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The third meeting of the Liaison Group with European civil society networks was
held in Brussels on 17 March 2005, under the chairmanship of Anne-Marie Sigmund, EESC
president, and Giampiero Alhadeff, co-chair of the Liaison Group.

The meeting commenced at 9.30 a.m. and finished at 12.30 p.m.

ATTENDANCE LIST

e Membersof theLiaison Group

EESC Representatives

Ms Anne-Marie SIGMUND

Mr Georgios DASSIS

Ms Anne DAVISON

Mr Henri MALOSSE

Mr Staffan NILSSON

Mr Giacomo REGALDO

Mr Mario SEPI

Mr Alexander GRAF von SCHWERIN

EESC President

President of the ECO section
President of the REX section
President of the SOC section
Group III President

Group I President

Group II President

President of the TEN section

Representatives of European civil society organisations and networks

Mr Giampiero ALHADEFF

Mr Patrick DE BUCQUOIS

Mr Henrik KRONER

Mr William LAY

Mr Gérard LESEUL
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Board Member, European NGO Confederation for
Relief and Development (CONCORD)

General Secretary, European Council for Non-Profit
Organisations (CEDAG)

Secretary-General, European Movement
International (EMI)

Director, Confederation of Family Organisations in
the EU (COFACE)

Deputy General Delegate, Coordinating Committee
of European Cooperative Associations (CCACE)
(alternate for Mr Etienne PFIMLIN)



Mr Daniel SPOEL Administrator, Permanent Forum of Civil Society

e Liaison Group members- apologies received

EESC Representatives

Mr José Marfa ESPUNY MOYANO President of the NAT section

Mr Bernardo HERNANDEZ BATALLER  President of the INT section

Representatives of European civil society organisations and networks

Mr Tommaso GRIMALDI General Secretary, European Vocational Training
Association (EVTA), Education and civil society

platform

Mr Ron HENDRIKS (apologies received)  President of the International Association of Mutual
Benefit Societies (AIM)

Ms Ilona KISH Secretary-General, European Forum for the Arts and
Heritage (EFAH-FEAP

Ms Mary McPHAIL (apologies received)  Secretary-General, European Women’s Lobby

(EWL/ LEF)
Mr Jim MURRAY Director, European Consumers' Organisation
(BEUC)
Mr Etienne PFIMLIN President, Coordinating Committee of European
(apologies received) Cooperative Associations (CCACE)
Mr Renaldas VAISBRODAS President, European Youth Forum (FEJ/EYF)
(apologies received)
e Other participants
Mr Mark-Stephen GRAY Member of Cabinet of Ms WALLSTROM, Vice-

president of the European Commission
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e Experts

Mr Dirk JARRE Expert for the EESC president

Mr Paul FIRTH Expert for Mr Giampiero ALHADEFF, co-chair of
the Liaison Group (item 5 on the agenda)

Mr Paul SOTO Expert for Mr Giampiero ALHADEFF, co-chair of

the Liaison Group (item 5 on the agenda)
e Observers
Mr Miklés BARABAS EESC Member

Ms Jacqueline DE GROOTE Administrator, Permanent Forum of Civil Society
(alternate for Mr Daniel SPOEL)

Ms Elodie FAZI Coordinator, Act4europe Campaign, civil society
contact group

Mr Joao SALVIANO Bureau Member, European Youth Forum (FEJ)
e EESC secretariat
Mr Nicolas ALEXOPOULOS Director, Directorate for General Affairs

Mr Patrick FEVE Head of the Unit for Relations with Civil Society
Organisations, Constitutional Issues

Ms Helmi JUUTI Unit for Relations with Civil Society Organisations,
Constitutional Issues

*
%
1. Adoption of thedraft agenda
The draft agenda was adopted.
2. Approval of the minutes of the second meeting held on 11 January 2005

The minutes were approved.
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3. Statements by the EESC President, Anne-Marie Sigmund, and the Liaison Group Co-
chair, Giampier o Alhadeff

The president regretted how little follow-up there had been from the Liaison
Group’s members on the Communicating the Constitution initiative.

