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Opening speech of the UEF Federal Committee Meeting 

Approval of the agenda 

The agenda was approved by the FC. 

Adoption of the UEF Federal Committee meeting’s minutes - Brussels, 12-13 December 
2014 

Last Federal Committee meeting’s minutes were approved by the FC. 

Appointment of the Resolutions Committee 

- Ms. Ortrun Gauper as Chair of PC1 

- Ms. Monica Tiberi as Chair of PC2 

- Mr. Franco Spoltore as Chair of PC3 

- Mr. Henrik Soderman for the Praesidium 

- Mr. Paolo Vacca as Secretary-General 

Appointment of new Chair of Political Commission 4 

- Ms. Daphné Gogou as Chair of PC4 

Welcoming speech by Isabelle Durant, UEF Vice-President and Member of the Brussels Region 
Parliament and Chair of the Spinelli Group 

The UEF Vice President, Ms. Isabelle Durant, welcomed the FC members at the parliament of the 

Brussels region Brussels by drawing a comparison between the EU and the Belgian federal system, which 

allows the Flemish and the Walloons to work together. However, like Europe, the Belgian federation is 

facing difficulties because of an instable situation caused by separatist forces, which are also 

‘contaminating’ other political groups with their ideas. Although there is a need for more EU integration, 

there is nationalisation of European debate and deep mistrust in the institutions.  The citizens’ lack of 

confidence in Europe, mainly due to the Eurozone crisis in recent years, is a great challenge the 

federalists are facing. If the federalists are aiming for a treaty change in order to improve the current 

EU, they need to know why and what to do if a Member State decides to refuse it. 

Debate: treaty change, no treaty change or additional treaties? 

The UEF President, Mr. Elmar Brok, explained how in a moment of big challenges, Europe still has to 

overcome the crisis, started in 2008, which shifted from economic to a deep social crisis. However, the 

EU does not have all the means available to fight these challenges and there is a general lack of courage 

for a treaty change. Moreover, in the current situation there is a huge risk that a treaty change would 

not lead to an increase the competences for the EU, since in order to satisfy the UK, some countries are 

ready to push for less competences for Europe. Although the European federalists should absolutely be 

prepared for a treaty change, this is the wrong moment to initiate such process. However, the 

federalists can analyse the possibilities of exploiting the Treaty of Lisbon. Mr. Brok is currently working 
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with Mrs. Mercedes Bresso on this topic and together Mr. Guy Verhofstadt, who will be working on a 

report for a treaty change, they will present a joint document with a common direction.  

The Treaty of Lisbon still allows possibilities of further EU integration in various sectors. The main 

question on this issue should be on EU competences and on whether these should be divided between 

national level or if the creation of new institutions is necessary. According to Mr. Brok, new institutions 

could lead to more division, hence it should be avoided. It is important to work with the existing 

institutions as they are, especially in the case of the Monetary union where the Treaty allows to bring 

things together. For example, although it was adopted through an intergovernmental method, the Fiscal 

Compact can be considered a success as it has been ratified by 27 Member States. The federalists should 

keep an eye the 4 Presidents’ paper, which will be published at the European Council meeting in June.   

Regarding foreign and security policy, there is an enormous challenge to be faced. International law was 

violated by military occupation last year and conflicts in the world and in Europe seem to be 

unavoidable. This is why the EU must continue its peacekeeping missions within states and support 

countries in their fight for democracy and rule of law. As for the issue of migration, there is the need of a 

common European voice for what is happening in the Mediterranean. The EU must not forget its fight 

against poverty by helping people in countries suffering from a deep crisis in achieving a decent life.  

In foreign and defence policy, only if the Europeans work together they will manage to play a role on a 

global scale. At the same time, the EU must ensure the security of each Member State by creating new 

specific policies according to the threats which are faced in different parts of Europe.  

The Member States of the EU spends three times more than Russia in defence and have more soldiers 

than US. However, there is too little coordination between them because of national sovereignty. It is 

time to find ways to reach a safer and more effective Europe, which would also allow tax payers to save 

their money. 

UEF Honorary President, Mr. Andrew Duff, warned the federalists that they need to be more conscious 

than ever before since there is a possibility of the return of a Europe of the past where borders and 

ethnic identity were more important than the principles of rule of law and democracy. The federalists 

know how long their struggle had to go to get so far but to think that it could last like this would be a 

grave historic failure. 

Political parties in the UK are uncertain on what to do regarding the EU. The only thing they agree upon 

is that national parliaments should have more power at the expense of the EU. When listening to the 

current political debate in the UK, the issues preoccupying the most are immigration and taxation. On 

the contrary, geopolitical questions have no audience, no press, no broadcast and no interest apart from 

a few intellectuals, showing how the UK is absent from international engagement. For example, British 

ministers are not part of those involved in the Ukrainian crisis and their armed forces are reduced to the 

Trident submarine which represents enormous costs. Hence, for those who see a British contribution to 

common security and defence policy, this is not the case.  

Since timing is very important and very difficult, the federalists should not be plunging into a convention 

before thorough reflection has been achieved. It is essential to give pragmatic examples on the reasons 

to change treaty of EU, highlighting the problem of democratic deficiency and the need for structural 

reform. What is also needed is mutual trust and not technocratic interdependence and the federalists 

should make sure that the citizens are provided with an EU government with democratic solidarity. The 
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support of the European Parliament is crucial since Mr. Juncker will not be able to do everything by 

himself. Mr. Draghi and Mr. Juncker are right when they say that although the ECB has achieved a lot, 

the political class have the duty to create an EU which is fit for their tasks. 

Eulogy for John Pinder, UEF President 1984-1990 

UEF Honorary President, Mr. Andrew Duff, and UEF President, Mr. Elmar Brok, both paid their last 

respects to John Pinder, former UEF President from 1984 to 1990.  

