.europarl.eu.int/workingpapers/econ/ default_en.htm).
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2.3. CONSTITUTIONALISATION









This project, supported financially the Austrian Academy of Sciences is led by Andreas Maurer and Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Wessels, Jean-Monnet Chair for Political Science, University of Cologne. The research team brings together academics from Austria (Academy of Sciences, Vienna), France (CERI, Paris), Belgium (Prof. Dr. Christian Franck and Dr. Paul Magnette), the United Kingdom (Dr. John Pinder). 



In June 2001 an interim report entitled “Constitutionalism and the Future of the European Union - Comparing national views and discourses” has been published. The full text of the report is available on TEPSA’s website.

Background: A constitution for the European Union is widely debated - its central terms and concepts being sometimes rather ambiguous and often highly controversial. In his speech at Berlin´s Humboldt University on 12 May 2000 the German Foreign Minister Joschka Fischer outlined a "finalité" of the integration process: a European federation that will create a government from either the Council or the Commission and will resolve the democratic deficit through a bicameral European parliament with real legislative power. This federation is to be brought to life by a "constituent treaty". The international reactions ranged from cautious acceptance to disapproval. Nevertheless, all commentators agreed about the importance of Fischer´s speech in initialising a public debate about the future European political order. 

The debate itself is blurred by the different meanings and understandings of its key terms: constitution and federalism and their relation to representation. The terms used in the debate show an impressive variety: constitution (as already used by some European law scholars), Constitutional Charter (as used by the European Court of Justice), Constitutional Pact (as proposed by the European Movement) or Constitutional Treaty (as proposed by Schäuble/Lamers 1999) contribute to misunderstandings. While many scholars do not hesitate to regard the founding treaties of the Union as a constitution as does the ECJ, others strongly reject this view. Therefore the project tends to analyse and clarification of the key concepts and their inter-relation used in the debate: constitution, representation, and federation/confederation.

Description of the project: The project draws on the experience of constitution-building in the following countries: Belgium, France, United Kingdom, Germany and Austria. France was selected because of its enduring constitutional history and its unitarian structure of political order. Belgium and Germany build the major counter part to France and the UK adhering to the constitutional tradition of federalism. The UK builds an exceptional case in point standing outside the continental European constitutional tradition: the UK serves as an important case for a long and accepted history of constitutionalism without having a written constitution. Besides that France, the UK and Germany, although in different ways, appear to have the most influence in the current debate about a European constitution, Austria was chosen because it combines federal and unitarian elements and provides an example for small states in the EU.

In order to assess the chances for a European constitution a comparative approach has been chosen. The project is based on a literature and document analysis regarding the ongoing debate on a European constitution. Additionally, we will not only focus on the academic discussion, i.e. comparing constitutional traditions, allocation of competences, institutional arrangements etc. but also on the discussion among political elites perceived by mass media in order to better grasp the dimensions of European constitutional discourses. Besides theoretical reflection, the project combines qualitative and quantitative methods. 

National discourses on the possibility of and the concrete form of the process towards a European Constitution will be analysed for the cases of France, Germany and the United Kingdom. Since the entry into force of the Amsterdam Treaty, politicians in these countries presented their views with regard to the Constitutionalisation process of the European Union. 

A joint research team comparers the national views and discourses as expressed by politicians as well as mirrored by and channelled through print media with regard to the ongoing debates about the European Union’s finalité politique and the process towards a EU-related constitution. More specifically, the research team:

analyses the post May 1999 debates on a EU related Constitution, 

establishes five country-by-country reports and synopsis and one cross-country synopsis on the basis of the answers to a questionnaire, 

analyses the written fall-out of key speeches, papers and debates by focusing on a content-analysis of print media in the three countries under consideration.
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2.4.	ESTABLISHING A MONITORING SYSTEM FOR THE CHARTER OF 

POLITICAL PARTIES FOR A NON-RACIST SOCIETY 







TEPSA has been commissioned by the European Monitoring Centre on Racism and Xenophobia, Vienna, (EUMC, www.eumc.at) to establish a Monitoring System for the Charter of Political Parties for a Non-Racist Society.



This project is jointly organised by TEPSA and the TEPSA member institutes. It is co-ordinated by TEPSA in close co-operation with the Jean Monnet Chair for Political Science at the University of Cologne (Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Wessels). The collection and the interdisciplinary analysis of appropriate data are carried out by the project expert group, which brings together highly qualified academics and researchers. 