She noted that, following the meeting of 11 January, a working document had been
drawn up by the EESC secretariat detailing the initiatives taken by various Liaison Group members,
based on the information available on the website of the organisations involved. This document had
then been sent to the members of the Liaison Group on 16 February, asking them to provide the
secretariat with any useful information that could help supplement and update it.

Accordingly, the president urged the members of the Liaison Group to start
mobilising their efforts, adding that they should not necessarily expect to receive any funding.
Financing was indeed a possibility, but the bureaucratic procedures were so lengthy that basically the
prospects in this regard were somewhat bleak.

Following the meeting of 11 January, the president announced that:

e draft operating rules for the Liaison Group had been drawn up, and were presented under item 9
of the agenda;

e asection devoted to the Liaison Group had been posted on the Committee’s website. This section,
which was fully operational, was accessible via the EESC site’s home page. All Liaison Group
meeting documents were to be found there, along with links to the websites of the various
European civil society organisations and networks represented on it;

e it had been agreed, in principle, that Liaison Group members from European civil society
organisations and networks (both full members and alternates) would be able to entitled to a
provisional card giving them access to EESC premises. The procedures for obtaining this card
would be confirmed by e-mail. These cards would be renewable each year.

The president also announced that the European Youth Forum had sent a request for
the reimbursement of its representative’s travel expenses. She added that the question of reimbursing
representatives of European civil society organisations and networks that were Liaison Group
members would be examined in detail at the end of the two-year experimental phase provided for in
the Bloch-Lainé report.

Lastly, the president noted that the Committee was preparing an opinion on the
representativeness of European civil society organisations and networks in civil dialogue (rapporteur:
Jan Olsson). The matter would be referred to the Liaison Group after the next subcommittee meeting
on 25 May and would, therefore, in all probability, be discussed at the July meeting.
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Giampiero Alhadeff informed the Liaison Group of the launch by several NGOs of a
campaign ahead of the European Spring Summit of 22-23 March which aimed to make heads of state
and government more sensitive to the need to ensure that the objectives of social cohesion — along
with sustainable development — remained at the heart of the Lisbon Strategy, on an equal footing with
competitiveness and employment.

He invited the European civil society organisations and networks to sign the appeal
drawn up with this in mind — SOS Europe —Save our social Europe, in which many NGO
organisations and networks active in the social field had become involved.

4. Presentation of work prioritiesby the EESC Presdent

The president noted that a full version of her programme had been distributed to the
Liaison Group members during the last meeting on 11 January and, accordingly, simply wished to
remind the meeting of the main areas of common interest in the programme, namely:

e Lisbon Strategy

This represented the most important area of the Committee’s work. In this context,
the president stated that Commission President Jos¢ Manuel Barroso had made several declarations at
the EESC’s February plenary session that gave hope for a more guaranteed balance between the three
sections of the Lisbon Strategy (economic, social and environmental) which would, as a result, more
effectively address the concerns of the Committee.

She also announced that she had recently met with the President of the European
Council, Jean-Claude Juncker, who was fully convinced of the need to place the Lisbon Strategy on
the right track and to fully involve all the relevant civil society actors in its implementation. In this
context, and with the European Spring Summit of 22 and 23 March in mind, the president added that
she had made several practical suggestions in writing regarding how organised civil society could
contribute effectively to the success of this strategy.

e Communicating Europe

The president noted that this issue, which was a matter of great urgency, had been
discussed at some length during the previous meeting. Emphasising how important the active
involvement of civil society organisations was for the success of the communications strategy on
Europe, she praised the exemplary nature of the initiative taken by SOLIDAR to organise a
conference on the constitutional treaty in Tallinn, Estonia on 18 March. The EESC would be
represented at this conference by Mr Barabds, a Hungarian member of the EESC. She also expressed
the hope that similar initiatives would be undertaken in other new Member States.
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Furthermore, the president informed the Liaison Group members that the Committee
had entrusted its expert, Dirk Jarré, with the task of realising a pilot project on Communicating
Europe, in cooperation with the students of the University of Linz in Austria, where he lectured. She
emphasised the innovative nature and intrinsic value of the project, which allowed young people to
directly express how they perceived the European Union, what it meant for them, and to make
suggestions regarding the ways and means of making Europe more accessible and closer to the public.

