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HHOOUUSSEE  OOFF CCOOMMMMOONNSS  FFOORREEIIGGNN  AAFFFFAAIIRRSS  CCOOMMMMIITTTTEEEE
SSEESSSSIIOONN  22000055--0066::  66TTHH  RREEPPOORRTT

RREEPPOORRTT OONN  DDEEVVEELLOOPPMMEENNTTSS  IINN  TTHHEE  EEUURROOPPEEAANN  UUNNIIOONN  
GGOOVVEERRNNMMEENNTT’’SS  RREESSPPOONNSSEE

The Government welcomes the Committee’s report on Developments in the European Union.  The
expertise, judgement and analysis of the Committee is, as always, very valuable and the
Government welcomes the positive and significant contribution the Committee makes in the
European field and will continue to make in the future.  

The Government would like to offer the following comments on the Committee’s
recommendations and conclusions: 

TThhee  UUKK’’ss  rreellaattiioonnss  wwiitthh  EEuurrooppee

11.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  tthhee  BBrriittiisshh  PPrreessiiddeennccyy  ttooookk  ppllaaccee  aatt  aa  ttiimmee  wwhheenn  EEuurrooppee  wwaass  ffaacciinngg  aa
ddeeeepp  aanndd  llaarrggeellyy  uunnffoorreesseeeenn  ccrriissiiss  ooff  ccoonnffiiddeennccee..    WWee  ffuurrtthheerr ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt
nnoottwwiitthhssttaannddiinngg  tthhiiss  ddiiffffiiccuulltt  ccoonntteexxtt,,  tthhee  PPrreessiiddeennccyy  wwaass  oonn  tthhee  wwhhoollee  wweellll--rruunn  aanndd
aacchhiieevveedd  ssoommee  iimmppoorrttaanntt  ssuucccceesssseess,,  aalloonngg  wwiitthh  aa  nnuummbbeerr ooff  ddiissaappppooiinnttiinngg  oouuttccoommeess..    IItt
ffaaiilleedd  ttoo  ggeenneerraattee  tthhee  ffrreesshh  tthhiinnkkiinngg  oonn  ddeemmooccrraaccyy  aanndd  rreeeennggaaggeemmeenntt  wwiitthh  tthhee  ppuubblliicc
wwhhiicchh  tthhee  PPrriimmee  MMiinniisstteerr ccaalllleedd  ffoorr iinn  hhiiss  ooppeenniinngg  ssppeeeecchh  ttoo  tthhee  EEuurrooppeeaann  PPaarrlliiaammeenntt..
WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd  tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  bbuuiilldd  oonn  tthhee  ssuucccceesssseess  aanndd,,  iinn  ppaarrttiiccuullaarr,,  tthhaatt  iitt
wwoorrkk  ttoo  ccoonnssoolliiddaattee  aanndd  wwhheerree  nneecceessssaarryy  iimmpprroovvee  iittss  ggoooodd  wwoorrkkiinngg  rreellaattiioonnss  wwiitthh  ootthheerr
mmeemmbbeerr ssttaatteess,,  eessppeecciiaallllyy  wwiitthh  tthhoossee  tthhaatt  bbrrooaaddllyy  sshhaarree  tthhee  UUnniitteedd  KKiinnggddoomm’’ss
ppeerrssppeeccttiivvee  oonn  tthhee  EEUU..””  ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  3333))

The UK Presidency stimulated a fundamental debate over the future direction of Europe.  It moved
the discussion away from institutional issues and onto the concrete ones that matter to the public
across Europe.  At the Hampton Court Summit, EU leaders agreed on new work to meet the
challenges of globalisation – research and development, universities, demographics, energy,
security and immigration and Common Foreign and Security Policy.  The Presidency also saw a
number of landmark agreements for the EU.  The EU made the historic decision to open accession
negotiations with Turkey and Croatia, and granted Macedonia candidate status.  And Member
States reached a deal on the EU budget for 2007-2013, which included provision for a fundamental
review of the budget in 2008. 