The project aims at establishing a monitoring system for measuring the impact of the Charter of Political Parties for a Non-Racist Society in order to 

assess and report on the compliance with the Charter,

to review the effectiveness of the Charter,  

to provide EU wide examples of good practice associated with the implementation of and compliance with the Charter 

to make recommendations on how to improve the effectiveness of the Charter, and

to provide a tool for collecting additional signatures for the Charter. 



Therefore, the project expert group, lead by Andreas Maurer, University of Cologne 



establishes - on the basis of the Charter’s content - a set of indicators leading to the set up of a monitoring system to compare the programmatic, action-oriented and organisational features of political parties with the Charter’s content,

collects and analyses publicised data of political parties with regard to the content of the Charter of Political Parties for a Non-Racist Society; 

drafts a standardised questionnaire - to be answered by the authors of the TEPSA network - in order to get information about the programmatic, action-oriented and organisational features linked to the content of the Charter,

analyses the answers to the questionnaire according to the indicators established for measuring the implementation of and compliance by political parties with the Charter,

evaluates the programmatic, action-oriented and organisational features of political parties in order to give examples of good practice associated with the implementation of and compliance by the political parties with the Charter, 

reports on national action programmes, charters and similar activities in areas linked to the content of the Charter, 

reports – with regard to indent No. 4 of the Charter – on strategic and occasional alliances between signatories of the Charter and parties that clearly incite or attempt to stir up racial or ethnic prejudices and racial hatred,

discusses the questionnaire and the preliminary results of the study group with the Steering Committee of the Charter and the EUMC,



The project establishes standardised tools, which provide for an in depth and continuous monitoring of political parties with regard to the implementation of and the compliance with the Charter of Political Parties for a Non-Racist Society. The project takes the Charter’s text as a common basis for identifying a clear cut set of rules, principles and standards to which the signatory parties of the Charter should adhere and perform. We consider those texts as important reference points to any kind of implementation and compliance analysis, to which the Charter itself refers: the United Nations Convention on the Elimination of all forms of racial Discrimination, the preamble to the Single European Act, the European Convention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms, the European Social Charter, the Treaty establishing the European Community, the Treaty on European Union, the fundamental rights recognised in the constitutions and laws of the EU Member States. 

The Charter was signed in February 1998. Given the developments at both the EC/EU and the EU Member States level, the project also takes into account the developments from February 1998 onwards: the amendment of the Treaty establishing the European Community (cf. Article 13 ECT), the amendment of Article  6 TEU and the introduction of Article 7 TEU and of Article 309 ECT, the IGC 2000 and the debate about the amendment of Article 7 TEU and of Article 309 ECT, the Convention to draw up a Charta of Fundamental Rights of the European Union, the institutional reforms, which occurred after the 1999 elections to the European Parliament and the investiture of the European Commission, the bilateral actions and sanctions undertaken by 14 EU governments against the Federal Republic of Austria after the coalition agreement between the ÖVP and the FPÖ, and the report of the three ‘Wise Men’ appointed by the ECHR to probe Austrian politics before a possible end of the bilateral sanctions, the developments in the EU Member States with regard to the rise of racist and xenophobic movements and actions (e.g. all-party campaigns on local level against racist or neo-fascist parties in Germany, set-up of anti-racist offices and call-centres within political parties, NGO’s and interest groups).  

Taking into account these reference points and actual developments, the project expert group  drafted a set of indicators for measuring the written and organisational ‘output’ of parties with regard to the content of the Charter.

The project’s research is based on information provided by political parties about their programmatic, organisational and action-based features with regard to the content of the Charter, a standardised questionnaire (see below) and ‘national’ reports written by qualified academics of the TEPSA network, and a cross-national analysis of party programmes and party structures by the General rapporteur of the project. 

Based on the following questions, the project team draws up a list of indicators in order to measure the implementation of and the compliance by parties with the Charter. 

The project follows a five-phased working schedule:



I. FIRST PHASE: SUBJECT-TRACKING ( 12/2000 – 2/2001 ) 



Letters to headquarters of all political parties that have signed the Charter. These letters will invite parties to send their general party programme and the programmes established in relation to the last two national elections, the June 1999 election to the European Parliament. As regards Belgium, Germany, Austria, Italy, Spain, France and the United Kingdom, parties will also be invited to send programmes established for regional elections between 1998 and 2000.

Drafting of the proposed questionnaire for authors of the TEPSA network and mailing of proposed questionnaire, timetable and guidelines to authors of the TEPSA network, the Steering Committee of the Charter and the EUMC.

Authors, Steering Committee and EUMC comment on proposed questionnaire and timetable.

Mailing of revised questionnaire to the authors.



