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was always spent with the socialist group, the largest group, a centerpiece for alliance 

making within the Parliament. Now the largest group is the European People’s Party 

(EPP-ED). It is center right and the dominant force, To some extent, this is a result of 

the election to the European Parliament from the countries of Central and Eastern 

Europe. So it has certainly become much more of a political parliament over the years 

as a result of this. Even more so, the expansion of the European Parliament was way 

ahead the Commission in terms of what this growth was all about. The Commission 

was, among the baffl  ing elements of the EU, extremely hesitant about expanding. 

Somehow, the fact that everybody wanted to join this club was a bad thing rather 

than a sign of success. European Parliament always encouraged the widest possible 

expansion on the condition, of course, of the members meeting the conditions of 

membership. However, the EU meeting has its own conditions – namely, furthering 

political integration. The impact of all of this on the Parliament has produced a much 

more self-confi dent institution. You will be surprised that very powerful govern-

ments, lobbyists, and interests groups of all kinds take the Parliament extremely 

seriously. If it is, in theory, that the European Parliament is so insignifi cant in terms 

of foreign aff airs, I fi nd it extraordinary that so many diplomats, ambassadors, 

NGOs, and human rights organizations invest so much time and eff ort trying to 

infl uence diff erent resolutions and activities within the European Parliament in their 

particular fi elds. And so, the European Parliament is now much more self-confi dent, 

precisely as it now sees itself as a partner of the Council of Ministers. And this, in 

terms of the Treaty of Lisbon… the Treaty represents a culmination of the process 

that the Parliament fi rst initiated. Although the Treaty may refl ect some community 

method, it is not the one that I recognize. It was a treaty that was originally drafted 

by a Convention made up of national parliamentarians and was renegotiated in the 

form of the Treaty of Lisbon by the elected governments. 

So fi nally, I will come back to the basic question. I certainly agree with Professor 

Giandomenico Majone that this is a very basic question – why this lack of interest? 

Does this represent a crisis of legitimacy? It is a very big academic and political point. 

But I would just like to say by way of an example, since we happen to be in this 

building and I happen to remember the discussions about which the members of the 

European Parliament were very, very concerned (namely the break up of the Slovak 

and Czech Federal Republic) that that very decision was made without a referendum, 

well against the trend of public opinion in both the Czech Republic and Slovakia. 

There was no particular enthusiasm in either case. However, it was a decision by 

institutions elected by a particular set of elections during that particular time. That 

is the way the EU works now. You might say that it is a pity that 90% of people do 

not vote. However, the right to vote is what is at stake here. This is what people 

fought and died for, to have a right to vote and elect the members of the European 
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Parliament. Maybe people take democracy too much for granted and should be 

forced to vote, like they are in Belgium. However, the results of elections in Belgium 

may signify that perhaps that method is not the best solution. When everybody is 

forced to go to the polls, it provides the government with an easier majority to deal 

with. But the right to vote is there. So to say that it is illegitimate would not be true. 

Because the governments of Tony Blair, Nicolas Sarkozy, or whoever, were elected, 

they are responsible to call for referenda that can either be won or lost. If they do 

not call for referenda, they must answer to their parliaments.

For my fi nal point, since I am obliged to stop and since many of you are students, 

I would explain the EU as an entity that harkens back to the 1950s, to Jean Monnet 

or even Jacques Delors. However great these two people might have been, we are 

now in the 21st century in a postmodern era. Those structures in the postmodern era 

are no longer so monolithic. There will never be the EU with one person in charge. 