John Pinder was an extraordinary intelligent man and a true linguist with a great love for foreign 

literature. He was a professor of the College of Europe in Bruges and author many influential books on 

EU affairs. His federalism and scope of interest was not confined to Europe. He thought of possibilities of 

global cooperation built on democracy and environmentalism.  

He was kind but firm in the cause of reform, accepting that the EU is a complex and frustrating exercise. 

He was never satisfied with the state of play and always wanted for more. He accepted all steps 

forwards in integration and was known for his political insistence in expanding the community method. 

He pushed for a convention in the times of the Maastricht Treaty and was a true believer that federalism 

is the right medicine to stop nations to do things to each other again. 

His recreation was very quiet and he can still now be pictured meditating and wondering around 

Tuscany, like a pilgrim walking in great spirits, with stubborn perseverance towards a destination which 

slowly becomes clearer. 

Activity Report 

The UEF Secretary-General, Mr. Paolo Vacca, presented the past and upcoming activities of the UEF 

Secretariat. In the last few months the UEF Secretariat has been focusing on four areas: policy and 

advocacy, sections and members, local initiatives and long term initiatives (events, communication, 

etc.): 

1. For Policy, the UEF Secretariat has been following AFCO Committee at the EP and is preparing policy 

briefs in order to provide input for the two AFCO reports on possibilities within the Lisbon treaty and 

beyond the Lisbon treaty. The first policy brief on “Strengthening and Deepening the Economic and 

Monetary Union within the Current Treaties: Possibilities and Limits – 25 proposals” has recently been 

published. 

For Advocacy, the UEF Secretariat has been increasing its relations to federalist MEPS mainly through 

the bi-monthly Spinelli Group meeting. Moreover, it has been reaching out new members of the EP by 

introducing UEF to MEPs in bilateral and group meeting, also through the Meet your MEPs initiative. 

Lithuanian MEPs have been met in January while Slovakians and Austrian MEPs will be met in the 

following months. 

 

2. As for sections and members, the UEF Secretariat has been organising joint JEF-UEF PC meetings. The 

PC3 meeting on the Future of Europe successfully took place in Berlin in February 2015, which was 

focused on the Eurozone governance and the preparation of FC campaign positions. The next meeting 

will be organised for PC4 on Social Europe in October in Maastricht.  
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Additionally, the Federalist Debate and Training Weekend was organised in Madrid in March 2015, in 

which the Spanish sections managed to invite high-level speakers to debate with the federalists on “The 

Future of Europe between Federalism and the Nation State”. 

The federalist Galaxy, proposed by Ms. Isabelle Durant, has been organised in order to improve the UEF 

relations with other federalists and pro-European organisations. Upcoming activities include the 

Federalist Event in Vilnius in June for the Baltic countries, led by Mr. Petras Austrevicius MEP, the 

Federalist Academy in Bruges in June in order to train future UEF leaders and the Ventotene 

International Seminar in August. 

3. In Belgium, the UEF Secretariat has also managed a great number of local events such as the Brussels’ 

Circles Debate, to develop political positions and strengthen the network of federalists working for the 

EU Institutions. Additionally, the UEF Secretariat organised a public debate on the EU Democracy and 

Government in March 2015 and is planning two more debates on the UK elections and the EU army. As 

it is important for the UEF to reach out to new circles, the Secretariat is working on a plan to reach out 

to think tanks and foundations. 

4. As for communication, the UEF Secretariat has presented a new brochure which can be used by all 

sections in order to promote the organisation. The UEF Secretary-General has also relaunched the UEF 

Quaterly update and started a new blog in order to promote federalist ideas. In the following months, 

the UEF website will be update with a new layout and new content thanks to the launch of professional 

publications (Policy briefs, Policy Papers and Reflection papers). 

On the long term, the UEF is still missing campaign framework with a clear political focus. It is important 

that national sections contribute to this debate and brainstorm on a strategy. Furthermore, there is a 

need for stronger and more coordinated sections, where members should better exploit UEF activities, 

organise national activities based on key messages agreed upon on the European level and push for 

more outreach to national stakeholders. 

Finances 

2014 Budget Report 

The UEF Treasurer, Mr. Kolja Bienert, presented the financial situation of 2014. The final version of the 

2014 report will be presented in the next FC in autumn 2015. Apart from Portugal and Romania having 

difficulties in fulfilling the payments, all has been successfully achieved. 

In 2015, the UEF Secretariat planned ahead but, although national sections have been ‘chased’ for their 

payments, the UEF received 30 percent less than demanded, hence it is essential for national sections to 

send in their 2015 membership fee as soon as possible. The UEF needs to prefinance activities to 

motivate people to organise events and because it is also part of co-financing. The UEF is confident that 

all activities for 2015 can be completed if national sections pay the 2015 fee on time. Regarding the 

previous years, 2013 grant payment is still due and will come in anytime soon while 2014 final grant 

instalment is also expected for 2015. 

The UEF internal auditor, Ms. Ingeborg Dohrmann-Nowak, added that the audit started on 16 April 2015 

and there is a draft report for 2014. National sections that have not paid are a few: Greece for 2013 and 

2014, Montenegro 2013 and 2014, Portugal 2013 and 2014, Romania 2013 and 2014, Slovenia 2013 and 
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2014. All UEF sections must think about a strategy to increase the number of their members as it would 

be of great contribution to the financial situation. 

Reports by Political Commissions 

PC1 Economic and Monetary Union 

The resolution on the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) was approved almost 

unanimously by PC1 (one abstention). The amendments added during the discussion in the PC aimed at 

addressing the concerns regarding a possible political integration as an evolution of the TTIP. They also 

meant to clarify that the TTIP is an economic agreement, more than a political one. Product of a long 

debate started at the last FC. One of the problems: the high technicity of the agreement.   

The Juncker European Investment Plan was also discussed, on the basis of with two draft resolutions. As 

unfortunately none of the Members having submitted the draft Resolution on a “New Deal for Europe: 

the UEF Supports an Enhanced EU Investment Policy” could attend the meeting it could not be adopted. 