II. SECOND PHASE: MONITOR-DRAFTING  ( 3/2001 – 5/2001)



Authors draft their reports (basis: programmes and other publicised data of political parties, interviews with political parties’ and parliamentary groups’ representatives),

Authors send their draft reports to the general rapporteur,

General rapporteur establishes a draft analysis on the basis of the received party programmes and the draft ‘national’ reports. The general rapporteur establishes the draft analysis on strategic – long term – and occasional coalitions incorporating parties that fulfil the criteria outlined in indent No. 4 of the Charter,

Editing of the survey, and presentation of the survey at the meeting of the Steering committee of the Charter



III. THIRD PHASE: MID-TERM-EVALUATION ( 6/2001 )

 

Evaluation of Phases I-II, 

Organisation of the meeting with the Steering Committee of the Charter,

Presentation of and discussion on the preliminary results with the expert group, the members of the Steering committee of the Charter and the EUMC,

Fine-Tuning of the set of indicators and redrafting of the Monitoring mechanism .  



IV. FOURTH PHASE: DEBATING THE MONITORING MECHANISM ( 6/2001 – 9/2001)



Redrafting of the ‘national reports’ according to the suggestions made by the project’s expert group, the Charter’s Steering committee and the EUMC,

Redrafting of the general rapporteur’s analysis incorporating the national reports, the rapporteur’s analysis of party programmes and organisational features with regard to the Charter’s content as well as to the analysis of strategic and occasional coalitions that fulfil the criteria outlined in indent No. 4 of the Charter,

Drafting the executive summary of the final report,

Drafting of the list of key contacts of political parties responsible for dealing with the Charter and/or similar topics (e.g. party anti-racism office, persons and/or structures responsible for party’s youth organisations, party members from third countries etc.), 

Mailing of the draft report to the EUMC, the Charter’s Steering Committee and – where appropriate – to interview partners cited in the report,

  

V. FIFTH PHASE: PRESENTATION OF THE MONITORING MECHANISM (10/2001)



Organisation of the second meeting with the Steering Committee of the Charter and the EUMC,

Presentation of and discussion on the final results with the expert group, the members of the Steering committee of the Charter and the EUMC,

Evaluation and financial reporting of the project.



The most important steps achieved in 2001 include: 



several series of sending out of the questionnaires to the political parties

preparation (drafting and redrafting) of the Country reports

evaluation of data

preparation of the final report
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 EURO SPECTATOR : IMPLEMENTING THE EURO







This project, launched by Prof. Jean-Victor Louis, started in 1999 and is carried our in cooperation with a number of TEPSA institutes and the European University Institute in Florence. First reports were printed in 2000 (EUI Working Papers LAW N° 2000/4-9) and published on the internet in 2001 (http://www.iue.it/LAW/eurospectator/reports.htm), bringing together the findings of national reports drafted on the basis of a standardised questionnaire. The British Institute of International and Comparative Law is publishing the 2001 reports (to be available by March 2002) in the book “The euro in the national context”.



The euro has been born and became the single currency of 12 countries members of the European Monetary Union.  The main purpose of the study is to look at the way financial institutions, public administrations and the public at large adjust themselves to the new situation and how they perceive this change, up to the introduction of monetary signs denominated in euro. What about the status of “out” countries such as the UK, Sweden and Denmark, where the perception of EMU remains crucial for understanding future developments? 



The euro spectator is a long term (4 years) study which is interdisciplinary and trans-European in nature with a special focus on political, legal and economic aspects. It aims at registering the evolution of the EMU in the Member States using various instruments such as opinion polls, interviews to members of relevant financial and representative institutions and social actors, political and party programmes, media analyses, pieces of legislation and regulations, economic indicators and forecast. The study also has a practical approach so as to serve as a good point of reference for all those institutional actors responsible for monetary, and financial policy, mostly at international and European level who are interested in having a deeper view of the introduction of the euro in the countries of the Union. Hence, the research is not limited to a mere piece of information but is an instrument to vehiculate the core of an important message to policy makers.



The country reports witness an interesting reality: the panorama in the EU countries, though different in nature, is characterised by similar problems, such as the lack of information vis-ŕ-vis citizens, difficulty in having expert knowledge from official sources, lack of “non superficial” information, non comparable opinion polls. Other questions, on the other hand, remain linked to a specific country or area, such as differences in drafting national regulation notwithstanding the wording of Community legislation, problems regarding the federal or unitary form of State, the division in “in” and “out” countries. 



