
Transatlantic Relations Unit

Delegation for Relations with the United States

68th EU/US Interparliamentary Meeting
and Transatlantic Legislators Dialogue Meeting (TLD)

3-6 June 2010
Madrid

REPORT

  



2

Friday, 4 June

Opening session
with opening remarks by Mr Javier Rojo Garcia, President of the Senate of Spain

Members were welcomed by Mr Rojo, President of the Senate of Spain, in which premises all 
meetings took place. He underlined the importance of EU-US relations referring to the many
topics on the programme. TLD Co-Chair Mr. Brok reminded the increased role of national 
parliaments under the Lisbon Treaty and the importance of meetings between parliaments. 
American TLD Co-Chair Ms Berkeley thanked Mr Rojo for offering the Senate as a meeting 
venue. The EU and US delegations presented their Members, 28 MEPs from the EP and 8 
Representatives from the US House of Representatives. US Ranking Member Mr. Stearns noted 
the substantial representation of Republicans (5 out of 8) of which 4 from Florida.

Session on Civil liberties 'common values - differing approaches'
with opening remarks by Dr Rob Dover, Director of Dover & Jones Limited

The title of this session appeared to be well chosen, as the discussion showed that differences in 
approach to civil liberties continue to exist. Dr. Robert Dover, a British expert on security and 
intelligence issues, presented his paper which gives an overview of current issues between EU 
and US in this field, like the Guantanamo facility, the Terrorism Financing Tracking Programme 
(TFTP) and the agreement with the EU on that matter (currently known as 'Swift-agreement'), 
the treatment of Passenger Name Records (PNR) in aviation, Internet governance and the role of 
ICANN (Internet Corporation for Assigned Names and Numbers) as well as the upcoming 
general Transatlantic data protection agreement.

As regards privacy and data protection, EP Members took a critical stance of many measures of 
the US government. They mentioned amongst others the poor use of available data about
potential terrorists whilst demanding much general and bulk data from EU citizens. They 
emphasized the need to apply the principles of necessity, proportionality and appropriateness 
when asking for data. The availability of technology does automatically mean that it should be 
used to obtain information on individuals. 
The US Representatives replied by emphasizing the threat of terrorism and the need to act 
quickly against potential danger. As Ms Berkeley said, regarding the EP rejection and
renegotiation of the TFTP agreement: "we don't have the luxury of time in addressing these 
issues".

EP Members said that Internet governance can not be left to one government or private company 
alone. US Representative Mr Stearns said that ICANN's ties with the US Department of 
Commerce have recently been loosened but that there is no agreement between Republicans and 
Democrats to which degree ICANN should stay under US authority, with Republicans in favour 
and Democrats favouring a more international form of governance. He admitted that selling 
domain names (an amount of 185.000 USD was mentioned) was an issue.
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On human rights, EP Members reminded that Parliament has adopted a Resolution in order to 
help President Obama dismantling the Guantanamo facility but US Congress seemed to resist to 
the US Administration settling this. The importance of civil trials was emphasized and the 
situation of child detainees mentioned.
US Representatives responded that the conditions in the Guantanamo facility had improved and 
it should be borne in mind that these prisoners, even the young ones, had committed serious 
crimes. Representative Diaz-Balart took the opportunity to say one should not forget about "the 
prison on the other side of the fence" (meaning Cuba) and he and Ms Berkley criticised the UN 
human rights council in a more general way for their critical opinions on the US, Israel and other 
democracies.

Session on Energy and Climate change
with opening remarks by Mr Karl-Heinz Florenz, Rapporteur of the former Committee on 
Climate Change

Mr. Florenz opened the second working session with a comprehensive presentation on climate 
change from the EU perspective. He considered Copenhagen a "sobering experience" but said 
there is now consensus in the EU to go for the 2020 strategy of 20% reduction. He considered 
emissions trading the best available tool but admitted that auctioning should be done in a proper 
way to avoid another crisis on the "emissions-trading stock markets". The first round of 
emissions trading was mainly unsuccessful because governments hadn't shown enough courage 
when distributing the emission rights. Business and industry should see climate change as a 
positive challenge, as it is an incentive for innovation that can even lead to a "third industrial 
revolution".

Representative Mr. Gordon gave an overview from the US perspective, having said that "history 
would reward the EU for its leadership on climate policy". In the US there is no broad consensus 
on climate change, which makes the issue becoming a partisan one. On the Republican side there 
are still a lot of climate sceptics and priority is given to economic issues. The House has passed 
the Waxman-Markey bill only because of Democratic support and a similar bill in the Senate 
before Cancun is very unlikely. The good news according to Mr. Gordon is that both parties 
agree on research and technology.

