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JOOST 
LAGENDIJK 
MEP, 
Chairman of 
the European 

Parliament’s Delegation to 
Turkey 

Sir,

Mark Almond is right on many 

points regarding his analysis 

of Turkey’s attitude towards 

Europe; doubts certainly have 

arisen over the EU’s sincerity in 

its dealings with Turkey. The EU 

is sending mixed signals, and 

while relations between Turkey 

and both the EU and US have 

improved slightly after America’s 

support for the Turkish incursion 

into northern Iraq, they are still 

in rough water. 

 

Mr Almond also has a point 

when he contends that the AKP 

government is making an effort 

to build more cordial relations 

with its Islamic neighbours. In 

my view, the reasons for this 

Letters to the Editor
Europe’s World’s aim of stimulating debate on key issues draws many 
thoughtful reactions from leading policymakers. We feature here a selection of 

Why Turkey may turn its back on Europe
By Mark Almond

are twofold. First, the AKP has 

because of its Islamic roots 

a greater affinity with these 

countries than its secularist 

predecessors. Second, it is 

also a strategic choice – the 

government is raising the 

Turkish value for the EU. With 

the influence it has acquired 

in the Middle East, Turkey 

is cleverly emphasising how 

much the EU has to gain in 

geopolitical terms by accepting 

it as a member state. 

 

I do not agree, however, with 

Mr Almond’s interpretation 

of the implications arising 

from these points. In the 

final analysis, there is no real 

alternative for Turkey but the 

EU. Neither Russia nor the 

Turkic-speaking countries or the 

Middle East can replace the EU 

– at least not in an economic 

or a political sense. Politically, 

there is a broad consensus 

in Turkey that its orientation 

should be westwards, even if 

there is criticism of Turkey’s 

western partners. Since its 

foundation, the Turkish Republic 

has been looking to the west. 

To break this tradition would 

be inconceivable for a majority 

of the country’s population, 

and for the elite. The EU is 

the only bloc in the region 

where freedom of religion is 

guaranteed, and this makes 

it an irreplaceable partner for 

the AKP, for which freedom 

of religion is one of its main 

ideological pillars. 

The EU would also benefit from 

Turkish accession. It is in the 

union's interest to entrench 

Turkey as a stable democracy 

inside Europe, instead of 

allowing it to become a less 

stable country on its borders. 

The EU’s ambition is to be a 

global player in energy, climate 

and foreign policy. Turkey is an 

important asset in all three of 

these. Turkish accession would 

underline the inclusive character 
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of the EU – a union in which 

Muslims have a place next to 

Christians, atheists and others. 

It could help to convince 

Muslims from all over the world 

that the EU is not anti-Islam. 

 

Europe’s political leaders should 

publicly admit it is in the 

interest of the EU to take in 

Turkey, and that is essential in 

the light of today’s sceptical 

public opinion. The formula of 

2003 and 2004, when Turkey 

and the EU were working 

harmoniously on the Turkish 

reform process, should be 

restored. This would clear the 

road for accession. Provided 

that major divisions in Turkish 

politics and Turkish society can 

be overcome without rocking 

the boat too much, Turkey can 

be expected to fulfil the 

Copenhagen criteria in not more 

than a decade.    

until now been hesitant about 

applying the terms of the 1963 

“Ankara Protocol” which deals 

with the matter of allowing 

open access to harbours and 

airports for ships and aircraft 

from Cyprus, which of course 

is now an EU member state. 

Turkey also has much work 

still to do on implementing 

European standards in areas like 

human rights, gender equality, 

the protection of religious 

minorities and civil control of 

the army. Progress remains 

outstanding, too, on measures 

to strengthen the independence 

of the judiciary and boost public 

confidence in it.

If Turkey complains of lack 

of progress in the accession 

negotiations, then the Turkish 

government must first ensure 

that the terms which it has 

already negotiated and freely 

committed itself to are being 

implemented. Turkey must also 

recognise that the promise 

of forthcoming reform is not 

enough in itself – after all, these 

measures are being pursued in 

the best interests of Turkey and 

the Turkish people.