It is going to be a much more diff use power structure, a more modern and effi  cient 

power structure, based on the sharing of power by the Parliament, the Council, and 

the Commission in the most transparent way possible. The very fact that sometimes 

it does not appear so clear to an individual government, even to a Prime Minister 

or a President, as to what is exactly going on (and I do not say that this is good, 

however) refl ects that we are no longer in the top-down forms of democracy or 

dictatorships that we have had in the past. Certainly, we do live in parliamentary 

democracies at the national level. At the European level, it might be too optimistic at 

the moment. However, in order to introduce a discussion, I would say that we could 

be fairly proud of the achievements and issues (the economic issue, in particular) 

that the EU has faced since the 1990s. There are diff erent issues now – the issues 

of migration, terrorism, and the environment, not just the economy. And of course, 

we now have totally diff erent relations between Europe and the US than we did 

during the 50s and 60s.
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First of all, I would like to quote an opening of a poem by T. S. Eliot:

Time present and time past,

Are both perhaps present in time future,

And time future contained in time past.

If all time is eternally present,

All time is unredeemable.

This is something that we should always remember. Geoff rey has already talked 

about the very beginnings of the European Union. In my opinion, I think that 

his thoughts represent something that we should reiterate not only here on the 

premises of this institution. What we should remember is that the reason behind all 

this was to make sure that there would be no wars - in other words, to do everything 

in our power to prevent the causes of World War II from resurfacing. The European 

Union is a stabilizing, peaceful instrument, something that we should bare in mind. 

We should also remember that any future steps, be it in the fi eld of economics, 

be it in the fi eld of stability, are to be seen as instruments of long-term stability, 

a prospect that also remains the main objective of the European Union. It is in this 

respect that I remember Schuman’s Declaration in which he stated that peace and 

stability can only be maintained thanks to creative thinking. This creative thinking 

is commensurate to the threats that it faces. I believe that it is creative thinking that 

represents the fundamental added value that also defi nes the system we refer to as 

the European Union. If one looks at the key moments of its formation, it was, fi rst 

of all, all about economic unifi cation. Then came the second stage of the common 

market, the establishment of the Euro-zone, our common currency. If we are to 

examine the very beginnings of the 21st century, then it could be said that the dearest 

commodity of the 21st century is security. Therefore, I daresay that the fundamental 

tasks behind the processes taking place in the EU should be those decisions that shall 

enhance the security of European citizens. And it is this particular fi eld of security and 

defense that will be a new unifying element. We have used all kinds of instruments to 

achieve what we have achieved. One of them was the Maastricht Treaty. I also believe 

that the Lisbon Treaty is, in theory, comparable to the Constitutional Treaty that has 

been previously referred to here. But in political practice, it is, in a sense, something 

that can be compared to the Maastricht Treaty because, again, it pushes us one step 

further toward stability. Seen as such, the Lisbon Treaty is particularly important in 

the area of security and defense. I think that we can expect better and more effi  cient 

tools to achieve our goals in this area. The European Union does not exist in vacuum. 

All the processes are infl uenced by globalization. It is very important that we act as 

one entity representing the many millions of inhabitants. This is extremely important. 
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We must remember the fi ve threats, be it terrorism, be it mass destruction, be it 

climate change, be it migration, or be it the radicalization that we have witnessed 

recently. These are threats that cannot be coped with by individual member states. 

Therefore, this is why we need the Lisbon Treaty to provide new instruments to 

help us tackle this new situation. We fi nd ourselves in a new world that perhaps 

political scientists are able to defi ne. But the defi nition of the relationship between 

globalization and democracy is diffi  cult to understand at times. What is important in 

the Lisbon Treaty is the provision that, by democratic and political instruments, we 

can achieve both representative democracy and participative democracy. I believe 

it is this participative democracy that should be paid more attention to because it 

is the area that could most eff ectively reduce what we call the democracy defi cit. In 

other words, democracy should only be viewed, in terms of representation, as the 

citizen, the state, and the European Union. On the other hand, we need to look for 

new ways that would allow citizens to participate in our lives. And I am not talking 

here only about nongovernmental organizations. Of course, these organizations 

can play a key role. At present, I am talking more about the business community, 

about European businesses, European companies, supranational companies. These 

companies need the EU because it provides them with more infl uence that can be 

used in the international arena. When we speak about participative democracy, we 

are also talking about more transparency, new ways of lobbying, and the importance 

of lobbying in today’s politics. When we speak about the European Parliament (and 