However, the Presidium decided to attach it to the minutes of the meeting to show its considerable 

contribution to the debate. 

The second resolution on the topic was approved by PC1. It highlights the impossibility to have counter-

cyclical instruments due to the lack of political integration in the EU. It stresses also the weaknesses of 

the plan, particularly the fact that it is mainly composed of private capital. The resolution also recalls 

and specifies the proposals made in the Analytical note, which consist mainly of the process of 

completion of the EMU through the construction of the four unions on the basis of common institutions, 

instead of rule-based system.  

PC2 External Affairs 

One resolution “Towards a European army” is the product of the long and successful work carried out by 

the working group on European defence. It aims at feeding the debate on the EU army after the 

proposal made by Juncker. It is divided in two main parts. The first lists what can be done within the 

current treaty framework. The second states what the EU needs to achieve in terms of defence and the 

contradictions that would arise from the lack of political union.  

The proposed version and the amendments submitted by UEF Austria were discussed. One of the 

hottest topics was the EU-NATO relations, which should be further explored in future resolutions. For 

the rest, a compromise was found and the final text constitutes a valuable basis for future discussions. A 

press release will be written if it is adopted, so that the supporters of the European integration can take 

part to the debate on the EU army and to highlight the fact that there can be no European army without 

a European federation.  

PC3 Future of Europe and Federalist Strategy 

The discussions in PC3 were focused on the best ways to exploit the positions contained in the renewed 

Manifesto. The main topics identified by PC3 are: 

- youth unemployment; 

- the transformation of EMU into a political union; 

- the need for a European Constitution. 
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In addition, particular attention was paid to the next version of the Four Presidents’ Report, which will 

be issued in June. PC3 agreed that the UEF should prepare its position regarding this document on the 

basis of the questions made by President Juncker in his analytical note and provide answers from a 

federalist point of view. Thus, the UEF must insist on the necessity to go beyond the existing Treaties 

and to make the federalist ideas in this regard known. 

Regarding the campaign tools that the UEF should use, PC3 had a lively debate with a lot of different 

ideas. Drawing from the experience with the pledge “Toward a Federal Europe” used during the 2014 

European Parliament electoral campaign, PC3 decided to submit to the FC a new pledge based on the 

answers to Juncker’s questions. This tool will be put at the disposal of national sections and it will be 

proposed for signature to MPs, governments and MEPs. 

The Secretary-General explained that the Secretariat is already working beyond its capacities. It would 

thus be essential that national sections get involved in this initiative. 

PC4 Social Europe and Citizens’ Rights 

Given the complete reshuffling of the composition of PC4 a considerable part of the discussions were 

focused on the priorities that the UEF should work on in the field of EU Citizens’ rights. The Members of 

the PC identified four main fields of reflection: 

- Immigration: this topic is of particular importance, since so far the EU has failed to give an 

appropriate answer to the humanitarian tragedy that is occurring at its borders. The EU needs to 

adopt a new immigration and asylum policy, based on a humanitarian approach and in line with 

international and EU human rights standards, and which fosters solidarity between Member 

States. In addition, regarding the internal politic debates, UEF elected and nominated 

representatives need to take a strong stance when it comes to make the difference between 

immigration and mobility within the EU. 

- Citizenship 

- Mobility 

- Children’s rights 

- Enforcement means at the disposal of the Commission to implement EU legislation in the field 

of Justice and Home Affairs  

The draft resolution submitted by PC4’s Chairwoman on the European immigration and asylum policy 

was approved by the PC with minor modifications aimed at highlighting the necessity of greater 

solidarity between Member States. In addition, two working groups will be created in order to start the 

reflection on the fields of citizenship and mobility respectively with a view to the Joint UEF/JEF political 

meeting taking place in October and the next FC meeting. 

General debate on UEF-JEF campaign strategy and initiatives 

PC3 Chairman, Franco Spoltore, presented the new federalist pledge, to be used as a campaign tool in 

the following months. This is a tool designed, first, to show that the federalists have a clear position 

regarding the future of the Economic and Monetary Union (EMU) and, second, to position the UEF as a 

valuable interlocutor for policy-makers. This is particularly important in a context of crisis, where even 

the Commission calls itself “the Commission of the last chance” and where EU citizens will be called to 

make crucial decisions on the future of the economic and political integration in Europe. At the same 
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time, the upcoming publication of the new Four Presidents’ Report as well as the preparation process of 

several important reports by the European Parliament offer the UEF a window of opportunity to 

influence the decision-making process. This processes pose essential questions about the future of the 

Union, and the federalists must draw from their manifesto in order to provide the appropriate answers. 

More precisely, this new pledge will consist of a questionnaire based on the answers formulated by 

President Juncker in its Analytical Note presented to the European Council in January. It will be 

complemented with answers based on the UEF manifesto. This tool will be particularly useful in order to 

reach out to the political class (MEPs, national MPs and governments) and could be the basis for the 

work of the different working groups and task forces on future initiatives targeting a larger audience. 

The FC warmly welcomed the initiative presented by PC3, although it invites the authors to change the 

formulation of the answers in order to make them more readable.  

The following steps of the campaign strategy should aim at getting MEPs and MPs actively involved in 

the promotion of these ideas. In order to give an adequate follow-up to the questionnaire, roundtables 

and meetings with elected representatives should be organised in order to initiate the debate in 

national parliaments and allow the emergence of a vanguard in the European Parliament. In particular, 

the main target of the UEF should be the MEPs involved in the working group preparing the position of 

the EP regarding the new Four Presidents’ report. Advocacy activities should be undertaken to reach 

them in the EP, but also to influence their national teams. Another target could be constituted of the 

young members of political parties. 

To this purpose, the Secretariat will provide national sections with support in the finalisation of the 

questionnaire and its translation. It will also organise an event in Brussels reuniting all the MEPs having 

signed the pledge. 