The reports are divided into different sections, each dealing with political, economic and legal questions. The part on the political aspects aims at having a clear view of the state of public opinion, and includes the evaluation of recent opinion polls, the positions of governmental and parliamentary actors, the policy statements of political parties and social partners with a special focus on the measures introduced by the European Central Bank. Economic questions are mainly addressed with a view to spill-overs from EMU, also with regard to the coordination of macro-economic policy and monetary policy (policy mix). The part on the legal framework is more limited in scope, dealing with the national legislation related to the euro and EMU. This part is more defined because the main legislative structure has already been established at Community level.
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2.6. 	ENLARGEMENT AND AGENDA 2000 WATCH







The future development of the European Union will be determined by two processes : the accession of eleven or even more countries and the ongoing process of internal reform and deepening of European integration, known as Agenda 2000. Both processes are closely linked and both will definitely change the face of the Union in the 21st century.



In 1998 TEPSA initiated a semi-annual stock-taking - through a standardised questionnaires for the TEPSA -Institutes in the 15 EU-countries and the associated Institutes from Central and Eastern Europe - in order to monitor the main features and structures of the accession and negotiation process and the positions and bargaining strategies of the actors (the 15 member states and some candidates) as well as to present these information to an interested public. The 'Enlargement/Agenda 2000 - Watch' is co-ordinated by the Institut für Europäische Politik in Berlin under the supervision of Barbara Lippert. The issues are available on the TEPSA home page (www.tepsa.be).



The aim of the project and the questionnaires is to get some deeper insights into national debates on enlargement and Agenda 2000 in the member states and to present regularly updated interest profiles. Questionnaires are updated according to the political agenda.



The fourth issue of the “Enlargement/Agenda 2000 Watch” cover the period between September and December presents the state of national debates in 12 member states and four applicant countries a few weeks before the European Council meeting in Laeken on 14/15 December 2001. The Laeken summit was not about enlargement, but about how to make an enlarged European Union more democratic and accountable and more transparent for both citizens and decision-makers. However, the Heads of State and Government stated that the accession process is now irreversible. Moreover, for the first time they named the ten candidate states – i.e. Cyprus, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, the Slovak Republic, the Czech Republic and Slovenia – that are expected to be ready for concluding the negotiations by the end of 2002. 



The Laeken European Council confirmed the perspective that the candidate countries can take part in the European Parliament elections in 2004 as members. As to the member states themselves, the European Council emphasised that the Commission’s road map for negotiations remains fully applicable. This means that the incoming Spanish Presidency shall negotiate the tricky chapters which all have financial implications, which are those on agriculture, regional policy and the budget. Here, negotiations shall be pursued on the basis of the present acquis which means that reform proposals, as for the Common Agricultural Policy, shall not become part of the negotiations. Policy reforms and accession negotiations shall remain separate arenas. It was also stressed in the Laeken conclusions that the principles decided in Berlin shall likewise be applicable. This ambiguous formula will not prevent the quarrels on the distribution of funds and financial transfers among the 15 member states. This is vividly reflected also in the country reports of the fourth issue of the Agenda 2000 enlargement watch.



Contributors to the fourth edition of the Agenda 2000 Enlargement Watch are:



Vicky Ackx, Groupe d’Etudes Politiques Européennes, Brussels; James Arkinstall, Chloë Dunnett, Federal Trust for Education and Research, London; Wolfgang Bode, Institut für Europäische Politik, Berlin; Lars Göran Boström, Ulf Hagman, Swedish Institute of International Affairs, Stockholm; Florence Deloche-Gaudez, Emiliano Grossman, Centre Européen de Sciences Politiques, Paris; Jill Donoghue, Institute of European Affairs, Dublin; Lykke Friis, Danish Institute of International Affairs, Copenhagen; Flaminia Gallo, Istituto Affari Internazionali, Rome; Hiski Haukkala, Hanna Ojanen, Finnish Institute of International Affairs, Helsinki; Maria Karasinska-Fendler, Robert Woreta, Maria Celina Blaszczyk, Kazimierz Sobotka, Przemyslaw Zurawski vel Grajewski, Foundation for European Studies, European Institute, Lodz; Helmut Lang, Otmar Höll, Austrian Institute of International Affairs, Vienna; A. D. Papayannides, Greek Centre of European Studies and Research, Athens; Petr Pavlik, Foundation for the Study of International Relations, Prague; Primož Šterbenc, Centre of International Relations, Ljubljana; Fernando Rodrigo, José Ignacio Torreblanca, Estudios de Politica Exterior and Departamento de Ciencia Politica, UNED University, Madrid; Krisztina Vida, Institute for World Economics, Budapest.