In the following discussion EP Members pointed at the role of China, who is trying to become a 
world leader in green technology. The EU and US may have a common interest in setting 
standards for new and green technologies to be able to compete with China. US Representatives 
said though that China also invests a lot in coal and nuclear energy. Taxation might be a viable 
alternative for emissions trading, known in the US as 'cap and trade'. Both sides agreed that there 
is a need for a 'energy roadmap' for the mid and long term to face the common challenges.

Session on EU-US Relations 'bilateral and global cooperation'
with opening remarks by Mr João Vale de Almeida, European Commission Director
General for External Relations

Mr Vale de Almeida, soon to be EU Ambassador in Washington, held a very clear opening 
speech on the status quo of the EU-US relationship. He stated that the last year of this 
relationship had not been successful, mainly due to the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty. 
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Improvement was in particular to be achieved with regard to the TEC (Transatlantic Economic 
Council), the Energy Council and a substantial summit between Mr. Van Rompuy and President 
Obama. He launched an appeal for the EU-US relationship to go global, as in 95% of cases in 
the world the EU and the US are on the same side, and for instance not on the side of China. EU 
and US should pave the way to world governance, working in particular in the areas of finance 
and economy, climate and energy and security. China could be engaged through development 
policy.

In the following exchange of views Members agreed on the importance of EU-US cooperation, 
the need to work on concrete policy areas also outside foreign policy and, in the same spirit, the 
need to revive the TEC. They discussed how the TLD process could contribute to the further 
development of the EU-US relation. Co-Chair Ms. Berkeley presented plans to strengthen the 
TLD in the House of Representatives by means of nominations by the Speaker of the House, 
making it a about 15 members strong permanent delegation, which would also lead to more 
stability in participation in the IPMs. She reiterated the importance of staff exchanges and joint 
hearings, but indicated that the opening of a Congress liaison office in Brussels remains 
unlikely. 

Session on the Lisbon Treaty 'Six months after entry into force, US and EU perceptions'
with opening remarks by Mr Elmar Brok, Co-Chair of the TLD

In his introduction, Mr Brok outlined the institutional changes brought about by the Lisbon 
Treaty; the role of the External Action Service (EAS) and the enhanced role of the European 
Parliament, particularly as regards international trade. He compared the EU's co-decision process 
to the US method of discussion of separate bills and adoption in both Houses followed by a 
conference procedure between the two Houses.

During the ensuing debate, MEPs explained the role of the EU Member States and that, generally, 
majority voting obliges a constructive attitude on their part. However, it was pointed out that there 
is reluctance on the part of Member States for a relinquishing of more competences to the EU, 
particularly in the fiscal field. The Lisbon Treaty, has not made the EU less complicated, but has 
made the EP more relevant. The final recommendation was "do not look at how we do things, 
rather what we do".

Mr Brok referred to the existing 135 Delegations of the European Union which are to be EU 
Embassies, coordinating in all those capitals the cooperation of the 27 Member States' Embassies. 
Touching upon the new or extended policies in EU competencies and on the new instruments in 
the frame of the CSFP, he also presented the position of the permanent President of the European 
Council.

Intervened Rep Cliff Stearns on EU rules for the financial markets, MEP Trzaskowski on the 
expectations and potentials of the Lisbon Treaty in the field of Foreign Policy, Rep J.Costa on the 
American experience with creating a Union compared to the "work in progress" method of the 
European Union, MEP R.Butikofer on the character of the EU as a Union of States and the areas 
of policy where Member States will maintain their status and Co-chair MEP Brok responded to 
the above questions and concluded this debate with a contribution by MEP Baroness Ludford.
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Saturday, 5 June 

Session on the global financial crisis and the Eurozone
with opening remarks by Mr Wolf Klinz, Chairman of the Committee on the Financial, 
Economic and Social crisis

Mr Klinz briefly outlined how the global financial crisis had come about.  Global crises need 
global answers, however as time goes on, a global answer to the current financial crisis seems
less and less likely and, in any case, global answers are not easy.
Although the EU and the US work in similar ways on many matters, major differences do exist 
(ie regulatory measures, hedge funds, banking systems, supervision of credit rating agencies, 
consumer protection, financial transaction tax and bank levies).  
The EU is worried that the US will not implement the Basel III -and Basel IV - regulations
currently being negotiated.  (For Basel I and II the US had pushed for regulation, but had not 
then themselves implemented the measures.)
Mr Klinz went onto describe the crisis in the Eurozone, the situation in Greece and the 
speculation on the Euro.  Finally he proposed some measures that could be taken to ensure better 
coordination in order to prevent future crises within the EU, particularly the Euro-zone.