Regarding UEF-JEF cooperation, the priority of JEF is to translate current political positions into actual 

policies. In addition, double membership should become the norm in order to foster joint work. Finally, 

JEF expresses its concerns regarding the current format of the FC, which prevents many of its members 

from taking part to the debate. 
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Vote on Proposals for Resolutions 

Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on the Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership (TTIP) 

The resolution is voted in a block as amended by PC1.  

 

Vote on the draft resolution as amended by the PC 

In favour Against Abstentions 

32 6 4 

The resolution is adopted. 

 

Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on the Juncker European Investment Plan 

During the presentation of the amendments made by the PC, one FC member asks for a vote on the last 

amendment regarding the deletion of the last three paragraphs of the original proposal.  

Vote on the amendment regarding the deletion of the last three paragraphs of the proposal 

In favour Against Abstentions 

24 18 1 

The amendment is approved by the FC 

The Presidium invites the FC to vote on the entire proposal for a resolution. 

Vote on the resolution as amended by the PC 

In favour Against Abstentions 

44 0 0 

The resolution is unanimously adopted. 

 

Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee “Towards a European Army” 

PC2’s Chairwoman presents the proposal for a resolution and the amendments made by the PC. After 

verifying that there is no objection from the members, the Presidium invites to vote on the resolution as 

a block. 

Vote on the resolution as amended by the PC 

In favour Against Abstentions 

44 0 0 

The resolution is unanimously adopted. 

 

http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-on-the-transatlantic-trade-and-investment-partnership-ttip/
http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-on-the-transatlantic-trade-and-investment-partnership-ttip/
http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-on-the-juncker-european-investment-plan/
http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-towards-a-european-army/
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Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on Guidelines and Timetable for Action and 
Campaigning for the Next Months 

PC3’s Rapporteur presents one amendment made to the proposal for a resolution submitted before the 

FC. Given that there is no objection from the floor, the Presidium calls for a vote on the proposal. 

Vote on the resolution as amended by the PC 

In favour Against Abstentions 

44 0 0 

The resolution is unanimously adopted. 

 

Vote on a motion regarding the finalisation of the questionnaire to be used as new 
campaign tool 

Based on the previous debate on campaign strategy, the Chair of Presidium proposes that the FC is 

mandated with the task of creating a working group to define the previse wording of the answers to 

President Juncker’s questions. The Secretary-General explains that the natural members of this working 

group should be the authors of the current version as well as representatives from JEF (namely, 

President Pauline Gessant and Vice-President Peter Oomsels), but he invites other members to join the 

group. FC members François Mennerat and Chatherine Vieilledent express their intention to join. 

Vote on a motion regarding the finalisation of the answers to President Juncker’s questions 

In favour Against Abstentions 

44 0 0 

The motion is unanimously adopted. 

See the preliminary version of the questionnaire in Annex 5. 

 

Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee to Support the Development of a Humanitarian 
Based Approach on EU Migration Policy in Line with International and EU Standards on 
Human Rights 

PC4’s Chairwoman presents two amendments made to the proposal for a resolution submitted before 

the FC. Given that there is no objection from the floor, the Presidium calls for a vote on the proposal. 

Vote on the resolution as amended by the PC 

In favour Against Abstentions 

44 0 0 

The resolution is unanimously adopted. 

Proposal of modification of the Rules of Procedure of the Union of European Federalists 
(UEF)  

The proposal is withdrawn by the author. 

 

http://www.federalists.eu/fileadmin/files_uef/FC/FC_17-18_April_2015/Adopted_Resolutions_and_Documents/UEF_Guideline_and_timetable_for_action_and_campaign.pdf
http://www.federalists.eu/fileadmin/files_uef/FC/FC_17-18_April_2015/Adopted_Resolutions_and_Documents/UEF_Guideline_and_timetable_for_action_and_campaign.pdf
http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-to-support-the-development-of-a-humanitarian-based-approach/
http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-to-support-the-development-of-a-humanitarian-based-approach/
http://www.federalists.eu/uef/news/resolution-of-the-uef-federal-committee-to-support-the-development-of-a-humanitarian-based-approach/
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XXV Congress 2016 

The Secretary-General presented the proposal for the celebration of the 70th anniversary of UEF and the 

2016 Congress (see presentation online). 

Vote on a motion selecting Strasbourg as the venue of the 2016 Congress 
Vote on a motion to choose Strasbourg as the venue for the 2016 Congress 

In favour Against Abstentions 

44 0 0 

The motion is unanimously adopted 

 

Vote on a motion regarding the format of the 2016 Congress 

The FC was asked to choose between two formats for the 2016 Congress: 

Option 1: Thursday to Saturday 

Option 2: Friday to Sunday 

Vote on a motion to choose the format for the 2016 Congress 

Option 1 Option 2 Abstentions 

0 30 1 

Option 2 is chosen for the format of the 2016 Congress. 

Future Events 

The Secretary-General presented the list of future events to be organised by UEF Europe (see page 64 of 

the FC folder). 

Given that there is overlap between the dates proposed for the next FC meeting and the EUF Federal 

Committee, the Secretary-General asked EUD to try to find another date. If this was not possible, UEF 

Europe will fix another date for its FC at the end of November. 

The FC proposed a motion regarding the format of the FC meetings. It requests that it be held on 

Saturdays and Sundays, instead of Fridays and Saturdays, in order to allow a higher number of members 

to participate. 