Finally, and going beyond the 

Copenhagen criteria, the EU 

will have to consider carefully 

its capacity to integrate Turkey 

into the Union. The failure of 

any potential member state to 

properly integrate itself into the 

GUNTHER 
KRICHBAUM, 
Chairman 
of the 
Committee 

on the Affairs of the 
European Union in the 
German Bundestag

Sir,

The EU opened official 

accession negotiations with 

Turkey on 3 October 2005. But 

this was just the beginning of a 

long and open-ended process 

that should seek to build trust 

on both sides. The EU has a 

significant track record spanning 

many decades of co-operation 

with Turkey – and Turkey also 

boasts the second largest army 

within NATO. But despite this it 

is worth remembering that the 

union is not a military alliance 

– rather, it is a political union 

based on common values.

The EU’s negotiations with 

Turkey are being conducted in 

a fair and open manner, and 

this constructive approach has 

to be the right way to proceed. 

But this process should not 

lead automatically to Turkish 

membership. To begin with, 

current discussions are on hold 

for eight of the negotiating 

chapters. This doesn’t in 

any way reflect some sort of 

hidden EU agenda to effectively 

torpedo the talks. Rather, it 

reflects the fact that Turkey has 

I do not agree with 
Mr Almond’s interpretation 
of the implications arising 
from these points. In the final 
analysis, there is no real 
alternative for Turkey but the EU
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EU could undermine acceptance 

of the Union amongst its own 

citizens.

Mark Almond rightly alluded to 

the close co-operation between 

Turkey, Russia and Iran on 

energy. Against that 

background, and as a European 

politician, I feel compelled to 

draw attention to Europe’s own 

interests regarding foreign 

energy policy – these reflect the 

need for a fairly diverse list of 

supplier countries and regions, 

as well as transportation routes. 

For Turkey to follow an energy 

supply policy that is sensitive to 

the Union’s need for energy 

supply security would be a 

good basis for collaboration 

based on trust.     

Europe’s chance to become a global climate champion
By Anders Fogh Rasmussen

PHIL WOOLAS, 
UK Minister 
of State 
for the 
Environment

Sir,

When the Kyoto Protocol 

was first negotiated, in 1997, 

climate change was viewed very 

differently to the way it is now. 

Then countries were hesitant 

about taking action because 

of uncertainty over the science 

and the long term impacts. Now, 

eleven years on, the existence, 

scale and danger of climate 

change is no longer in doubt 

and the global community has 

a responsibility to act. We have 

come a long way since the 

Protocol was signed, but the 

further we go the more obvious 

the scale of the task becomes.

The nature and impact of 

climate change means that 

the only effective response 

to it must be global. The 

actions of individual states, 

however praiseworthy, will 

not be enough, we must work 

together, and for this reason I 

wholeheartedly welcome the 

view expressed in the article by 

Danish Premier Anders Fogh 

Rasmussen that Europe must 

take the lead internationally in 

acting to tackle climate change.

Europe has in many ways 

been at the forefront, so far, 

demonstrating that a low carbon 

economy can be synonymous 

with high economic growth, 

and setting itself ambitious 

targets that provide an example 

for others to follow. The 

Commission’s 2020 climate 

change package provides the 

EU with a solid framework for 

combating climate change 

and provides impetus for the 

deployment of a wide range 

of technologies, including 

renewables, sustainable 

biofuels, and carbon capture 

and storage. Here in the UK, 

this will present a significant 

challenge, because although 

we have a strong technical and 

engineering background, we have 

historically been dependent on 

fossil fuel power generation and 

therefore have a long way to 

go on increasing the amount of 

renewable energy we generate to 

meet our targets. However, we 

are ready and willing to step up 

to the challenge and show other 

countries, who will also have to 

adapt their energy sectors, that it 

can be done. 

The UK has shown strong 

commitment to tackling both 

the causes and consequences 

of climate change and is 

leading the way in the shift 

to a low carbon economy 

with the introduction of a 
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EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT SPOTLIGHT

Do you think 
the EU is 
doing enough 
for education 
and providing 
sufficient funds? 