The financial situation in the US was also described, 47/50 states have budget deficits; the 
federal budget is overstretched with the financing of two wars, medicare, health care and social 
security, increasing debt, homeland security costs and foreclosures.  The need for readily 
available credit facilities was stressed.

During the debate the situation in the Mediterranean area was described as one of over-
borrowing and over-spending.  Whereas euro-convergence had implied revamping of 
economies, the South had grown through consumption and borrowing.  
The frustration of citizens against speculators and banks was mentioned by both the EU and US 
members and the need to stimulate growth and job creation.
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Session on Transatlantic Trade and Economic relations
with opening remarks by Mr Philippe Meyer, European Commission, Head of Unit for 
Trade relations with North America

Mr. Meyer was replacing Commissioner De Gucht, who had other engagements. He explained 
that the Commission had noted disappointment in the TEC on the side of the US Administration, 
in particular with Mr. Froman, Deputy National Security Advisor for International Economic 
Affairs and Co-Chair of the TEC. He noted that reactions had become more positive though 
since Mr. De Gucht's initiatives to revitalise the TEC. The TEC could have one meeting at 
political level per year, but should also have more permanent contacts on working level. It 
should not become too technical though and should have a political vision with a 10-15 year 
horizon.

In the following exchange of views several EP Members supported revitalisation of the TEC and 
called for achieving a transatlantic market. The pleaded for a more coherent agenda and for 
involvement of the European Parliament and Congress. US Representatives confirmed that they 
were not much involved in the TEC process until now. They commented on the global trade 
negotiations in the Doha round, stating that President Obama wants more market opening in 
upcoming economies like India, Brazil and China. The US would only go for a complete and 
good package deal, whereas the EU seemed to consider a small package better than no package.

Following an intervention by Mr James Elles MEP it was agreed that the final statement should 
express the necessary enhancement of the EU-US economic cooperation and of the TEC by 
allowing the transatlantic market to build up its full potential in particular by means of 
abolishing of non-tariff barriers and setting common standards. 

Session on Foreign policy 'coping with tension in geographical areas'
with opening remarks by Mr Miguel Ángel Moratinos, Foreign Affairs Minister of Spain 
and President of the EU General Affairs Council 

Mr Moratinos gave a general overview of foreign affairs in different parts of the world:

- EU-US partnership is working well, but the fact that an EU-US summit had 
not take place during the Spanish presidency was regretted;

- as regards the Middle East, the recent crisis brought about by the Israeli raid on 
the humanitarian aid flotilla heading for Gaza could actually provide an 
opportunity to reinvigorate the stalled peace talks, and, indeed, had already seen 
a redoubling of efforts to end the conflict there;

- the situation in Afghanistan/Pakistan had seen some improvement, the efforts 
of the US and the EU were stabilising the country, however, the Central Asian 
countries and China were not as committed and could do more; 

- Somalia has been largely neglected and would soon, very possibly, acquire 
"failed-state" status; 

- for 13 years the EU has had a common position on Cuba, it is hoped that the 
reform process there will move forward and that the 800 political prisoners will 
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soon be released..  It was pointed out that 50 years of a US embargo had not 
actually seen many results.

- there were three areas where pressure could be put on Iran, economy, energy 
and human rights

Focussing on Cuba, members of the US Congress drew attention to the Human Rights situation 
of political prisoners and the grave medical situation of 25 of these prisoners.  
One prisoner had already died as a result of a hunger strike undertaken in order to draw attention 
to the terrible prison conditions and beatings, another hunger-strike prisoner was being force-fed 
and access to prisons was denied for human rights activists.

During the ensuing debate MEPs highlighted the fact that the EU has no institutional links with 
Cuba, but does have diplomatic relations.  There is no bilateral EU-Cuba agreement and Cuba 
has shown no interest in negotiations. 
Various concerns about the recent presidential election and corruption in Afghanistan were 
raised, there are worries that despite the recent US "surge", no results are evident, and it is not 
apparent that the Afghans are ready to take on extra responsibilities by themselves.
There was general agreement that Iran poses the most serious long-term threat and all options 
should be kept open.
A joint EU-US strategy on Somalia was proposed in order to prevent it becoming a sanctuary for 
Al-Quaeda.

Co-chairwoman Berkley proposed a TLD resolution condemning human right violations in Iran 
and supporting sanctions on Iran.