�2.7.	FURTHER EU ENLARGEMENT AND EU-US RELATIONS







The TEPSA project on “Further EU Enlargement and EU-US Relations” was carried out between 1999 and 2001. This project was supported financially by the European Commission. Experts from a number of TEPSA institutes as well as American academics take part in this research. The study contains an analysis of the present and future situation and will make specific recommendations for action. 



The final study for the European Commission entitled “Further EU Enlergement and EU-US relations. Towards a New Core Partnership: Analysis and Strategies”  was handed out in April 2001. The objectives of the study are : to evaluate the impact of future EU enlargements on transatlantic relations; to assess changes in relations between the US and an EU of 25-30 (political, economic, geo-strategic, global); and to formulate policy options. 



ENLARGEMENT - A KEY ISSUE IN  TRANSATLATNTIC RELATIONS



Chapter 1. 	Enlargement of the EU : Comparing US and European Approaches, 			Interests and Roles	- Barbara Lippert	

Chapter 2. 	The Political and Institutional Dimension - Laurent Van Depoele		

Chapter 3. 	Budgetary Matters and Policy Reforms	- Kalman Deszeri



AMERICAN PERSPECTIVES ON ENLARGEMENT						 



Chapter 4. 	The Economic Implications of Further EU Enlargement for Transatlantic 

Relations	- Michael Calingaert

Chapter 5. 	Bigger is Better : a US Political Perspective on EU Enlargement - Simon 

Serfaty



THE UNION’S NEW ROLE IN THE WORLD AFTER ENLARGEMENT		



Chapter 6. 	The EU as a Global Actor : Concepts and Realities	 - Wolfgang Wessels

Chapter 7. 	The US, the EU and the Turkey-Cyprus Link - Christian Franck

Chapter 8. 	The US and the EU’s Northern Dimension : US Policy Towards North-

Eastern Europe - Bertel Heurlin and Jacob Ejlers

Chapter 9. 	Mediterranean, Middle East, North Africa - Roberto Aliboni



TRANSATLANTIC RELATIONSHIPS IN THE FUTURE				



Chapter 10. 	Scenarios for the Future - Hans Labohm and Alfred Van Staden

	

EU enlargement will profoundly change the EU but will affect also the EU’s role in the global environment as well as relations with our neighbourhood, the republics of former Yugoslavia, the Mediterranean countries, Russia and the Ukraine. Indeed, new external borders will be drawn and relations with the European periphery will have to be intensified to secure a geo-political coherence and EU cohesion. Such cohesion depends on the balance between resources for external and internal aims and on the balance between the attributions of resources to external aims. The enlargement will most probably tend in favour of more resources for internal policies, whereas new common interests can cause competition among different regional groups - the Mediterranean, the Balkan, Russia and the Ukraine - shifting funds from one external policy area to another. Through its external action the Union is searching for some sort of inter-regional equilibrium with its neighbours. 



In today’s world new global challenges arise : international crime and terrorism, drug trafficking, massive migration, environment, nuclear safety, transmissible diseases. The EU and the US are expected to take the lead in the search for solutions to these challenges through a set of adequate policies, instruments and institutions. Do the EU and the US dispose of the adequate instruments and institutions to deal with the economic, political, security and societal dimensions of their bilateral relationship and with the new global challenges? 



Despite their common interests and challenges, the EU and the US do not always agree on the setting of priorities, nor on the policies to tackle these challenges. The Union favours economic, social, cultural and soft-security cooperation - its global role being limited to that of an economic and civilian power. Indeed, the Union is no real political and military power since is does not dispose (so far) of the adequate instruments (weak common foreign and security policy), nor of the necessary common political will to take the lead in hard-security cooperation. Hence, institutional reinforcement is the key to an all-embracing global power role for de Union; enlargement in itself will not necessarily affect this.  The US welcomes a stronger European security role (ex. in international crisis management) but only to the extent that this role is consistent with the US and the Alliance interests as well as affective. For the Americans, hard-security issues are to be dealt with in the NATO framework. They attach great importance to the structure of transatlantic relations and nature of EU-NATO relations and fear that enlargement and institutional reinforcement would lead to a strengthened EU political / security role outside the transatlantic frameworks and not in line with American interests.  

�2.8. GREECE IN THE EU OF THE FUTURE AFTER 20 YEARS OF MEMBERSHIP







TEPSA member institutes have established a successful joint venture of European issues scanning-and-evaluation through various “Watches’’: Enlargement/Agenda 2000/ Maastricht/ Amsterdam/Nice etc. This experience has given the Greek Centre for European Studies and Research the idea of organizing an evaluation of Greece’s 20 years of participation to the EU, using the same platform.