She noted that the results of this pilot project, which had now been completed, would
be presented to the Committee’s Communication Group and that its president, Roger Briesch, would
then present it to the Liaison Group.

In the belief that the realisation of such a project would make a small contribution to
the debate on how to communicate Europe, the president hoped that, if the relevant Committee bodies
so agreed, similar projects would be carried out in other countries, starting with one of the new
Member States, such as Hungary.

e Civil dialogue

The president emphasised that the Liaison Group could play a large role in the
thinking concerning the ways and means of promoting and structuring dialogue between EU
institutions and civil society. In this context, the Liaison Group could, given its membership, act as a
"think-tank" on a number of common questions linked, in particular, to the implementation of
participatory democracy. The results of this work would, moreover, enrich the Commission’s
deliberations at an earlier stage in the process.

e Culture

The cultural dimension represented an essential dimension of the European Union
and the base for the European model of society as well as an essential factor in social cohesion, which
explained why culture, in the wider sense, also represented a priority area of interest for the
Committee. The president also announced the implementation of a certain number of initiatives — in
particular, meetings, round-tables and seminars — some of which were already being implemented,
and which aimed to make civil society actors, including those within the Committee itself, more
sensitive to the fact that culture assumed adherence to a common set of values, which were
themselves part of Europe’s identity.

A series of meetings had been launched, entitled "Thursday Meetings. European
values — European society — European identity.” She recalled that the first meeting had been held on
10 March on the theme of ‘What holds Europe together’ with Professor Michalski, Rector of the
Institute for Human Sciences, Vienna, as guest speaker. Minutes of this meeting would be prepared
and published in due course, and this would also be the case for future meetings. She hoped that
reading the minutes would lead to a wider public debate.
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Speakers invited to future meetings included Pascal Lamy, President of the "Notre
Europe" research and policy group, in May, who would be discussing the social aspects of the
European social model, and Juan Somavia, Director-general of the International Labour Organisation,
in July. This provided an opportunity to examine the vision of people from outside the EU on the
same social issues. The president also intended these issues to be discussed more widely in civil
society in order to explore all the facets of the European model of society, which provided the
framework for the Lisbon Strategy. This project should lead to the organisation of an event planned
for autumn, which should allow participants to discuss their own vision of a European model of
society. In this context, she hoped, firstly, that the Liaison Group itself would act as a think tank and
help publicise the debate and, secondly, that the Committee’s structures and resources could be
harnessed to ensure that the debate was as wide-ranging as possible.

In concluding, the president hoped that the Liaison Group would be able to agree on a
‘road map’ for its work, particularly as regards the priority areas that she had just discussed, and
invited the members of the Liaison Group to comment.

Patrick De Bucquois (CEDAG) was pleased with the new horizons opened by the
president through the launch of a debate on the European social model and the Lisbon Strategy, two
themes that were inextricably linked to each other.

Gérard Leseul (Coordinating Committee of European Cooperative Associations
(CCACE)), reaffirmed the commitment of the cooperatives, mutual societies and associations to the
Lisbon Strategy by stressing the importance which they gave to maintaining a balance between its
three pillars and, in particular, the social cohesion pillar.

Henrik Kroéner, (European Movement International) showed great interest in the
pilot project carried out by the University of Linz on Communicating Europe as well as in the
president’s plan for a similar project to be carried out in Hungary. He believed that such projects were
necessary to enable the definition of a strategy and the implementation of policies more closely
attuned to the public’s needs and expectations.

More broadly, he emphasised that whatever initiatives and projects were
implemented, it was important not to give the impression that they were part of what could be termed
‘mass mobilisation’ or propaganda projects, which often failed to meet their objectives, but that they
were part of a public awareness raising campaign to ensure more effective and more sustainable
involvement by the public.