Co-Chairman Brok stressed that although different opinions are expressed; most important is the 
sharing of common values.

Mr Lincoln Diaz Balart reflected the EU common position concerning Cuba, and Mr Salafranca, 
described the exact EU position and how it had come about and had developed since. In the 
following debate intervened Mr Mario Diaz Balart, Milan Mon, Mrs Badia i Cuchet and Mr 
Moratinos.
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Sunday, 6 June 

Continuation of the session on Foreign policy: the Middle East

Mr Brok announced the order of agenda for this Sunday morning, before giving the floor to his 
Co-chair Mrs Berkley who opened the debate on the situation in the Middle East, referring to the 
importance and history of the settlements around Jerusalem. She pointed out the historic reasons 
for Israel's right of self defence, before referring to the "Mavi Marmara" incident. She also 
touched upon the political situation in Lebanon, on the UN resolution 1701 and the Hezbollah
attacks, underlining her convictions for the ultimate need of a 2-state solution.

Mr Brok, referring to the legitimisation of the State of Israel by the UN decision of 14.5.1948 and 
to the historic developments since, with ups and downs at various times, such as Sadat's Jerusalem 
crisis, the Oslo process set up by Rabin, Peres and Arafat, with the land-for-peace formula, which 
aimed to create peace in the area. The majority of the Palestinian and Israeli people want peace, 
however, various incidents have repeatedly neutralised the peace process. 

Looking at another perspective, Mr Brok elaborated the particularly difficult situation created by 
Israeli Forces for the ordinary Palestinian people, their economic and social life, the perception of 
Hamas in Palestine, and EU involvement there.

In his analysis, Mr Brok put the perspectives of the peace process in a time dynamics context,  
which made the process more and more difficult, hindered by a growing number of factors
complicating the international situation  The statements of 1 June 2010 in Brussels of the Iranian
Minister of Foreign Affairs, Mr Mottaki, were also referred to.

Mrs Berkley referred to the existence and need for the "Security Wall" and again to the recent 
settlements, and to the international situation in the Middle East.

Mrs Schaake picked up on the situation concerning the Gaza - Flotilla incidents, and highlighted 
the need for responsible leadership, also in Israel, which, in her view, certainly was not the case 
when a government produced unconvincing video "testimony". She underlined the importance 
bringing the next generation on board for the Transatlantic relationship, which now rests mainly 
on the shoulders of the babyboom generation. Investing in youth is also key in countries such as 
Turkey and where half of the population is under 26. Mrs Schaake proposed to discuss the Iran 
situation and the usefulness of sanctions, as well as to the most recent delegation visit of the EP 
Subcommittee on Human Rights to Washington D.C. and New York. Human rights should be a 
part of talks on sanctions. Mrs Schaake called for a joint statement from the TLD on human rights 
in Iran (this statement was made and adopted as annex).

Rep Gingrey elaborated on the importance of Turkey as a player in the Middle East, and how 
Turkey's accession to the EU would impact the Peace process, also with a view to the Iran-
Turkey-Brazil deal on nuclear material.
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Mr Butikofer commented on the option of Turkish accession, making reference to the 
Copenhagen criteria to be fulfilled prior to accession, notwithstanding internal EU impediments to 
Turkey's adhesion, notably the public popular acceptance. Turning to the Middle East Peace 
process, he underlined the need to strengthen the good will of all its participants.  This lies to a 
large extent in the hands of the Israeli government. Mrs Berkley commented on his proposals with 
regard to Mr Al Fayyad.

Mr Lincoln Diaz-Balart underlined the undisputed leadership position Mrs Berkley holds in the 
US Congress as regards the Middle East situation and the relations with Israel and Palestine, and 
reiterated the Obama administration policies in the matter. 

Baroness Sarah Ludford also took up the question of Turkey's accession and the specific Cyprus-
related difficulties.

The Co-Chair Mr Brok, after also commenting on the EU-Turkish relations, concluded the debate 
on the Middle East Peace process. 

The Co-Chairs proposed to hold the 69th Interparliamentary Meeting / Transatlantic Legislators’ 
Dialogue from 2 to 5 December 2010 in San Francisco.

The meeting was closed at 11.00.

Closing session and signature of the Joint Statement

Mrs Badia i Cuchet intervened on the joint statement, before it was adopted.

A Joint Statement was signed by Chairs and Vice-Chairs of both delegations at the end of the 
meeting (see annex). It contains a summary of the main elements discussed, as well as, on 
proposal of the US side, a statement on Iran attached to it.