On the level of 
funding, definitely 
not. But it is already 
a big achievement 
that the EU under-
stands that without 

education we will achieve nothing. Lifelong learn-
ing is essential. There are a number of worthwhile 
initiatives at EU level. The COMENIUS programme 
is a great success. It’s a chance for pupils from the 
age of nine years old to talk with pupils in other 
member states on the same subject and exchange 
views and experiences. There is a new programme 
for 2008 offering the opportunity of scholarships in 
secondary schools for one year. This is also a great 
achievement. My son went to the US when he was 
in secondary school, and I always thought “why 
can’t we do that within the EU?”
 
The LEONARDO programme is also a great success: 
those who receive training in practical subjects can 
do part of their stages in another EU member state. 
You can’t benefit from the single market if you don’t 
have knowledge of languages and experience of 
working in other countries.

The oldest and best known education and mobility 
programme is ERASMUS, which since 1987 allows 
students to study in foreign universities and to include 
the results achieved in their university carrier.

There is also the GRUNDTVIG programme for 
adults. It creates new chances of coming together 
and understanding each other better in practicing 
languages. It allows a better integration in the civil 
society and in the changing world. 

As part of the Lisbon process the EU has created 
a Mobility Charter to enable people to pursue 

“EDUCATION IS NOT AN EU RESPONSIBILITY, BUT WE 
NEED TO BE ABLE TO STUDY ANYWHERE IN EUROPE”

Doris Pack MEP in the EPP-ED Group and Chairwoman  
of the European Parliament’s Delegation for relations with  

the countries of south-east Europe 

their education across the EU and identified key 
competences which should be acquired in school 
and compulsory education in all member states. 

There is the Bologna process created by member 
states and universities. But it didn’t go through 
any parliament. I have organised two hearings on 
this subject in the European Parliament. Those 
responsible for the Bologna process did not think 
it through before they went ahead with it. In some 
countries, such as Germany, a bachelor’s degree 
is three years. But in nearly all of the new member 
states it’s four years. Instead of helping mobility 
Bologna may even be preventing it, because of lack 
of time in the three year bachelor programme.

We don’t have the right in the EU institutions 
to intervene in national educational and training 
policies. That remains the competence of the 
member states. We always feel the Damocles sword 
of subsidiarity hanging over us. It’s crazy. Education 
should not be harmonised but everyone should be 
able to study and work where he or she wants to. 
Therefore the recognition of moduls and diplomas 
should be increasingly possible. You should have 
the possibility to earn credits which can be used 
everywhere. Therefore, I ask for a credit transfer 
system in the Bologna process at European level, 
not at member state level. You have 46 credit 
agencies from all the countries participating in the 
Bologna process. The awarding of credits should be 
done by all 46 participating countries in one body. 

One of the key competences in Europe is learning 
how to learn instead of just giving students the 
possibility to learn. There’s a lack of good teaching. 
It should therefore be a greater focus on teaching, 
not only on research. For example in Germany we 
have an excellence award for research in universities 
but not for teaching. We should have that for both 
aspects, so that teaching gets the attention it 
deserves.

This section is supported by the EPP-ED group 
(http://www.epp-ed.eu)
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Climate Change Bill, making 

the reduction of emissions 

a statutory duty. Central to 

this vision for moving to a 

low carbon economy is a fully 

functioning global carbon 

market. The EU emissions 

trading system is the first of 

its kind in the world and is a 

truly groundbreaking climate 

change mitigation tool. Phase 

II of the scheme started this 

year and has already evolved 

extensively beyond the first 

Phase. The Commission is now 

in the process of reviewing 

the scheme to improve it’s 

functioning in future phases, 

and the UK is supportive of 

proposals for greater auctioning 

of allowances, inclusion of 

more gases and linking to other 

systems outside of Europe. 

I am greatly encouraged to 

see similar trading systems 

emerging around the world in 

Australia, New Zealand and 

some groups of US states 

as more and more countries 

recognise that to not act will 

mean being left behind.

But leading by example is, of 

course, just the beginning. 

As Premier Rasmussen says, 

we must continue to push 

international negotiations 

forward, and the next couple 

of years will be critical. In 

December 2009 Copenhagen 

will see the negotiation of the 

next phase of the international 

community’s response to 

climate change and Europe’s 

unity, collaboration and vision 

will be critical in achieving a 

framework that is effective, fair 

and far-reaching. 

With the devastating effects of 

climate change beginning to be 

understood, and in many cases 

seen, across the globe, Europe, 

along with the rest of the world, 

cannot afford to be complacent. 