Danid Spod (Permanent Forum of Civil Society) believed that it was impossible to
separate issues relating to development and social cohesion from those concerning growth and
competitiveness. In this respect, the Permanent Forum of Civil Society and the European Partners for
the Environment had, with the support of the European Trade Union Confederation and the Foreign
Trade Association, presented the Commission’s Directorate-General for Employment and Social
Affairs with a project to organise several workshops to identify methods of supporting businesses
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taking concrete action in the field of corporate social responsibility. The aim was to promote the
development of practices such as ethical and solidarity-based investment, and responsible shopping,
seen as an “extra vote”, thereby rewarding enterprises which were socially responsible, offered
innovative products and upheld economic production compatible with human rights and the objectives
of sustainable development.

Daniel Spoel also emphasised that, according to Eurostat, some 10 to 15% of young
people aged 18 to 24 were excluded from the knowledge society because they had completed their
secondary education without having obtained a diploma, qualification or training. If this problem
continued to be neglected, as was currently the case, this factor could lead to the failure of the whole
Lisbon Strategy.

Thirdly, he stated that the Member States had still not fully taken on board the Lisbon
Strategy, were not yet conscious of the need to take a global approach, and that this was a question of
national responsibility; all these aspects could impede the success of the strategy.

Lastly, Daniel Spoel insisted on the urgent need to directly involve civil society in the
implementation of the Lisbon Strategy.

The president thanked the speakers for their contributions, which would be taken into
account as part of the development of the Liaison Group’s work on the various subjects discussed.

5. NGOsand the Financial Regulation of the European Communities

Giampiero Alhadeff introduced Paul Firth, who had been asked by numerous
organisations, including SOLIDAR, the platform for European NGOs in the social sector, the
European Women’s Lobby, the Open Society Institute and CONCORD, to prepare a report on the
problems encountered by NGOs when applying the Financial Regulation of the European
Communities and the European Commission’s procedures for granting subsidies. This report was due
to be finalised by the end of March/April.

Paul Firth presented the broad outlines of his draft report. This presentation was also
distributed to the members of the Liaison Group in hard copy and is appended to these minutes.

At the end of this presentation and prior to embarking on a general discussion,
Giampiero Alhadeff invited Paul Soto, who had also been asked to prepare a report on NGO
financing by a number of environmental organisations (the Group of 9) to share his findings in brief.

Paul Soto stated that, although his report was at a less advanced stage of completion,
his own findings largely tallied with the conclusions made by Paul Firth. He noted that a hearing
based on his report, organised by the Greens, would be held at the European Parliament in June. The
aim of the hearing was to group together all the parties concerned and to give them the opportunity to
share their own experiences and problems regarding this issue. He hoped that it would also be
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possible to involve the Liaison Group in the examination of this issue and that it would be able to
make a useful contribution to developing this matter further.

Giampiero Alhadeff stated that it would be useful for the Liaison Group to draw up
a short document summarising the main recommendations that could be made to the Commission in
order to simplify procedures and improve their functioning. He added that two members of the
Liaison Group, Staffan Nilsson, for the EESC representatives, and Mary McPhail, for the European
civil society organisations and networks, had been approached to prepare such a document, and that
they had accepted.

Mr Nilsson, Group III President, confirmed that he was willing and available to help
perform this task.

Henrik Kroner congratulated Paul Firth on his report and believed that it was vital
that all the parties concerned act together to change matters. He noted that many people at the
Commission were victims of the current situation and were also hoping for change.

William Lay (COFACE) was also pleased with this study. He hoped that two
additional aspects would be examined. The first concerned the reasons for which financing was
refused. The relatively non-specific nature of these reasons meant that often no lessons could be
learned for the future. The second concerned the fact that it was not possible for NGOs to submit
requests for co-financing for projects not relating to themes recognised in advance as priorities for the
Commission under its request for proposals structure.

Patrick De Bucquois thanked Paul FIRTH for his presentation and made two
suggestions. Firstly, he noted that even within the Commission’s services opinions varied on how to
interpret the Financial Regulation, which was a source of much confusion. A certain amount of
harmonisation was, therefore, necessary in this field. Secondly, he believed that there was a need to
implement rules standardising the presentation by NGOs of evaluation and accounting reports on the
implementation of projects co-financed by the Commission.