this should be reiterated again and again), we are talking about the largest political 

body in the world. This fact makes it unique. In other words, because of its size, an 

actual quantity of MEPs can be translated into quality. This is particularly true in one 

key area, not so much in the budgetary area, the budgetary control area, or in the 

area of the executive power. Indeed, it is true in a fourth area that is not mentioned 

very often - namely, the idea that the European Union’s representation the voters 

does represent the future of European thinking, not only of political thinking, but 

also of democratic thinking, business thinking, commercial thinking, and scientifi c 

thinking. Making use of the European Parliament in this sense is something to which 

we should really pay attention. The idea is there to allow the European Union to help 

us reduce this so-called democracy defi cit by allowing supranational organizations, 

national organizations, and national companies to take part in all these processes. 

It is true that the European Parliament currently has very good relations with the 

Commission. The community method is still applied in this respect. But what is more 

interesting for me is the relation between the Parliament and the Council, the body 

that represents the 27 member states. It is there where certain confl ict may occur. 

Because the axis here is the national parliament and the Union level, we know where 

the European Parliament stands on said axis. And, unfortunately, this element that 
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represents the European Union and the European political level is something that we 

have failed to achieve in the Lisbon Treaty. The actual identifi cation of the citizenry in 

the European Union is still at the behest of the individual member states. This is one 

thing on which I would like to extrapolate, namely the question of identity. Indeed, 

we can talk about variable geometries, about a multi-speed Europe, and about the 

compromises necessary for its continued advancement. However, what is really at 

stake here is to what extent a citizen can identify himself or herself with a policy that 

is not represented at the level of individual member states, but rather at the level of 

the European Union. This is where we fi nd ourselves in a situation where we must 

ask ourselves what is it that will allow European citizens to identify themselves with 

the European Union. I am glad to have interpreters here with us, people who also 

work with us in the European Parliament. I would like to say that it is their work that 

makes it possible to view language as something that can also be useful. I know that 

very few of you (and very few of us) use what I call the Euro-media. We need to make 

sure that we can use the European media because, without reading and listening 

to the media, we will not be able to understand what is happening at a European 

level and will always look at things from the point of view of our own domestic 

situations from the singular point of view of our domestic press. A failure to adhere 

to this approach will result it the perpetuation of a key element responsible for the 

problem of the democracy defi cit. 
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European integration is such a vast topic that we could spend ages discussing it. 

When we look at the causes of the democratic defi cit, why do we talk about European 

institutions being so distant from national institutions, let alone the citizens of Europe? 

You have argued, using a reference to a work by Professor Giandomenico Majone from 

1998¹ in which he claimed that it is impossible to apply the same standards to European 

integration that we apply on national levels for a simple reason – Europe is a unique 

and unprecedented project. Therefore, our perception of Europe evolves hand-in-hand 

with development in Europe and elsewhere. The distance felt between the citizens 

of Europe and its institutions (a relationship that has been endlessly debated) is not 

supported by facts. Where does this idea of distance come from? Ideas such as these 

do not seem to be perceived as by-products of the problems that the European Union 

currently faces, but rather as something of a fatal nature. I believe instruments are now 

available (a point that I will discuss later in more depth) that can be used to dispel the 

negative consequences on integration from the eff ects of those by-products, causing 

them to disappear gradually. In the midst of our discussions, we have also witnessed 

something further. Supported by a number of independent analyses, there is no direct 

correlation between the growth of power and increased legitimacy enjoyed by the 

European Parliament and the increase in voter turnouts in the European Parliament’s 

elections. To paraphrase this statement, even if we gave the European Parliament all 

the power it could possibly have, it would not make the idea of Europe feel closer to its 

citizens. At the same time though, we must realise that without expanding the powers 

of the European Parliament, we shall never achieve a higher degree of transparency 

vis-à-vis with other European institutions. Whilst empowering the European Parliament, 

we must use other tools and pose other questions. 