Vote on a motion requesting FC meetings to be held on Saturdays and Sundays 

In favour Against Abstentions 

41 0 0 

http://www.federalists.eu/fileadmin/files_uef/FC/FC_17-18_April_2015/Documents/UEF_Congress_and_70th_Anniversary.pdf
http://www.federalists.eu/fileadmin/files_uef/FC/FC_17-18_April_2015/Documents/FC_04.2015_FOLDER_FINAL.pdf
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List of deliverables 

List of texts adopted 

- Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on the Transatlantic Trade and Investment 

Partnership (TTIP) 

- Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on the Juncker European Investment Plan 

- Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee “Towards a European Army” 

- Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on Guidelines and Timetable for Action and  

- Campaigning for the Next Months 

o Vote on a motion regarding the finalisation of the questionnaire to be used as new 

campaign tool 

- Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee to Support the Development of a Humanitarian Based 

Approach on EU Migration Policy in Line with International and EU Standards on Human Rights 

Decisions adopted on future statutory meetings 

- Motion selecting Strasbourg as the venue of the 2016 Congress 

- Motion regarding the format of the 2016 Congress 

- Motion requesting FC meetings to be held on Saturdays and Sundays 

Decisions adopted regarding the work of PCs until the next FC meeting 

- PC2 will continue its work in the reflection about EU-NATO relationship 

- PC3 will organise with the support of the Secretariat a working group for the finalisation of the 

answers to President Juncker’s questions that will be used as a basis for the new pledge. 

Although it will remain open to the participation of interested members, this working group 

should be composed of: 

o PC3 Chairman, Franco Spoltore 

o PC3 Rapporteur, Otto Schmuck 

o JEF President, Pauline Gessant 

o JEF Vice-President, Peter Oomsels 

o Group Europe President, Catherine Vieilledent 

o FC member, François Mennerat 

- PC4 will continue its work on immigration and create two new working groups on Mobility and 

Citizenship respectively in order to prepare the work of the PC with a view to: 

o the presentation of the new comprehensive European Agenda on Migration by the 

Commission, announce for May 2015; 

o the next UEF-JEF joint political meeting on internal policies to be held in October in 

Maastricht; 

o the next FC meeting in November. 
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Annexes 

 

Annex 1: Proposal for a Resolution of the UEF Federal Committee on a New Deal for 
Europe: The UEF Supports an Enhanced EU Investment Policy 

 

Submitted by Pablo Faura Enríquez, Lucio Levi, Catherine Vieilledent et ali (see end of the document)

 

While the EU has been able to put in place a monetary union for its member states, it lacks a 1 
correlative fiscal and investment arm to counter-act the macroeconomic shocks that affect some 2 
national economies and to undertake genuine EU investment policies at a federal level.  3 

Seven years have gone past, but the severe crisis that Europe is experiencing is not yet overcome. 4 
The emphasis of governments on fiscal consolidation, albeit necessary to face the debt crisis, has 5 
aggravated the depressive spiral. 6 

In this regard, a true European investment policy, financed through own fiscal resources and EU level 7 
debt issuances is needed to fight unemployment and spur sustainable economic development. In 8 
short, the EU needs a Federal investment policy to complement the monetary union, which could be 9 
the embryo of a genuine countercyclical macroeconomic capability at the EU level. 10 

This policy proposal is in itself a Federalist one, enabling the monetary union to evolve into a real 11 
economic, financial fiscal union, and political union. In addition, a strengthened European investment 12 
policy is also needed to regain the trust and support of citizens in the European project. Without 13 
economic recovery, employment creation and an effort to improve social and territorial cohesion, it 14 
will be difficult to enlist public support for a constitutional reform towards a genuine federal political 15 
union. At the same time, it is essential push forward the constitutional agenda of the European Union, 16 
namely by calling for a Convention to reform the current Treaty framework, which is unable to deliver 17 
the above mentioned goals in an effective and democratic fashion 18 

Thus, the Union of European Federalists welcomes the Investment Plan for Europe announced by the 19 
European Commission, even though it falls short of a genuine federal investment capacity fed by EU 20 
own resources. The investment plan as it is now still depends on the bargaining of member states 21 
about the dedicated resources.  22 

It is the first time in the history of the EU that such initiative is taken. The Plan will finance key job-23 
generating projects in a wide range of fields including energy, broadband networks, infrastructure 24 
and the development of small and medium enterprises. This initiative is badly needed after seven 25 
years of financial and economic crisis that have destroyed millions of jobs across Europe, while the 26 
overall investment rate remains far below the pre-crisis level Besides, the cross-border nature of 27 
these key fields, such as energy and telecommunications requires an EU approach that can better 28 
and more efficiently tackle current European challenges than investment plans at the national level. 29 

This plan is expected to mobilize public and private capital to the tune of 315 billion euros, and came 30 
about after the first truly democratically election of the President of the European Commission and 31 
some civil society initiatives such as the New Deal 4 Europe campaign.  32 

It is noteworthy that the proposed European Fund for Strategic Investments (EFSI) will have the 33 
Commission as a shareholder, and hence play the leading role in deciding the investments. This is a 34 
clear Federalist feature vis-à-vis the European Investment Bank (EIB), an institution managed by the 35 
28 Member States and unwilling to endanger its top credit rating by financing riskier projects or 36 
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increasing debt issuances. Hence the EFSI will complement the EIB, while its funding will go to specific 37 
projects instead of being allocated to the national governments.  38 

The main pitfall of the Plan is its limited funding sources and the high overall investment target. The 39 
EU has a small budget (barely 1 per cent of the EU´s GDP, and for the first time in history reduced by  40 
the European Council in 2013) and over 75 per cent of it comes from national contributions as 41 
opposed to true own resources (customs duties, a fraction of the VAT, etc.). The Commission 42 
therefore cannot finance this investment drive. Also the EU cannot increase the current budget at 43 
lest until 2016 when the Mid-Term review of the Multi-Annual Financial Framework will take place, 44 
at a moment in which new own resources must be established urgently. 45 

The proposed EFSI is the product of convoluted financial engineering, by which the EIB apportions 5 46 
billion euros from its profits, and the Commission provides a guarantee of 16 billion backed by the 47 
EU budget, thus removing funds from already budgeted investments in Horizon 2020 and the 48 
Connecting Europe Facility. So the EIB contribution is the only fresh money, while member states 49 
make voluntary contributions, and so far, have not been all forthcoming. This funding strategy clearly 50 
hinders the potential of the investment plan, which would be much higher if it was backed by EU new 51 
own resources. 52 