For us to be successful in 

tackling climate change we must 

all work together, and take the 

process begun by Kyoto to a new 

level. Europe leads the way now, 

but the next few years will prove 

a test of that leadership.   

This enlargement mess
By Armand Clesse

JANUSZ 
ONYSZKIEWICZ 
MEP, Vice-
Chairman of 
the European 

Parliament’s Foreign 
Affairs Committee

Sir,

Armand Clesse’s article "This 

enlargement mess" appears to 

be trying to scare us with a vision 

of a Europe in economic decline 

that also lacks direction – a 

Europe that he maintains is very 

different from the Europe of the 

1960s and 1970s. The reason for 

Europe's woes, argues Clesse, is 

simple; enlargement.

It's worth reminding ourselves 

that the European project was 

never intended to be limited 

to the six original founding 

members. From the very 

beginning it was assumed 

that all European countries 

(including, one day, those on the 

other side of the “Iron Curtain”) 

could join. So it is misguided to 

see enlargement as a betrayal of 

the founding fathers' legacy.

Nostalgia for the 1960s and 

70s appears to be nostalgia for 

a period of relative European 

Europe leads the way now, but 
the next few years will prove a 
test of that leadership
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rules governing world trade, 

competition and investment. 

It is only through being able 

to speak with one voice that 

the enlarged EU is capaable 

of protecting its members 

from unfair competition from 

emerging economies like China. 

The European single currency 

– now in the process of being 

adopted by many of the new 

member states – has arguably 

become the world's most stable 

and trusted currency.

It is worth adding that between 

2003-2006 the cost of 

counties of central and eastern 

Europe and Scandinavia. 

Instead enlargement helped 

the EU to become a major 

global economic power, capable 

of shaping the international 

insignificance on the world stage. 

Some would even say that it's 

nostalgia for a time when the 

realities of the Cold War left 

much of Europe as little more 

than an American protectorate. 

When Mao Tse-Tung, China's 

communist leader at that time, 

was asked for his views on 

Europe, he replied that events 

on this insignificant peninsula 

were of no interest to him.

Without enlargement there 

would also have been a second 

European construction – one 

centred on the EFTA-embracing 

Nostalgia for the 1960s and 
70s appears to be nostalgia for 
a period of relative European 
insignificance on the world stage. 
Some would even say that it's 
nostalgia for a time when the 
realities of the Cold War left 
much of Europe as little more 
than an American protectorate

E.W. ADVISORY BOARD MEMBERS
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INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS THINK-TANK

Founded in 1934, ISPI

 international politics and economics
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 ranking international personalities
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example to the world. On top of 

that, the EU now boasts an 

international prestige that it ever 

enjoyed in the 1960s or 1970s. 

The EU is certainly far from 

perfect. But few would doubt that 

it is the world's greatest example 

of peaceful integration. Europe 

can point to over a half century 

without war and to a community 

based on the rule of law as well 

as common values. When it 

comes to a model for peaceful 

development based on 

compromise amongst nations the 

EU is often held up as an 

enlargement represented just 

0.1% of the combined GDP of 

the EU's 15 member states, 

and also that enlargement has 

placed no additional burden on 

the EU's budget. There is plenty 

of research demonstrating 

that neither has enlargement 

disrupted EU business, and that 

the most controversial issues 

there have little or nothing to 

do with enlargement. 

A five-point strategy for EU-Russia relations
By Mark Leonard and Nicu Popescu

BORIS ZALA, 
Chairman of 
the Slovak 
National 
Parliament’s 

Foreign Affairs Committee 

Sir,

Anyone trying to define a new 

EU relationship with Russia faces 

a fundamental dilemma. Should 

it be based upon pragmatic 

self-interest or should it reflect 

a European system of shared 

values? If all the politicians, 

experts, analysts and others who 

are trying to draft a new bi-lateral 

agreement could only decide on 

the best way forward, a sound 

EU policy towards Russia might 

have a considerable influence 

over the future direction of the 

Russian Federation itself.