Furthermore, oversight over European executive power simply does not exist in the 

form that we know it from member states. We know that member states’ parliaments 

have their representation in the Europe-wide consultation network of European aff airs 

committees (COSAC) but there is no real surveillance over the work of European execu-

tive power. At the same time, we must bear in mind that the Treaty of Lisbon represents 

progress down that path. Concerning budgets and other fi scal issues, there is now 

a greater role to be played by the national parliaments. Of course, there is no perfect 

link between the executive powers on the one hand and the law making powers on 

the other that represent a clearly defi ned relationship. That is something where we still 

have room for improvement. Another thing that could be related to the ‘democratic 

defi cit’ or the distance of ‘Europe’ from its citizens (whatever you call it) is the institution 

of European elections. I am not referring to elections for the European Parliament, 

but rather to elections in which diff erent views and visions of Europe would compete 

1)  Majone, G. (1998), Europe’s Democratic Deficit: the Question of Standards, European Law Journal, vol. 4, pp. 5-28. 
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against one another. I often get asked whether the Constitutional Treaty should be 

subjected to a referendum in the Czech Republic. Despite my environmental opinions 

and Green Party membership, my answer is no. And why? I must admit and realise 

that national referenda have caused a reduction in the European dimension of the 

problem. Make the problem a simply ‘yes’ or ‘no’ vote for the current government and its 

policies. Therefore, if we are to think about introducing a popular vote as a principle of 

European democracy, we should be clear that a referendum be held on one single day. 

It should represent a procedure of common decision-making by which to strengthen 

the European dimension rather than reduce the process to a popularity vote, to a rating 

given to the government. Furthermore, it is obvious that the compromises, trade-off s, 

and political decisions reached by the European Parliament, its Council, and so on, are 

so complex, so multi-layered and diffi  cult to communicate, that they will remain far 

from the superior type of decision-making we are aiming for. I believe that attribute 

rests in the very history of the Euro-Atlantic region. If we look at the legitimacy of 

political decisions, it is always something that is forged by political competition. Some 

people are in favour of something and some people are against the same thing. And 

those two groups should be free to compete, to engage in free competition. This is 

not a platform that the European Parliament should off er. It is a broad arena with all 

kinds of viewpoints – European, as well as others. Indeed, there are a number of ideas 

and concepts that discuss this point. But if we do not have such a political arena as this, 

where every citizen can make their opinions clear and, in the same way, also vote in 

favour of the European Parliament, well, that is not something the European Parliament 

can currently off er. The European Parliament sees the creation of predictable alliances. 

Therefore, no decision will be able to take us completely by surprise.

The last thing that I would like to share with you is a sign of hope. Today it is 

no longer possible to say that economic and political integration are independent 

from each other or be separated. I do not want to name any names, but those who 

say that we should forget about the political dimension of integration and reduce 

Europe to a single market are mistaken – that is something that will never happen 

in the future. At the same time, we must bear in mind that, just as we succeeded in 

building the single market, we cannot take such an easy route to European demos. 

These two diff erent dimensions are simply inseparable. However, by achieving the 

European spirit of democracy, a European consensus would not be a technicality. It is 

not something to be achieved through a specifi c procedure, by legislation, or simple 

mathematics. It is something far deeper, something that deserves a broader debate. 

That is why the open-mindedness of European political parties is an important 

prerequisite for making room in the constantly emerging European political sphere. 

Through this course of action, the European Union should become more a legitimate 

and transparent space for everyone. 




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Questions and Answers

1) I would like to ask what you think about the enhancement of direct democracy 

elements, in particular about the direct election of the Commissioners. 

Ondřej Liška: The mechanism that is provided for in the Lisbon Treaty allows for 

the election of the President of the Commission. Even though that is true, a further 

step should be taken here. In other words, we should have conditions that would 

allow for an election of the whole Commission by the majority in the European 

Parliament. Speaking about a direct ballot is something that, in my opinion, sounds 

absolutely unrealistic. It is unrealistic because there are always two elements at play. 