In addition, these 21 billion euros of seed capital are supposed to back a 60 billion euros EIB bond 53 
issuance for lending and capital participation in public-private projects, mobilizing private money up 54 
to the promised 315 billion euros. Many economists doubt that such an ambitious private capital 55 
can be mobilized with so little public capital, while it is discouraging that some Member States may 56 
be willing to only contribute to national project co-financing.  57 

Still, the European Parliament and the Council can improve the current proposal substantially by 58 
granting the EFSI permanent status, endowed with stable sources of funding; including new EU own 59 
resources, so it can become the countercyclical investment arm of the EU, and with full accountability 60 
to the European Parliament, in particular by exercising oversight over the EFSI management, and 61 
indicating the political priorities for investment. 62 

The UEF supports endowing the EFSI with legal personality so it can borrow, lend and reinvest profits; 63 
establishing for it an indefinite duration; increasing its funding sources by channelling the EIB profits 64 
and mandatory national contributions; and allowing EU citizens to purchase EFSI bonds.  65 

Finally, Eurozone Member States are the ones that can benefit the most from a Eurozone budget 66 
directed to buffer asymmetric macroeconomic shocks within the monetary union; thus there is a 67 
strong incentive for them to set up a Eurozone investment fund within the EFSI, which could be 68 
financed for example through FTT proceeds, ECB profits, etc. We look forward the forthcoming 5 69 
Presidents report on the deepening of the Economic and Monetary Union, so it is endowed with a 70 
fiscal capability. 71 

 

Submitted by: 

- Pablo Faura Enríquez, UEF Spain President and UEF Europe FC Member 
- Lucio Levi, UEF Italy President and UEF Europe FC Member 
- Catherine Vieilledent, UEF Europe FC Member 
- Tuomas Nirkkonen, UEF Europe FC Member  
- Domènec Ruiz Devesa, UEF Spain Vice President and UEF Europe FC Member 
- Óliver Soto Sáinz, UEF Spain Board Member and UEF Europe FC Member 
- Matteo Adduci, UEF Europe FC Member 
- Monica Tiberi, UEF Europe FC Member 
- Pilar Llorente Ruiz de Azúa, UEF Spain Board Member
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Annex 2: Draft Internal Audit Report 2014 
 

Brussels 17th April 2015 
Auditors: Inge Dohrmann-Nowak 
             Dries Callens 
 
This is a DRAFT-Report on the UEF finances for the year 2014. 
 
1. Membership 
Unpaid membership fees: 
UEF Greece           2013 and 2014 
UEF Montenegro    2013 and 2014 also no declaration of members 
UEF Portugal         2013 and 2014 also no declaration of members 
UEF Romania        2013 and 2014/no declaration of members for 2014 
UEF Slovenia         2014. 
At the moment we have ca 10.555 members in the UEF. For the future we need to increase this number 
in all European countries and within UEF sections. 
 
2. Finances 
We started 2014 exercise with €  3.415,77 on the bank account on the 1st of January 2014 and ended on 
the 29th of December 2014 with € 39.448.36 plus. 
 
The same problem as last year – the same procedure as every year : the payment of the European 
Commission grant are transferred very late in our account. 
The first tranche for 2014 was paid on the 27th of June 2014. 
The last part for 2013 we have not yet received and are still waiting for, ca € 25.000 that we expect 
to be paid before summer 2015. 
We have not received 2014 last tranche either, € 40.000. Transfer might arrive on UEF account before 
end 2015. 
 
This means we have to prefinance this and that we can not pay our liabilities in time. This situation 
is very bad for our organization.   
 
3. Donations 
Here there is unfortunately nothing new to report. We must strive further urgently for donors. On this way 
– many thanks for our faithfulness donators. 
Dear friends you will find on the registration desk our „DONATION-PIG“ please fill him. 
Many thanks for your donations. 
 
4. Petite cash – we must clear the questions later. 
 
5. Remarks 
External audit by Baker Tilly is already executed but not yet finalised, therefore we suggest to present a 
final internal audit report at the next FC.     
 
 
Brussels, 17th of April 2015 
 
sign. sign. 
Inge Dohrmann-Nowak Dries Callens 
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Annex 3: Tribute to John Pinder, former UEF President 

JOHN PINDER: LIKE A PILGRIM 

John Pinder OBE was that rare thing: an intellectual leader in politics. A résumé of his career speaks for 

itself: after maths and economics at Cambridge – at King’s College, that of Alan Turing and Maynard 

Keynes – he joined up to the Royal Artillery in 1943 and evermore kept that style of a military officer, 

smart, upright, patriotic and moustachioed. Like a lot of his generation, the experience of war against 

fascism settled his trajectory. His first civilian job was as press officer to Federal Union (1950-52), at that 

stage an influential political force not only among those who were smartly engaged in constructing post-

War Europe but also with those hard-pressed in managing the gradual but decisive closure of the British 

Empire.1 John had been brought up in India where his father was involved in building trams and railways: 

making India run on time gave his son a lasting affection for travel, foreign languages and punctuality.  

From 1952, Pinder joined the Economist Intelligence Unit where with others he continued to develop the 

hard and fast case for British membership of the European Communities. From 1964 to 1985 he was 

Director of the leading social science think-tank in London, Political and Economic Planning (PEP) – 

subsequently renamed the Policy Studies Institute (PSI). The list of publications he authored or oversaw, 

and the quality of those he employed is impressive by any standards. A Pinder network grew of scholars, 

journalists, civil servants and politicians (of all parties) who were committed in the best sense to the goals 

of social justice, economic growth, democratic deepening and internationalism.  