After Paul Firth had been invited to briefly respond to the various speakers, the
president brought the discussion to a close by confirming the Liaison Group’s commitment to
continuing to examine this issue and the preparation of a discussion document by Staffan Nilsson and
Mary McPhail, which would be presented at the next meeting of the Liaison Group.

6. Exchange of views with Mr Mark Gray, member of cabinet of Ms Margot Wallstrém,
Vice-Presdent of the European Commission

The president welcomed Mark Gray, who was responsible for constitutional affairs,

the debate on the future of Europe, governance and relations with the EESC in Margot Wallstrom’s
cabinet.
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Mark Gray said he was pleased to have been given this opportunity not only to hold
a discussion with members of the Liaison Group, but to also listen to what they had to say. He felt this
was of fundamental importance when it came to consolidating the dialogue between civil society
organisations and the Commission.

In the course of his statement Mark Gray highlighted the following points:

e Consolidating the dialogue with civil society organisations was a necessity, irrespective of the
provisions in the Constitutional Treaty. A framework for dialogue already existed within the
Commission. Vice-president Margot Wallstrém was determined to make full use of it to improve
and increase civil society’s involvement. This did not, however, mean that the opportunities
offered by the new provisions in the Constitutional Treaty were being underestimated.

e The concept of participatory democracy was not an innovation in itself. Numerous initiatives had
been introduced both at the national and European level, particularly in the past ten to fifteen
years, which encouraged the dynamic participation of civil society. These contributed to the
structuring of civil society within a European perspective, and hence also to the creation of a
European public area. In discussing ways of improving civil society’s involvement it was
important to look at the initiatives that had already been tried or already existed, and to take full
advantage of them. Likewise, initiatives that had not worked or had not been followed up, and the
reasons for this, had to be analysed, as had been done with the civil society summits, so that
lessons could be drawn for the future.

e Once it was established that an initiative was well founded and appropriate, as the Commission
believed was the case with civil society summits, the crucial issue was how to implement the
initiative to guarantee its sustainability. It was probably the Commission’s responsibility to
outline certain basic principles. It was, however, in the first instance for civil society organisations
to make their needs known to the Commission and to set out their expectations, since it was they
who had the necessary experience.

e Concerning Article I-47 of the Constitutional Treaty, an act of law was, strictly speaking, only
required in order to implement the citizens’ right of initiative. Though the other provisions in this
Article were not to be overlooked, the right of initiative was the true novelty. It illustrated
perfectly how a “bottom-up” approach to politics could be put into practice.

e The Commission was currently drawing up a document containing options on the legal aspects of
implementing the citizen’s right of initiative. This had raised a number of issues that had
sometimes been very difficult to resolve. No consensus had been reached within the Commission
as to what the right moment would be to consult all parties concerned. Some feared that it would
appear as if the ratification of the Constitutional Treaty was being taken for granted and that this
would interfere in the debates taking place at the national level, whilst others felt that the
Commission would be open to criticism if it waited until the Treaty came into force before getting
down to work. Therefore a balance had to be struck. In any case, the document had to be
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completed by the time the Constitutional Treaty came into force. One possible approach was to
discuss the various options to be included in the Commission document with a number of key
civil society players without proceeding immediately to broad public consultation.

Concluding his statement, Mark Gray emphasised that he wished to hold a regular
dialogue with the Liaison Group and to discuss with it all the problems related to the implementation
of Article 47 of the Constitutional Treaty, and in particular the citizens’ right of initiative, as well as
any other issues of common interest.

The president also emphasised that it was important to draw on initiatives that
already existed and not always to be seeking new procedures and methods. Hence, she underlined the
roles at the European level of both the EESC, which under the terms of the Treaties represented civil
society within the institutional framework of the community, and of the networks of civil society
organisations, which were well structured and highly active. The Committee and its networks had to
act in partnership and take advantage of synergies as part of an ongoing process of discussion and
dialogue with the Commission on issues of common interest, as already mentioned by Mark Gray.