It is important at this stage that 

Europe avoids spending too 

much time trying to label Russia 

as semi-democratic, centralist, 

authoritarian or whatever. After 

all, the French system is a mixture 

of democracy and Bonapartism, 

but human rights in France still 

fall well within the European 

norm. Russia’s transition to 

a democratic and market-

based system may have been 

accompanied by – shall we say 

– certain negative aspects. But 

should this process necessarily be 

regarded as anti-democratic?

What we need now is to reaffirm 

European standards through 

an agreement with Russia over 

economic benchmarks, including 

product standards, accounting 

practices, audit requirements 

and financial regulations. 

These standards need to be 

incorporated both into trade 

agreements and the everyday 

business practices of Russian 

companies seeking access to 

western markets. Not only will 

this aid Russia’s integration into 

a common European economic 

and social space, it will also 

help to consolidate Russia’s 

internal economic and social 

reforms. 

However, it must also be 

recognised that Russia 

regards with caution the idea 

of integration with western 

institutions. Moscow puts great 

emphasis on achieving equal 

status in such organisations as 

the G-8 and WTO, as well as the 

UN, and is still unwilling to hand 
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over parts of its sovereignty to 

supranational bodies. Russian 

worries and doubts about the 

west inevitably reduce trust in 

their relations with the EU and 

the US.

When discussing the basis of 

EU policy towards Russia, one 

must of course ask questions 

that go far deeper than the 

terms of bilateral trade. So 

when deciding whether Europe 

is motivated by shared values or 

self-interest, we must consider 

whether the EU is consistent 

in its demands that all former 

Soviet republics observe the 

equal human rights of their 

ethnic Russian populations. 

Has the EU ever criticised or 

rejected a US policy toward 

Russia because Washington 

was motivated exclusively by 

power politics? Has Russia’s 

status as a world power been 

systematically weakened by 

American geo-politics, with 

silent approval from the EU? 

If so, has this forced Russia 

into a position where its 

strategic needs inevitably take 

precedence over the pursuit of 

shared European values? 

The answers to these questions 

clearly have a direct bearing 

on the direction of European 

policy towards Russia. The 

“Europeanisation” of Russia 

can only continue if Moscow 

feels confident that the 

forces of democracy aren’t 

driven by a desire to weaken 

its power. So the EU cannot 

expect to promote greater 

democracy in Russia and at 

the same time pursue anti-

Russian geo-strategic goals. 

Since a democratic Russia is of 

greater importance than NATO 

expansion, it would be counter-

productive to enlarge NATO to 

the point where it becomes a 

US-backed threat to Russian 

strategic interests. 

Russia can in turn only be 

expected to support democratic 

change in neighbouring states if 

Moscow considers the process 

to be free of anti-Russian power 

politics. Would Russia support 

President Alexander Lukashenko 

of Belarus, for example, if 

Vladimir Putin felt certain that 

a more democratic Belarus 

would not turn against Russia? 

Attempts to use “democracy” 

to weaken Russia’s geo-political 

standing will only feed the anti-

democratic forces in Belarus. 

Such is the iron logic of power. 

I am therefore convinced 

that the European Union’s 

relationship with Russia must 

be built upon a substantive new 

agreement, one that increases 

mutual trust and respects 

Russia’s status as a power. 

The new partnership must 

be firmly rooted in a binding 

and comprehensive treaty, 

rather than some less formal 

agreement. It must enable Russia 

to become involved in the 

economic and social area that 

is ruled by EU standards and 

norms. It must also strengthen 

Russia’s democratic institutions 

and make the policies of both 

partners more transparent. 

Reaching such an accord is the 

most important task that the EU 

and Russia can undertake this 

decade. If done properly, it 

could become a positive 

influence for the century and 

create the conditions under 

which pragmatic interests and 

shared values will enhance, not 

conflict, with each other.   

The “Europeanisation” of 
Russia can only continue if 
Moscow feels confident that the 
forces of democracy aren’t driven 
by a desire to weaken its power. 
So the EU cannot expect to 
promote greater democracy in 
Russia and at the same  
time pursue anti-Russian  
geo-strategic goals
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CORINA 
CRETU MEP, 
member of 
the European 
Parliament’s 

Committee on 
Development

Sir,

Jean-Paul Marthoz raises an 

important question when he 

asks whether the end of the 

Bush Administration will change 

the relationship between the 

US government and NGOs. 