The Pinder network, of course, did not stop at Dover. He drew especially close to the Movimento 

Federalista Europeo (MFE). With Jacques Vandamme he co-founded the Trans-European Policy Studies 

Association (TEPSA) in 1974, and kept up a busy schedule of teaching as Professor at the College of 

Europe in Bruges for thirty years (where so many of Europe’s political class sat at his feet). He served as 

President of the Union of European Federalists (UEF), which he loved, from 1984-90 (the Thatcher years); 

and he was always as active as could be in the service of the European Movement both in the UK and 

internationally. Few invitations to speak or write were declined, and engagements accepted were fulfilled 

conscientiously. 

                                                           
1 See John Pinder & Richard Mayne, Federal Union: The Pioneers, 1990. 
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From 1985 to 2008, John Pinder was the Chairman of the Federal Trust for Education and Research, 

founded by William Beveridge in 1945. Although always shy and self-effacing, John was also soldierly bold. 

He would never hesitate in calling on friends in high places – such as Roy Jenkins, Edward Heath, Altiero 

Spinelli and even Valéry Giscard d’Estaing – especially when he deemed them (all too often) to be lacking 

in zeal or consistency for the European cause. His own high standards led him to expect much of others.  

John was a brilliant editor of others’ works, as well as a kindly but critical mentor of those younger (like 

me) whom he recruited to work alongside him. His lengthy bibliography very well illustrates the rich 

breadth of his intellect and politics: economist, politologue, environmentalist, historian, teacher, 

benefactor. And we are truly fortunate that after his death on 7 March at the age of 91 his writing and 

example are still with us - liberal, continuing and humane.  

He was a very good writer, tackling complex subjects with scruple and without condescension.2 Here he is 

on the Treaty of Maastricht:- 

‘The question at issue is whether the powers [of the European Union] are to be exercised in 

common by an intergovernmental system, which is both inefficient and undemocratic, or by an 

effective system which respects the principles of democratic government, with the rule of law 

based on fundamental rights and with properly representative government under which 

representatives of the people – together with, in federal systems, the representatives of the 

states – enact the laws and control the executive. This system is based on British, more than on 

any other, political philosophy. It is very sad that British governments should oppose its 

application to the European Union where interdependence renders a new level of government 

necessary.’ 

John strongly promoted the EU’s enlargement to the east as well as its democratic reinforcement. He was 

one of the first to advocate the holding of a European constitutional convention.  

‘Such a procedure is a novelty for the British. Our constitution has developed in a different way. 

But the exercise of political power in common with our neighbours to deal with the problems of 

                                                           
2 See for example John Pinder, The European Union: A Very Short Introduction, 2001. 
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mutual interdependence has reached a point where a constitution will be needed to ensure that 

it is properly controlled; and the need will become more acute as the number and diversity of 

member states increases. The European constitution cannot evolve over the centuries as the 

British one did. Nor should it be allowed to develop much further by the methods employed to 

negotiate the Maastricht Treaty. The Treaty is a positive achievement. But it is confusing and 

obscure and it has not carried the people with it. Europeans need an effective Union with a 

democratic structure, which must be established in a way that can secure the consent of the 

citizens. … Only thus can Europeans provide for the security, prosperity and environment that 

they should have in the intensely interdependent Europe of the twenty-first century.’3 

In Who’s Who, John recorded his interests as ‘music, walking, foreign languages and literature’. His 

holidays with Pauline walking in France and Italy never ceased to rejuvenate him. We can picture him 

thoughtfully trudging on, in high spirits like a pilgrim, with stubborn perseverance towards a destination 

becoming ever clearer and nearer.  

 

Andrew Duff 

Director of the Federal Trust, 1993-99 

Member of the European Parliament, 1999-2014 

President of the Union of European Federalists, 2008-13 

 

                                                           
3 Andrew Duff, John Pinder & Roy Pryce (Eds), Maastricht and Beyond: Building the European Union, 1994, pp. 283 & 
285. 
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Annex 4: Adieu to Michel Albert 

Adieu to Michel Albert 

 

Robert Toulemon 

UEF France member – Author of several books. Aimons l’Europe and Souvenirs européens 

Michel Albert left us on March 19, at the age of 85. In December, he had been the victim of a fall which 

had caused a cerebral hemorrhage. With him, we lost one of the most brilliant advocates of the European 

cause, not of the powerless Europe of etatic sovereignties, but of a federal Europe limited in its fields of 

competence but which had the means to decide and act, such as it had been conceived by Jean Monnet 

and Robert Schuman. 

Coming of modest origin, he was an exemplary product of “republican meritocracy”. He had studied at 

l'Institut de Sciences Politiques and l’ENA (Ecole nationale d’administration) in Paris. He had a doctorate in 

economy. From his popular roots he certainly inherited an exceptional capacity of listen and empathy. His 

warm and open character was a great asset in his success and in the influence he would exert in various 

circumstances. As a young Inspector of Finances in 1959, he assumed the General Secretary ship of the 

group Rueff-Armand whose role was to conceive reforms that would favor economic growth… Already 

among multiple proposals which would give rise to strong opposition was the reform of the statute of 

taxis. 

The necessity of modernization thanks to Europe, was to be the leading thread of his outstanding career. I 

had known him since the days we had met at the Inspection of Finances. We shared a common conviction 

that the building of a United Europe would be the aim and task of our generation and would contribute to 

the modernization of France. 

After a stay in Marocco where he created an Inspection of Finances, he joined the institutions of the 

European Community (EC) in 1963. After working at the European Bank (BEI), he got into the services of 

the Commission as Director of the structures and economic development. I had myself been at Brussels 

since 1962, we went through the painful experience of the deviation caused by the diplomacy of General 

de Gaulle though we admired his contribution to the recovery of the French economy and to the Franco-

German reconciliation. The French refusal of federalism which persisted after the resignation of General 

de Gaulle, even when the veto on the adhesion of the United Kingdom was withdrawn, did not allow that 

the first enlargement of the EC be sized as an opportunity  for  a step toward a political Europe. 