The president said she was convinced that it would be useful, already at this stage, to
start work on the different aspects of implementing Article I-47 of the Constitutional Treaty, and that
there was no need to wait for the Treaty to be ratified and for it to enter into force. She emphasised
that all the members of the Liaison Group were keen to work together with the Commission, and in
particular with the members of Ms Wallstrom’s cabinet, positively and constructively.

The president then opened the general discussion.

Georgios Dassis, President of the EESC’s ECO section, said it was crucial that the
Commission used its right of initiative to consult civil society systematically and to ensure that any
action it took was in the interests of the European people. Mr Dassis said that the example of the
proposed Directive on services in the internal market, which had been opposed by the trade union
movement right from the outset, showed that the Commission had not always done so. In view of the
probable revision of the proposal, he hoped that the Commission would pay due attention to both the
EESC’s opinion and, more generally, the concerns expressed by the majority of stake-holding civil
society organisations, especially those with a socio-economic function.

Henri Malosse, president of the EESC’s SOC section said that the discussions over
the proposed Directive were threatening the ratification of the Constitutional Treaty in France. This,
he felt revealed the limits, or indeed the break-down, of existing consultation methods at Union level
and the absence of a structured, rational and responsible vision on how to carry out consultation.
Hence he did not share the optimism of Mark Gray’s proposals.

Henri Malosse pointed out that over the years formal and informal consultation

mechanisms within the Directorates-General had multiplied and that it was often the Commission
itself who appointed representatives of civil society. Likewise, the number of electronic consultations
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and conferences had increased immensely, though these did not provide for genuine debate. Although
this meant the Commission could claim it consulted concerned parties effectively before drawing up
its proposals, it did nothing to resolve the “consultation crisis”. He believed that the present situation
marked a decline in comparison to the past. In addition to the lack of structure, two important
principles, which were central to all consultation, were currently being ignored: the legitimacy and
accountability of consulted parties.

Henri Malosse said the Committee felt that its role was being neglected too often.
Although the Committee could not claim to represent all of organised civil society, the role of its
members was nonetheless a legitimate one. This was not the case for a large number of players, which
the Commission consulted. Committee members were in a position to make improvements to
Community policy, in the form of opinions.

He appealed to the Commission to analyse the state of play within its Directorates-
General and to revise its consultation methods. It had to examine, in conjunction with the Committee
and the Liaison Group, ways of organising and structuring the pre-legislative consultation of
concerned parties in a way that was rational and conformed to the demands of the Constitutional
Treaty.

Alexander Graf von Schwerin, President of the EESC’s TEN section, cited the
current President of the Council, Jean-Claude Juncker, who had recently emphasised that special
attention needed to be payed when drawing up community decisions to the way these would be
received by the people they affected. Both civil society organisations and the public were clearly
under the impression that the institutions were not really listening or responding to their concerns.
Lessons for the future needed to be drawn from the current situation. An in depth discussion should be
carried out, together with the Commission, on ways to improve the structure of the consultation
process and render it more efficient.

The EESC was clearly the right intermediary or agent for liaison with civil society.
The Committee and civil society organisations therefore had to cooperate and consider ways of
drawing up proposals which went in the right direction and allowed civil society players to become
genuine stakeholders in a consultation process that reflected the general interest of the Union and its
people.

Danid Spoel said that the Permanent Forum of Civil Society was very much
involved in considering ways to implement the citizen’s right of initiative, through the work of two of
its member associations, the Initiative Referendum Institute Europe and Démocratie internationale.
The Forum wished to initiate a dialogue with the Commission on this subject and to find out, as a first
step, what its intentions were.

More generally, the Forum wished to be fully involved in improving the civil society

consultation process, in cooperation with the Committee and the Commission, if the Commission so
desired. The Constitutional Treaty called upon the latter to change its work philosophy, since
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consultation and dialogue with civil society and its organisations in the European Union of 25
required much greater effort.

Co-chairman Giampiero Alhadeff was pleased that the Liaison Group was able to
continue the dialogue initiated at the previous meeting with Lena AG. He believed that civil society
organisations were an important asset to the Commission because they were a valuable source of
experience and expertise. To date the Commission had not taken advantage of this.