The answer will, of course, 

depend in part on whether a 

Republican or a Democrat wins 

the presidential race. But either 

way, the outcome will have 

ramifications well beyond the 

borders of America. 

Some of the anticipated 

changes will, no doubt, be 

specific to those items on the 

international agenda where large 

numbers of NGOs vehemently 

oppose Bush Administration 

policies. These include the 

American intervention in Iraq, 

Washington’s overall position on 

the Kyoto Protocol, genetically 

modified organisms and stem 

cell research. But the new 

administration’s relations 

with NGOs will also impact 

more widely on the on-going 

reorganisation of civil society 

across the world.

I believe that we have 

witnessed an acceleration of 

the globalisation of civil society 

during this first decade of the 

21st century, enhanced by the 

spread of new technologies 

such as the Internet and mobile 

telecommunications. NGOs 

have been influenced by the 

great social shifts of our time, 

both in post-industrial countries 

in the trans-Atlantic zone and 

in post-communist states 

undergoing a transition towards 

democracy. One early example 

of this global phenomenon 

occurred at the failed world 

trade negotiations in Seattle. 

Other NGOs have been used by 

the US government as agents of 

political and ideological change 

in eastern Europe since the fall 

of the Berlin Wall. 

This aspect of US relations 

with NGOs is often overlooked, 

especially the way it affects 

the structure of civil society in 

eastern Europe. Here, NGOs are 

often quasi-political, with strong 

links to right-wing politics. 

Consequently, if the Democrats 

win the White House, the new 

president might discover that 

eastern European civil society 

is rather hostile to American 

liberalism, which is perceived to 

be a form of post-communist 

ideology. 

On a wider front, however, a 

Democrat Administration that 

promoted a progressive social 

agenda could have a strong 

influence on the globalised civil 

society movement.

Many tantalising queries about 

the next US administration’s 

relations with NGOs and global 

civil society remain open, and 

we certainly need a more 

thorough analysis of what might 

occur if the White House 

remains Republican. Will it 

continue the Bush tactic of 

"exporting democracy" or will US 

policies become more nuanced, 

perhaps adopting some features 

of the Democrat agenda? 

Alternatively, could a Democrat 

victory open the way for 

Chinese and Russian NGOs to 

join the process of globalisation 

in civil society without triggering 

a hostile government reaction in 

these two countries? I hope 

Jean-Paul Marthoz will return to 

these fascinating topics in 

future.      

Bush’s legacy will be NGOs with a truly global vision
By Jean-Paul Marthoz
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SIMON 
WALKER, 
Chief 
Executive of 
the British 

Private Equity and Venture 
Capital Association (BVCA)

Sir,

In just one generation, the 

venture capital and private 

equity industry has grown to 

become a dynamo for growth, 

innovation and enterprise. This 

has provoked a debate in which 

the two sides are now very clear. 

On one side are those such 

as the President of the 

European Socialists, Poul Nyrup 

Rasmussen. In his article on 

private equity, Mr Rasmussen’s 

critique of private equity can 

basically be boiled down to 

“competition is a bad thing, free 

markets don’t work, and what 

we need is more regulation”. 

Although he tries to have it 

both ways, by accepting that 

private equity might invest 

in innovation, Mr Rasmussen 

clearly sees company take-overs 

as a “menace”.

I applaud Mr Rasmussen for 

taking such a clear position, 

but I regret that he appears 

to still be living in the 1970s, 

when central planning and 

regulation were all the rage. He 

fails to understand some simple 

truths which most politicians 

– including those on the left – 

now accept. 

First, when a private equity 

fund buys a company it is 

often because, that company 

is in difficulty. Were it not taken 

over it might well go bust and 

see all its workforce laid off – 

something Mr Rasmussen does 

not mention. 

Second, studies of such 

companies show that, after an 

initial period of restructuring 

lasting two or three years, 

new jobs are created. The 

investment is for the long term 

– not for short term gains, as 

Mr Rasmussen contends. 

Third, those companies often 

receive far more investment 

in innovation and R&D than 

other companies, boosting 

productivity, sales and exports. 

Fourth, the returns on private 

equity boost pension funds – 

many of which support trade 

unionists when they retire, a 

fact Mr Rasmussen glosses over. 