One is a mathematical approach to the actual number of votes or ballots. And the 

second is the ethical dimension of this issue. This is the whole question of legitimacy 

for this particular type of vote. I don’t think we have gone that far. What I would like 

to see is a European Parliament functioning on the basis of permanent coalitions that 

will work for a certain period of time. Perhaps this would slow down integration. At 

the same time, however, it would also ensure that there is more responsibility and 

more accountability.

2) The Economic and Social Committee (ECOSOC) always represented an element of 

participation and representation of employers and employees and diff erent interest 

groups, which always complemented directly elected politicians. The Members of 

European Parliament tend to overlook this body now even though they have an 

obligation to consult with them in several cases. Do you think that ECOSOC is still 

an important actor? 

Geoff rey Harris: The European Parliament is not obliged to consult with the 

ECOSOC and the Committee of Regions. However, the Committees do serve a func-

tion. Namely, the representatives of employers, trade unions, and representatives 

from diff erent regions are able to travel regularly to Brussels where they can learn 

directly what is going on. I think that is a useful function of inclusion even if they 
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don’t have any great infl uence on policy making as such. I don’t have any personal 

opinion for or against these two consultative bodies. Nevertheless, since consulta-

tion is, by defi nition, a good thing, I would say it is better to have them than to not 

have them. However, they don’t have any decision-making power. That is in hands 

of the Council and the Parliament. 

Jana Hybášková: Like Mr. Harris, I have no clear-cut standpoint on this. In fact, 

these two committees have nothing much in common with what I do. What I am 

particularly interested in is the question of security and defense. It is in these two 

areas (and this is something that I see almost every day) that consultation is a fairly 

weak term. I think we need not only consultation, but also direct cooperation. We 

need direct collaboration with businesses, for example, because the question of 

European security cannot be promoted otherwise. There is one thing that I have 

learned in the European Parliament. Being that it is only my personal experience, 

perhaps I should apologies to our Czech politicians. In my opinion, it seems that 

in national politics (and this is also true of Czech politics) we very often see an 

important politician addressing a conference, speak for thirty minutes, and then 

immediately leave after that. Afterwards, there are experts and representatives of 

businesses still left in the room who are all trying to speculate what it was that the 

politician was actually trying to tell them. I am happy to see that situations like this 

have seen a certain change at the European level. At that level, we have academics, 

the business community, and diff erent working groups are all represented. The 

politicians usually stay in the room until 4 or 5 in the afternoon in order to do one 

thing. Namely, they want to conclude their thoughts and respond to what they have 

heard. They do this because what they have heard is extremely important to them. So, 

I think it is not only a matter of consultation, it is a matter of collaboration, a matter 

of making sure that there is contact between these diff erent communities because 

the EU is an extremely complex mechanism. 

3) What do you think about current relations between the EU and Russian 

Federation?

Geoff rey Harris: That is very good example of where the European Parliament takes 

the lead, in my view, taking a stronger and more coherent position than many of the 

Member States. Perhaps it has done so because it has diff erent responsibilities than the 

Member States. However, the European Parliament has been very clear in regard to the 

direction of the political development inside the Russian Federation. It so happens that, 

as head of the Human Rights Units, I was charged with organizing a visit of the Human 

Rights Subcommittee to the Russian Federation. After months of saying ‘yes, yes, we 
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will arrange it’ etc., etc., they suddenly said that there were elections approaching and 

that our visit would not be a good idea after all. The Green group did manage to make 

a visit, however. Their visit confi rmed how bad the situation is in regard to the devel-

opment of domestic politics. The European Parliament still has many, many contacts 

within the surviving group of NGOs because one of the most deplorable tendencies is 

the eff ective destruction of civil society. Either through the implementation of laws or 

the imprisonment of people who might give money to foundations or (it is not for me 

to make a outlandish statements) even the extraordinary number of deaths amongst 

people who attempt to investigate what is actually going on in either the business 

world or so-called anti-terrorist actions set in place by the government of the Russian 

Federation. One of the candidates for the Sakharov prize this year was Anna Politkovska, 

one of the many journalists that have been assassinated in the Russian Federation. So, 

I think that the Parliament does take a strong view. Of course, this is foreign policy. It 

is a question of the relationship between Europe and third-world countries. However, 

it is also a question of balancing the interests of the EU in regard to energy and trade. 