The TEPSA member Centres and Institutes were invited in Fall 2001 to send replies to a Questionnaire. Special emphasis has been put on the evolution of attitudes and perceived positions of the public opinion, the political class and the media in the rest of EU member states. The material will  be formatted, analysed and distributed in the usual way of earlier TEPSA ‘Watches’ in the first months of 2002. 



The results of the study will be submitted to the Greek Ministry of Foreign Affairs and subsequently presented and further evaluated during the next Greek Presidency Symposium (end of 2002).





The questionnaire focuses on several issues:



 1.  Areas of Community interest, present and future are associated in the public opinion of the contributor’s country and in the European policy decision-making apparatus of the country.





2. The participation of Greece to the institutional negotiation within the EU: questions asked were to what point in the intergovernmental co-operation/ integration/  federal divide they would position Greece, if there was any evolution through time and in which fields of the forthcoming OGC they estimated that Greece’s position might have a particular impact.





3. Foreign policy: the major issues  with which Greece is associated within a EU context and which they perceive as the main milestones through time.





4. The geo-dynamics of the region: the role of Greece in the presence of the EU in south-eastern Europe/ the Balkans. At the same time the question of a possible role for Greece in the co-operation of the EU with CIS countries/ the Black Sea region is posed.





5. Perceived advantages and problems of a “European dimension” in Greece-Turkey- Cyprus  relations. The questionnaire asks if this is a burden for Europe or a useful training ground for its foreign policy mechanisms.





6. Perceived role of Greece in the Mediterranean policy of the EU: a topic which is important in view of a possible “southward balancing” of Europe and in the balance between larger and smaller members.





7. Regarding the structural funds: an assessment of Greece as a recipient as well as an actor  in the formation of the overall structural policies of the EU especially in the post-enlargement balance.





8. Subject of the EMU: respondents are asked their views on Greece’s perspectives  as a member for its own economy and for the whole of the Euroland.





9. Last issue: attempts to bridge the past and the future by asking the participants to reflect on past Greek Presidencies and expectations from future ones.











�



TEPSA MEMBER INSTITUTES





AUSTRIA

AUSTRIAN INSTITUTE FOR INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS (OIIP)

Director :  Ao. Univ. Prof. Dr. Otmar HÖLL

Operngasse 20B

A-1040 WIEN

Tel. 00 43 1 581 11 06

Fax. 00 43 1 581 11 06 10

e-mail : info@oiip.at

http://www.oiip.at

other contact person:

Prof: Hanspeter NEUHOLD

Hüttelbergstrasse 28

A - 1140 WIEN

tel : 00 43 1 914 41 66 (private)

tel : 00 43 1 406 43 41 (university / extension 21)

fax: 00 43 1 402 79 41 (university)

e-mail: hanspeter.neuhold@univie.ac.at



BELGIUM

GROUPE D'ETUDES POLITIQUES EUROPEENNES/STUDIEGROEP VOOR

EUROPESE POLITIEK (GEPE-SEP)

Chairman : Prof. Jean-Victor LOUIS

Rue d'Egmont 11

B-1000        BRUSSELS

Tel. 00 32 2 545 40 60

Fax. 00 32 2 511 67 70

e-mail : sep.gepe@busmail.net



DENMARK

DANISH INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS (DUPI)

Director : Per CARLSEN

Nytorv 5

DK-1450     COPENHAGEN 

Tel. 00 45 33 36 65 65

Fax. 00 45 33 35 65 66 (or 00 45 33 36 65 66)

e-mail : dupi@dupi.dk

http:// www.dupi.dk



FINLAND

FINNISH INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS

Director : Dr. Tapani VAAHTRANTA

Mannerheimintie 15 A	  

FIN-00260    HELSINKI

Tel. 00 358 9 434 20 70

Fax. 00 358 9 43 42 07 69

e-mail : tuomas.forsberg@upi-fiia.fi

http:// www.upi-fiia.fi



FRANCE

ASSOCIATION FRANCAISE D'ETUDES POUR L'UNION EUROPEENNE

(AFEUR) 

Président : Robert TOULEMON

41 Rue d’Assas

F-75006 PARIS

Tel / Fax : 00 331 42 22 16 59					

Secretariat :  	

