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Brussels,  8 April 2008






To






Mr Joseph DAUL, Chairman of the EPP and






Mr Martin SCHULZ, Chairman of the PES
Subject: Amendment of Rule 29 - Formation of political groups
Dear Mr Daul and Mr Schulz,


We would like to inform you of our concern with regard to the plan to amend Rule 29 of our Rules of Procedure on the formation of political groups.  


The AFCO committee is currently drawing up a report by Mr Corbett with a view to increasing the number of Members required to form a group from 26 to 30 and from seven countries instead of the current six.

The rapporteur’s main argument in support of this amendment is that the Rules need to be aligned with the legislation on the establishment of European political parties. This interpretation by the AFCO committee, in our view, raises issues which call for debate before any decision is taken.

In our opinion, alignment with the legislation on the establishment of political parties is unacceptable, as European political parties, unlike the political groups, are not made up of MEPs alone, but also of national, regional and local elected representatives. It is therefore not pertinent to strictly align the group system with the European party system.


The second argument in the Corbett report – comparison with the situation in the national parliaments – we consider to be inappropriate, since operating conditions for groups are fundamentally different from those in the national parliaments, which comprise Members from a single country, while our Parliament has Members from 27 countries. Alignment with an average limit in the national parliaments is therefore totally irrelevant.

Lastly – and undoubtedly this is the most important point – setting a limit of 30 Members for the formation of a group would deprive millions of citizens of structured, pluralistic expression in keeping with the vote they cast; all the more so since post-1979 developments in the European elections have shown there is a trend towards diversity, which must be reflected in the composition of the European Parliament.

We would add that this amendment of the rule could result in the establishment of a large group of non-attached Members, which would be hard to handle and in which Members from a very wide variety of political parties would co-exist. This would certainly not contribute to political stability, nor would it make our institution any easier to manage.

For all the above reasons we oppose this amendment. We consider the current system to have stood the test of time owing to the diversity it creates within the European Parliament, which has not prevented groups, despite their different political approaches, from providing a degree of political stability, including the necessary compromises; the system has also proven itself in the Conference of Presidents, in which there is an atmosphere of constructive cooperation.


Your two groups, dear Chairmen, can certainly ensure that this amendment is passed in a vote, given the number of your Members! That would, however, be a ‘takeover by force’ of pluralistic expression in our institution and would in no way guarantee the political management of our Parliament.
We look forward to hearing from you.






Yours sincerely,
Francis WURTZ



Graham WATSON


Chairman of the GUE/NGL


Chairman of the ALDE



Daniel COHN-BENDIT


Monica FRASSONI

Co-chairman of the Greens/ALE

Co-chairwoman of the Greens/ALE

Brian CROWLEY



Cristiana MUSCARDINI

Co-chairman of the UEN


Co-chairwoman of the UEN

Jans-Peter BONDE

Chairman of IND/DEM
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