Nevertheless, since we all have benefi ted from a wave of democracy in the late 1980s 

and 1990s, it is certainly the common view across the European Parliament that what 

is currently happening in Russia is not only potentially bad news for Russia in regard 

to democracy, but also bad news for neighboring countries, Georgia and these vari-

ous areas. This so-called ‘frozen confl ict’ represents a selection of countries that are 

eff ectively occupied by groups of people loyal to the Russian Federation. 

So the Parliament takes a strong view. But what can the parliament achieve? The 

Parliament is not a superpower or a super-state. We cannot tell the Russian Federa-

tion what to do. The European Union can tell countries that want to join it (or want 

something from it) what to do. However, at the moment, Russia is benefi ting from the 

price of oil. And this element is almost single-handedly fi nancing its foreign policy at 

the present time. Another thing we should keep an eye on in the European Parliament 

and also in national parliaments as well (and I simply say it to myself, more than rumor) 

is the likelihood that a member of Mr. Putin’s party of will become president of the 

Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe. This entity was founded at the end 

of the 1940s in order to enhance democracy and human rights in the free countries 

of Europe during that time. There is also development taking place in the OSCE about 

election observation issues, something that we more or less take for granted in our 

countries. The current trend in Russia is very bad and indeed one of the areas where 

the Parliament obviously cannot change the world. It is stupid to be naive. But the fi eld 

of human rights is an area where the Parliament can make its point and, sometimes, 

might have a greater impact than we might expect. It can do this simply by drawing 

attention to what is going on and encouraging brave people all around the world 

to continue to fi ght for their human rights and the rights of others. This is important 
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because politics is unpredictable. There were people who fought for their human 

rights in this country 20 or 30 years ago and were subject to solidarity from outside 

sources. That solidarity, no doubt, was part of the process of achieving political reform. 

I do not see political reform around the corner in Russia at the present time. It is not 

a positive direction. 

 

Jana Hybášková: I want to comment on the current EU-Russia relationship as well 

simply because it is a topic that, as you will agree, we focus on daily in our work. It is 

no longer just the Greens who take the lead. One very positive thing, as far as I can 

see, is the development of the discussion over human rights. You are aware that 

it was proposed that Anna Politkovska be awarded this year’s Sakharov prize. The 

European Parliament tried to create a new award, an award of consciousness that 

should be given to journalists who become politically and socially active. We work 

with the Subcommittee for Human Rights and try to make it possible that European 

diplomats take part in the diff erent trials that take place in Russia. We consider it 

a success that we persuaded the EU diplomats and the embassies in Moscow to 

come to the trial of Nizni Novgorod during which Stanislav Dimitrovsky was also 

tried. Our representatives were there as well. I think that, thanks to the pressure we 

exerted on Nizni Novgorod, the court could not sentence Dimitrovsky. Indeed, this 

is one of the areas where we can become involved. 

Another important area is one of solidarity. Even though people may not use 

the word much now, we still have an age-old problem in the export of Polish meat 

to the Russian Federation. Poland respects the idea of solidarity, regardless of the 

interests from the member states. Therefore, a solidarity clause must come to pass. 

Poland has achieved support from other member states. Another thing that is rather 

controversial is the support (or rather non-support) of Russia joining the WTO. In 

addition, the Energy Charter is on the agenda in many discussions within the 

European Parliament. Another important point to be discussed after the EU-Russia 

summit will be held on 10th December in regard to Kosovo. Whether or not Kosovo 

proclaims its independence, it will indeed have its consequences. This is something 

that we are watching over, something that we focus on.

4) How can we attain a common European (EU) position that would be respected 

by the third countries? Europe is usually very quiet and even if they say something, 

it is usually very vague. 