24 Rue Desbordes Valmore				

F-75116 PARIS

Tel : 00 331 45 04 90 25

Président du Groupe des Etudes : Prof. Philippe MANIN

17 Rue de Babylone

F-75007            PARIS	

Tel : 00 33 1 46 34 97 52

Fax : 00 33 1 44 07 08 33

Fax (privé) : 00 33 1 42 22 70 49

e-mail : HOUBOUYA@univ-Paris1.fr 

Secrétaire Général du Groupe des Etudes : Mr. Stéphane RODRIGUES

Privée : Place St. Antoine 41-42

1040 Bruxelles

Tel: 00 32 2 648 97 16

e-mail : kga.bruxelles@skynet.be



GERMANY

INSTITUT FÜR EUROPÄISCHE POLITIK (IEP)

Director : Dr. Mathias JOPP

Bundesallee 22

D-10717 	BERLIN						

Tel. 00 49 30 88 91 34 0								

Fax. 00 49 30 88 91 34 99

e-mail : mathiasjopp@iep-berlin.de



GREECE

GREEK CENTRE OF EUROPEAN STUDIES & RESEARCH (EKEME)

Director : Dr. Nikos FRANGAKIS

6, Kriezotou Street

GR-10671        ATHENS

Tel. 00 30 1 362 68 88

       00 30  1 360 73 20

Fax. 00 30 1 363 16 31

e-mail : sofralaw@otenet.gr



IRELAND

INSTITUTE OF EUROPEAN AFFAIRS (IEA)

Director General : Mr. Joe BROSNAN

Europe House, 8 North Great Georges Street

IR-            DUBLIN 1

Tel. 00 353 1 874 67 56

Fax. 00 353 1 878 68 80

e-mail : info@iea.iol.ie

http://www.iiea.com



ITALY 

ISTITUTO AFFARI INTERNAZIONALI (IAI)

Director :  Dr. Gianni BONVICINI

Via Angelo Brunetti 9

I-00186           ROMA

Tel. 00 39 06 322 43 60

Fax. 00 39 06 322 43 63

e-mail : g.bonvicini@iai.it

http://www.iai.it



LUXEMBURG

CENTRE D'ETUDES ET DE RECHERCHES EUROPEENNES ROBERT SCHUMAN 

Director : Prof. Gilbert TRAUSCH

Rue J. Wilhelm 4

L-2728     LUXEMBOURG

Tel. 00 352 478 22 90						                   

       00 352 478 22 91

Fax. 00 352 42 27 97

e-mail : crs@cere.smtp.etat.lu



THE NETHERLANDS

NEDERLANDS INSTITUUT VOOR INTERNATIONALE BETREKKINGEN,

CLINGENDAEL

Director: Prof. Dr. Alfred VAN STADEN

‘Clingendael’

Clingendael 7

Postbus 93080

NL - 2509      AB DEN HAAG		

Tel.: 00 31 70 324 53 84

Fax.: 00 31 70 328 20 02

Mr. H.H.J. LABOHM, also at Clingendael Institute

e-mail : hlabohm@clingendael.nl

Prof. A.E. PIJPERS, also at Clingendael Institute 

e-mail : apijpers@clingendael.nl

http://www.clingendael.nl						



PORTUGAL

INSTITUTO DE ESTUDOS ESTRATEGICOS E INTERNACIONAIS (IEEI)

Director : Dr. Alvaro VASCONCELOS

Largo de S. Sebastiao 8, Paço do Lumiar

P-1600           LISBOA

Tel. 00 351 21 757 27 01

Fax. 00 351 21 759 39 83	      				

e-mail : av@ieei.pt                                              

http://www.ieei.pt



�SPAIN

INSTIUTO ESPANOL DE RELACIONES INTERNATIONALES Y POLITICA EXTERIOR (IERIPE)

Director : Dr. Charles POWELL

Fundacion José Ortega y Gasset, Calle Fortuny 53

E-28010         MADRID

Hortaleza, 104, Bajo Izq.

Tel. 00 34 91 700 41 15

Fax. 00 34 91 700 35 30

e-mail : ctpowell@ceri-fog.org



Other contact person: 

Prof. Alejandro LORCA CORRONS

Universidad Autonoma de Madrid, Facultad de Ciencias Economicas y Empresariales

Carretera de Colmenar Veijo, KM 15, Ciudad Universitaria de Cantoblanco 

E - 28049 MADRID (Spain)

tel : 00 34 91 397 50 00

fax : 00 34 91 397 51 61

e-mail: alejandro.lorca@uam.es



SWEDEN

SWEDISH INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS                               

Director : Dr. Anders MELLBOURN

Lilla Nygatan 23 Box 1253

S-111 82    STOCKHOLM (Sweden)