The favored field of reflection of M. Albert was economic and social more than legal and institutional. He 

was the inventor of the Rhenish model. In this way, in a work published in 1991 under the title Capitalism 

again Capitalism, which was very successful, he explained and stressed the opposition that he noticed 

between a Rhenish capitalism which practiced a social dialogue, co-gestion, and a preoccupation of the 

long term and an Anglo-American capitalism submitting to the law of short term results and the interest 

of the share-holders, comes before the interest of the enterprise. The crisis born from the abuses of 

finance in the US became a confirmation of the judiciousness of his analysis. It also demonstrated that the 
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control of globalization would not be achieved without the patient construction of a supranational order 

of which the European Union was the best model in spite of all its shortcomings and imperfections. 

In the sixties, Michel Albert had confirmed his European and humanist commitment in a period when he 

collaborated with Jean-Jacques Servan-Schreiber, the short-lived leader of the French Radical party, with 

whom he had got on well. He had taken a large part in the writing of the Défi américain, a best-seller 

published in 1968 under the signature JJSS; he affirmed his convictions in Ciel et Terre (Sky and Earth), the 

Manifesto of the Radical party. Appointed Commissaire au Plan in 1978, he had the courage to warn 

Raymond Barre, Prime Minister of Giscard d'Estaing, about the risk of the apparition of a massive 

unemployment. 

He went back for some time to the Inspection of Finances after the arrival of the Left in power; in 1982, 

he was appointed President of the Assurances Générales de France, which had just been nationalized; he 

kept this job until 1994. 

He was elected to the Académie des Sciences morales et politiques in March 1994; he became President 

of this Academy in 2004 and took over the function of Secrétaire perpétuel from 2005 to 2010. His 

interest for Europe was illustrated in various contributions; on the Franco-German couple, the reception 

of Jean-Claude Juncker as associate foreign member, France and globalization and finally the organization 

of the Regards croisés sur l'Europe to which I had the honor to participate on the theme of a reform of the 

United Nations inspired by the European experience. The European commitment of Michel Albert and his 

exceptional talents as a pedagogue led him into partcipating in multiple organisms concerning this cause 

among which l'AFEUR (French Association of studies for the European Union), l'ARRI (Association 

international relations and realities) he was a member of the committee of sponsorship, the LECE 

(European Ligue of economic cooperation), the European Movement, the Robert Schuman Foundation, 

the CIFE (International Center of European Formation) whose President he will be in 2004, then Honorary 

President in 2006. He was, too, Honorary President of the French branch of the European Union of 

Federalists (UEF France). 

The commitments of Michel Albert were indissociable of a religion conviction to which he remained 

faithful, that he shared with his wife to whom he was deeply attached and contributed to his vast 

radiance. 
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FEDERALIST QUESTION TIME 

 WHICH IS YOUR ANSWER? 

SAY YES TO A FEDERAL EUROPE 

 Annex 5: Questionnaire 

At the meeting of the European Council on February 12th 2015 the President of the European Commission Jean-Clause Juncker 
presented a note on the future of the Economic and Monetary Union (“Analytical Note – Preparing for next steps on better economic 
governance in the Euro area”). The note is a first step towards a report by Presidents of the European Commission, European 
Council, European Central Bank and Eurogroup to be presented to the European Council in June. The note included a list of topical 
questions on the future of the Europe. Such questions were addressed to the national governments, but in fact they should be subject 
of a wide debate. These are the answers of the European federalists to some of the questions. We ask members of the European 
Parliament and the national parliaments, and in particular those working on the future of EMU governance and the European Union 
institutions, to pledge their support. 

 

Questions Answers 

1 
Is the current governance framework 
sufficient to make the euro area shock 
resilient and prosperous in the long 
run? 

No. The current governance framework is not sufficient to make the euro area shock 
resilient and prosperous in the long run. Stronger institutions with the powers to ensure 
that each Member States achieves a sustainable debt and a competitive economy are 
required. More economic and political integration is required for a European economic 
policy that promotes economic growth.  

2 
To what extent can the framework of 
EMU mainly rely on strong rules as it 
does now and to what extent are strong 
common institutions also required? 

Rules are essential to ensure coordination of national economic policies within the euro 
area. However, the euro area needs to go beyond coordination of national policies, 
towards a European economic policy. This requires stronger common institutions. 
Moreover, rules can only really be credible if they are respected and enforced. Often this 
is not the case today. Stronger common institutions are needed to enforce agreed rules 
and to directly intervene at national level when rules are not respected. 

3 
To what extent is the present sharing of 
sovereignty adequate to meet the 
economic, financial and fiscal 
challenges facing the Monetary union? 

The present sharing of sovereignty is not sufficient to meet the economic, financial and 
fiscal challenges facing the EMU. Deeper economic and fiscal integration is needed. 
Stronger European Institutions and powers to enforce agreed structural reforms at 
national level are required. Adequate forms of European taxation and new forms of 
European debt instruments are necessary to gather resources to promote a proactive 
European economic and social policy.  

4 
Under which conditions and in which 
form could a stronger common 
governance over structural reforms be 
envisaged? 

In the current EMU framework, many Member States struggle or are unwilling to 

implement structural reforms that are required for the sustainable future of the EMU. 

Strong European institutions are required for the enforcement of the agreed structural 

reforms.  

5 How can accountability and legitimacy 
be best achieved in a multilevel setup 
such as EMU? 

The more European governance extends into economic and fiscal policies, the more we 
need strong democratic participation and accountability. The European Parliament, and 
particularly those MEPs elected in the Eurozone, should be involved and have a key say 
in the development and monitoring of economic and fiscal measure related to the 
monetary union. 

 

/_/ YES, I agree with the federalist answers 

 

/_/ NO, I don’t agree with the federalist answers because .…………………………………………… 

……………………………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

 
_________________________________________________   ________________________________ 

(signature)        (date) 

 

NAME (in capitals)…………………………………………………                              POSITION ……………………………………………………………… 

  

e-mail  ……………………………………………………………..…………  
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