Jana Hybášková: Europe (EU) is not a state in its own right. And as such, it has 

no chair at the UN Security Council. We also have no common military force, unlike 

the United States, for example. In other words, this question of weight in the foreign 
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policy arena is again a methodological mistake. I think the European Union is trying to 

achieve what we would call a ‘Common Foreign and Security Policy’ and we all would 

be happy to have a coherent foreign policy; and I think we are slowly getting there. 

A point of departure is although the fact that we may not have Mr. Javier Solana (High 

Representative for CFSP) and Mrs. Benita Ferrero-Walder (Commissioner for External 

Relations) to steer the policy, there would be just one person who would be responsible 

for it as well as for the European diplomatic service. This is a model that will represent 

a major step forward, leading to what you call our common position. I would like to 

refer back to the example of Russia. In this respect, we can see that the European Union 

does have a common position. This is true in relation to the US as well. Even more so, 

the US position towards Europe has seen some changes. People in the US Democratic 

Party who are preparing for their new professional posts in the new administration are 

doing everything they can to come closer to the people who are important in diplomatic 

circles here in Europe (EU). I can tell you that the the US has been already calling for more 

active participation from the EU in the Middle Eastern confl ict in all the negotiations 

pertaining to that particular area. So the times have been changing. 

5) We have spoken about the protection and enforcement of human rights outside 

Europe. But I would like to ask you particularly about the countries that are members 

of the European Union – to what extent the EU has been successful in enforcing human 

rights principles in its member states? For example, in the Czech Republic, we have seen 

a number of cases taken to court. I am speaking particularly about the case of property 

owners here who, in fact, claim that their human rights have been violated. 

Jana Hybášková: I am not a lawyer. I am not a legal expert. I would like to say 

that the European Court of Human Rights is part of the Council of Europe, not part 

of the European Union. This is something that, here in the Czech Republic, is often 

confused. The whole debate about the Lisbon Treaty has also dwelled a lot on human 

rights, including the right to comfortable accommodation. This is something that 

is still open to discussion. At the same time, I would also say that Europe has been 

looking at these questions in great detail. But what you are talking about is not so 

much the protection of human rights, but their enforcement. Speaking of minorities, 

especially the Roma minority here in the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic, we 

have set up the European Agency for Human Rights in Budapest, which will tackle 

upon these issues. In this particular area, I would not say that a defi cit exists from 

the European Union. We are seeing major diff erences in the fi eld of enforcement. 

Again, what we have in the Lisbon Treaty is one way to tackle this problem. The 

inner workings of that treaty represent an approximation of diff erent systems and 

the mutual recognition of rulings both in civil and penal law cases. 
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Geoff rey Harris: There is a discussion that is going on in the European Parliament 

itself as to whether all human rights issues (both external and internal) should be 

dealt within one particular committee. However, for the time being, it is important 

to bear in mind that, when the European Union is complaining about the human 

right violations in Russia or Sudan, for example, it represents quite a diff erent situ-

ation than focusing on issues that currently exist for citizens inside the European 

Union. Therefore, we have a specifi c committee on civil liberties, justice, and home 

aff airs. As it has been pointed out, this fi eld is a very sophisticated legal area 

because it means that court cases can be fought at the national level. They can 

be fought either through depending on EU law or in the European Convention on 

Human Rights. They can be taken to court even when a country’s power of national 

sovereignty in regard to human rights has been abolished. If all the member states 

actually read and accede themselves to the European Convention on Human Rights, 

there is a provision in the Lisbon Treaty for the European Union. The Parliament has 

a practice each year of drafting an annual report on the EU’s activities in regard to 

human rights around the world. In addition, the Committee on Civil Liberties has its 

own annual report on citizens’ rights inside European Union. Sometimes there are 

issues that are to be considered internal or external, as was the issue on the reported 

cooperation between the European governments and the United States in terms of 

CIA fl ights and renditions. These were internal issues of fundamental rights, as well 

as foreign policy issues. 