And fifth, companies backed 

by private equity have on 

the whole gone on to be 

profitable concerns which 

pay large sums of tax to help 

fund public services – again, 

something that does not fit with 

Mr Rasmussen’s world view.

Should there be more 

transparency in private equity? 

Yes. That is why in the UK the 

industry is implementing new 

guidelines to improve 

transparency. But the call for 

“more transparency” should not 

become a cloak to hide 

demands from Mr Rasmussen 

and others for excessive, heavy 

handed regulation that would 

damage an industry that is 

securing jobs, pensions and 

long-term prosperity – things 

that, until reading 

Mr Rasmussen’s article, I 

thought the Party of European 

Socialists wanted.     

Taming the private equite fund “locusts”
By Poul Nyrup Rasmussen

I applaud Mr Rasmussen for 
taking such a clear position, but 
I regret that he appears to still 
be living in the 1970s, when 
central planning and regulation 
were all the rage
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HANNES 
SWOBODA 
MEP, Vice-
Chairman of 
the European 

Parliament’s Delegation 
for relations with the 
countries of south-east 
Europe

Sir,

Wolfgang Petritsch is absolutely 

right when he says that the 

European Union must speed 

up enlargement in the western 

Balkans. But I also think it is 

important to highlight the flip 

side of the coin. Integration can 

only succeed if these countries 

speed up their own national 

preparations and do their 

homework on what is required to 

be a member of the Union. This 

is not simply an internal exercise 

for individual states – although 

that is certainly necessary. It 

must also be undertaken in 

relation to their neighbours and 

in the region as a whole. 

This is probably the most 

significant difference between 

the western Balkans and other 

countries with a troubled history 

prior to joining the Union, such 

as the example of Spain and 

Portugal mentioned by Petritsch. 

The Balkans experienced 

enormous conflicts over the last 

century and were often misused 

and exploited by the great 

powers. They now nevertheless 

have an opportunity to recover 

from their past and develop 

viable policies towards minority 

populations. Some countries 

have already done this; Croatia 

has an exemplary minority law 

and Macedonia has the Ohrid 

Agreement. But much more is 

still to be done and by more 

countries. 

Wolfgang Petritsch is also 

correct in saying that the EU 

must make additional efforts. In 

this respect, the Commission’s 

recent communication is 

disappointing. Despite mention 

of many well-intentioned 

initiatives, it lacks a vision 

which could give new hope to 

the countries of the Balkans 

and new obligations to the EU 

member states. 

In light of Slovenia’s presidency 

and the special meeting of 

foreign ministers, some of us 

here in the European Parliament 

proposed a "Ljubljana Process” 

to enhance the economic and 

social development of the region. 

It was to take into account the 

special conditions and needs of 

the western Balkans, including 

the requirement to extend and 

modernise material infrastructure, 

particularly transport and energy, 

and to enhance science, research 

and development. Development 

in the western Balkans should 

not be separated from the 

rest of the EU, so this regional 

initiative should be linked to the 

wider Lisbon Process. Stronger 

cooperation both within the 

region and with other EU 

member states would help all the 

countries of the western Balkans 

to take a big step forward. A 

sound economic base is always 

good for employment and social 

policy, but it is also a way to 

support reconciliation between 

neighbours. This is the best 

instrument to end nationalism 

and hatred. 

The biggest obstacle to a 

comprehensive Balkan strategy at 

the moment is the self-isolation 

of Serbia. We have to show 

patience together with firmness 

to overcome this hurdle; Europe 

and its member states must not 

be blackmailed. However, we 

should leave the door open to 

renewed dialogue and Serbia’s 

eventual participation in building 

a new Europe.      

The EU must speed up its western Balkans enlargement
By Wolfgang Petritsch
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HANS-ULRICH 
KLOSE, Vice-
Chairman 
of the 
Bundestag 

Foreign Affairs committee

Sir,

Creating a common economic 

space between Russia and 

the EU, according to Igor 

Yurgens, “can only be fruitful if 

supported by political consent”. 

I agree, not just because I am 

a politician but because I know 

how much political motives 

really matter. Both politicians 

and the business community 

must clearly understand that 

to make economic and political 

progress we need each other. 