Tel. 00 46 8 23 40 60

Fax. 00 46 8 20 10 49

e-mail : mellbourn@ui.se

Dr. Gunilla HEROLF, also Swedish Institute of International Affairs

e-mail: herolf@ui.se

http://www.ui.se



UNITED KINGDOM

FEDERAL TRUST FOR EDUCATION AND RESEARCH

Director : Mr. Martyn BOND					

Dean Bradley House

52 Horseferry Road      						

UK-LONDON       SW1P 2AF	(United Kingdom)				

Tel. 00 44 171 799 28 18

Fax. 00 44 171 799 28 20

e-mail : martynbond@fedtrust.co.uk

http://www.fedtrust.co.uk

Chairman: Dr. John PINDER

Bloomfield Terrace 26

UK - LONDON SW1W 8PQ

tel : 00 44 171 730 20 24

 





�ASSOCIATED MEMBERS



BELGIUM

COLLEGE OF EUROPE

Rector : Prof. Dr. Piet W.C. AKKERMANS

11 Dyver					

Tel. : 00 32 50 44 99 11

Fax. : 0 32 50 34 75 33

e-mail : rector@coleurop.be

8000 BRUGGE (Belgium)

http://www.coleurop.be



other contact person:

Prof. Dieter MAHNCKE, also at College of Europe

e-mail : dmahncke@coleurop.be

Prof. Robert PICHT also at College of Europe

Röterweg 11

D - 7141 FREIBURG in Brisgau

tel : 00 49 71 41 930 30

fax : 00 49 71 41 930 350

e-mail : rpicht@coleurop.be



THE CZECH REPUBLIC

ASSOCIATION FOR THE STUDY OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS (FSIR)

President : Prof. Dr. Otto PICK

Nerudova 3

118 50 PRAHA 1 - Mala Strana (Czech Rep.)

Tel. : 00 420 2 573 20 957

          00 420 2 573 20 319

Fax. : 00 420 2  573 21 079

e-mail : umv@iir.cz

other contact person: Ir. Karel Zeman

Ceskoslovenska obchnodni banka, a.s.

Na Prikope 14

115 20 PRAHA 1

tel : 00 420 2 61 35 46 54

fax : 00 420 2 61 35 48 46



HUNGARY

INSTITUTE FOR WORLD ECONOMICS OF THE HUNGARIAN ACADEMY

OF SCIENCES (IWE HAS)

General Director : Prof. Dr. Andrŕs INOTAI

Orszaghaz u. 30

1014 BUDAPEST 

Tel. 00 361 224 67 00

Fax. 00 361 224 67 66

e-mail : ainotai@vki3.vki.hu

http://www.vki3.vki.hu

				 

�ITALY

THE EUROPEAN UNIVERSITY INSTITUTE, Centre Robert Schuman

Director : Prof. Yves MENY

Badia Fiesolana, 

Via dei Roccettini 9

I-50016 SAN DOMENICO DI FIESOLE (Firenze)

Tel. 00 39 055 468 57 90

Fax. 00 39 055 468 52 00

http:// www.iue.it/RSC/Welcome.HTML

other contact person at the institute

Prof. Jean-Victor LOUIS

Tel : 00 39 055 468 55 27

Fax : 00 39 055 468 52 00

e-mail (Firenze): louis@datacomm.iue.it OR e-mail (Brussels) : jeanvictor.louis@skynet.be



POLAND

FOUNDATION FOR EUROPEAN STUDIES - EUROPEAN INSTITUTE

Director General : Dr. Maria KARASINSKA-FENDLER 

ul. Piotrkowska 262/264

90-361 LODZ 

Tel. 00 48 42 637 50 47

Fax. 00 48 42 637 05 86

e-mail : instytut@ie.lodz.pl



POLAND

COLLEGE OF EUROPE NATOLIN 

Vice-Rector : Dr. Piotr NOWINA-KONOPKA

ul. Nowoursynowska 84

02-797 WARSAW 78 

tel : 00 48 22 545 94 00

fax : 00 48 22 649 13 52

e-mail : natolin@ikp.atm.com.pl



SLOVENIA

CENTRE FOR INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 

Director: Prof. Dr. Marjan SVETLICIC

International Relations Research Centre, Faculty of Social Sciences, University of Ljubljana

P.O. Box 2547

1001 LJUBLJANA 

Tel. 00 386 61 16 81 461

Fax: 00 386 61 16 85 330

e-mail: marjan.svetlicic@uni-lj.si
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