Giampiero Alhadeff also felt that any initiatives envisaged by the Commission to
enhance citizens’ involvement had to fall within the scope of a broader plan to introduce a true civil
dialogue with both European and national organisations. He highlighted the experience of the
citizens’ assemblies at Nice and Laeken, which had been opportunities to increase awareness of the
Charter of Fundamental Rights and the European Convention, as several Members of the Liaison
Group could also attest. He regretted that financial difficulties, not to mention the lack of political will
in the Commission to establish a genuine dialogue with civil society, meant that such events could no
longer be held.

Mark Gray emphasised once more that Ms Wallstrom’s cabinet would respond
positively to any calls the Liaison Group made and that it would not just engage in a dialogue, but
would genuinely listen and take note of the wishes, expectations and concerns of its members.

With regard to Henri Malosse’s comments, he said that he was perplexed by the link
that was being made in certain Member States between the proposal for a Directive on the
deregulation of services and the ratification of the Constitutional Treaty. Though he did not wish to
deny the reality of the debate taking place, he rejected the criticism levelled at the Commission
proposal that it encouraged social dumping. He also took issue with claims according to which the
Commission had not carried out adequate consultation before presenting its proposal, even though he
accepted that there was room for improvement in the Directive — which was the purpose of the current
debate. He suggested that the cause of the controversy was not a lack of consultation, but a failure of
communication.

Mark Gray assured the Liaison Group that Ms Margot Wallstrom was determined to
develop the dialogue with civil society and to put the appropriate processes to that effect into place.
He felt that her attendance at the hearing of European civil society organisations on the Constitutional
Treaty at the European Parliament’s Committee for Constitutional Affairs on 25 November 2004 was
as an illustration of this.

Mark Gray again stressed that the Union needed to adopt a coherent strategy on
communication. He confirmed that the Commission would be presenting a document on the subject
between now and the European Council in June, and that consultations would continue beyond that
date.
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Concluding the exchange of views, the president thanked Mark Gray for his
cooperation, and his willingness to listen to the Liaison Group and the proposals it may make on the
different subjects discussed.

7. Presentation by Mr Georgios Dassis, President of the section for Economic and Monetary
Union and Economic and Social Cohesion on the section’swork programme for 2005

Georgios Dassis drew the attention of Liaison Group members to the memo that had
been sent to them previously. He asked the representatives of European organisations and networks of
civil society to let him know on which topics they wished to work more closely with the section, and
to forward any proposals for own-initiative opinions to him.

8. Presentation by Mr Henri Malosse, President of the Section for Employment, Social
Affairsand Citizenship, on the section’swork programme for 2005

Henri Malosse pointed out that a memo had previously been sent to Liaison Group
members. This set out areas of priority for the section, which he outlined briefly:

¢ employment;

e social policy;

e issues facing society (demography, youth, poverty and social exclusion);

e justice and internal affairs (citizenship, immigration and asylum, human rights);
e public health.

Danid Spoel expressed the Permanent Forum of Civil Society’s strong intention to
follow the SOC section’s work and contribute to it. The issues of poverty and social exclusion, as well
as health and the relationship between generations were of particular interest.

9. TheLiaison Group’soperating rules

The draft document that had been drawn up and forwarded to Liaison Group
members was the subject of a short discussion in which Daniel Spoel, Patrick De Bucquois, William
Lay and Staffan Nilsson took part. This allowed the provisions proposed, concerning the makeup of
the Liaison Group and the participation of observers, its mandate, the preparation of agendas and

public access to meetings to be defined more precisely.

The document was then approved without changes.
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10. Date of the next meeting

The president confirmed that the next meeting would be held on Friday 13 May
from 9.30 am. onwards, as indicated in the timetable of meetings sent to all Liaison Group

members.

The agenda for the meeting would feature an exchange of views with Mr Peter
Sedgwick, Vice-President of the European Investment Bank (EIB) responsible for the dialogue with
NGOs.
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