European governments and 

parliaments (which I notice 

Yurgens did not mention) and 

the EU Commission have to work 

on a new general agreement 

of co-operation. This has been 

blocked for years by irritating 

meat trade squabbles between 

Poland and Russia, but with the 

new leadership in Poland that 

seems to be over, and there 

is also a greater readiness for 

consensus on the Russian side. 

But there are still reservations 

within the European Union 

RIA OOMEN-
RUIJTEN MEP, 
Chairwoman 
of the 
European 

Parliament’s Delegation 
to the EU-Russia 
Parliamentary Cooperation 
Committee

Sir,

Perhaps it’s not surprising that 

as a politician I should reject 

the idea that we can “forget 

politics” and focus on just 

economics, as the headline of 

Igor Yurgens’ article suggests. 

reflecting uneasiness over 

domestic developments in 

Russia and the government’s use 

of bureaucratic “conditioning” 

for political reasons. 

Europe’s and Russia’s security 

depends on co-operation, and so 

do both economies. Russia needs 

to re-shape its production base 

by using advanced European 

technology, and Europe needs 

Russian energy resources. Both 

sides also need expanded 

markets, so the present trend 

towards further alienation 

should be re-directed towards 

increasing economic and political 

co-operation, and from there, as 

Yurgens himself puts it, “…. to 

even closer integration”. 

Does this sound over-

optimistic? Perhaps it does, 

especially since Russia’s 

concept of a sovereign 

democracy turns out to be a 

long way from the EU’s. But we 

politicians need optimism, so 

we must hope that Russia’s new 

president, Dmitry Medvedev will 

put into practice everything he 

has been telling the world about 

freedom and the rule of law.    

Forget politics: what Russia and the EU need 
is a shared economic space

by Igor Yurgens

It would be simply impossible 

to ignore the political aspects 

of EU-Russian relations, and 

naïve to think that we can 

consider economic cooperation 

in isolation. A shared economic 

space will not be enough to 

improve mutual trust and 

resolve our outstanding issues. 

This will take genuine political 

will from both sides. 

I agree with Igor Yurgens that 

EU-Russian relations as a whole 

are characterised by a paradox. 

On one hand, economic 

cooperation is developing 
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quickly, with Europeans clearly 

ahead of any other investors 

in terms of their foreign direct 

investment in Russia. On the 

other hand, we have a very 

difficult political dialogue. 

I believe that Europe must 

respect the difficulties that 

Russian society and policymakers 

have faced over the last 20 

years, and understand that 

the country is still undergoing 

a transition. However, while 

Europe should be realistic 

about what it asks of Russia, we 

cannot compromise on the final 

outcome of our dialogue. This 

must include the rule of law, fair 

competition between mature 

political parties and an active 

civil society. Ultimately, only this 

can guarantee genuine stability 

in Russia.

Economic growth in the past 

decade has been undeniably 

impressive, but Russian 

policymakers still need to pay 

more attention to the structural 

problems facing their county. 

The rule of law, an active civil 

society and the fight against 

corruption are all necessary for 

a good business climate, as well 

as being indispensable elements 

of a democratic society. 

Progress in this sphere would 

greatly benefit both Russian and 

European companies, and our 

shared economic space must be 

based on the rule of law.

Other issues have to be 

addressed too. Energy is, 

of course, one extremely 

important subject where it is 

difficult to distinguish politics 

from economics. It should be 

increasingly addressed within 

the framework of EU-Russian 

dialogue. (In this context, 

I would like to remind Igor 

Yurgens that internal market 

rules apply to both European 

and Russian companies alike.) 

I also think it is absolutely 

necessary to start negotiations 

to update the 10-years old 

EU-Russia agreement on 

partnership and cooperation. 

Both Russia and the EU have 

undergone enormous changes 

in the intervening period and 

this should be reflected in a 

renewed partnership. Some 

people say it will be impossible 

for all 27 of the Union’s 

member states to reach a 

comprehensive agreement with 

Russia and, therefore, we 

should limit ourselves to a short 

common declaration. I cannot 

accept this pessimistic 

conclusion. What we need to 

overcome the stagnation in 

Europe’s relations with Russia is 

real political determination on 

both sides, not just some free-

trading zone.    
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