The process of generating a broad debate and building consensus around the future direction of the
EU is ongoing.  Nevertheless, the European Commission’s report of May 2006 “A Citizen’s
Agenda for Europe” and the conclusions of EU leaders at the June 2006 Council show that Europe
is increasingly focused on the priorities that the UK Presidency promoted.  We shall continue to
work closely with Member States and the Commission to ensure that Europe delivers real benefits
in areas that matter to citizens. 
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22.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  wwaass  wwrroonngg  ttoo  rreettrraacctt  iittss  pprreevviioouuss  ssuuppppoorrtt  ffoorr aallll
ssttaaggeess  ooff  tthhee  CCoouunncciill’’ss  ddeelliibbeerraattiioonnss  oonn  lleeggiissllaattiivvee  aaccttss  ttoo  bbee  ooppeenn  ttoo  tthhee  ppuubblliicc  aass  aa
ggeenneerraall  rruullee..    WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd  tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  ssuuppppoorrtt  eeffffoorrttss  bbyy  tthhee  FFiinnnniisshh
PP rreessiiddeennccyy  ttoo  pprroommoottee  ggrreeaatteerr ttrraannssppaarreennccyy  iinn  tthhee  CCoouunncciill  aanndd  mmoorree  ggeenneerraallllyy  iinn  tthhee
pp rroocceeeeddiinnggss  ooff  tthhee  EEuurrooppeeaann  UUnniioonn..””  ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  4400))

As the Committee notes in the report, proposals on increased openness of the Council of Ministers
were agreed in December 2005 under the UK Presidency of the EU.  This initiative reflected the
consensus across the Government in support of increased transparency in the EU.  The conclusions
agreed during our Presidency stated that some initial and all final deliberations under co-decision
would be made public. They also made clear that during the Austrian and Finnish Presidencies, the
Council would assess the functioning of these measures. 

The issue of Council transparency has remained high on the agenda because, as our EU partners
acknowledge, we put it there. It was in this context that an overall policy on transparency, building
on the UK proposals, was agreed by all Member States at the June European Council. The
Government did not retract its support for further initiatives on increasing transparency in the
Council of Ministers. The European Council also agreed to review the impact of this policy after
six months to assess the impact of these measures on the effectiveness of the Council’s work.  This
review will be crucial to ensure that the EU avoids moving too far, too fast and so having a
negative impact on the effectiveness of the Council’s work. By pushing negotiations into the
corridors and out of the Council chamber the EU would risk achieving more transparency in
theory, less in practice.

The Committee notes that the Finnish Presidency intends to pursue the transparency dossier during
their Presidency.  The Government looks forward to the conclusions of the review, which will take
place under the Finnish Presidency.  In light of that review, the UK, as ‘sponsor’ of the original
initiative, will look to support sensible steps on transparency which take account of the need to
maintain the Council as an effective forum for discussion and negotiation. 

33.. ““WWee  wweellccoommee  tthhee  ddeecciissiioonn  ooff  tthhee  CCoouunncciill  ooff  MMiinniisstteerrss  ttoo  sseeeekk  ffuurrtthheerr iimmpprroovveemmeennttss  iinn
ddeecciissiioonn--mmaakkiinngg  aanndd  aaccttiioonn  iinn  jjuussttiiccee  aanndd  hhoommee  aaffffaaiirrss  oonn  tthhee  bbaassiiss  ooff  eexxiissttiinngg  ttrreeaattiieess..
HHoowweevveerr,,  wwee  ooppppoossee  aatttteemmppttss  ttoo  uussee  tthhee  bbrriiddggiinngg  ccllaauusseess  iinn  tthhee  ccuurrrreenntt  ttrreeaattiieess  ttoo
iinnttrroodduuccee  ccoorree  oobbjjeeccttiivveess  ooff  tthhee  ccoonnssttiittuuttiioonnaall  TTrreeaattyy  iinn  tthhee  ffiieelldd  ooff  jjuussttiiccee  aanndd  hhoommee
aaffffaaiirrss..    WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd  tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  sseeeekk  tthhee  vviieewwss  ooff  PPaarrlliiaammeenntt  bbeeffoorree
aaggrreeeeiinngg  ttoo  aannyy  ffuurrtthheerr eexxtteennssiioonn  ooff  qquuaalliiffiieedd  mmaajjoorriittyy  vvoottiinngg..””  ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  4466))

The Government is giving careful consideration to the proposals contained in Commission’s
Communication “Implementing the Hague Programme: the Way Forward”.  We welcome efforts to
improve decision-making in Justice and Home Affairs on the basis of existing treaties, and we are
open to a full discussion on the use of the Article 42 passerelle.  However, we would need to be
satisfied that it would genuinely improve the decision making process, and that such a move would
be in the national interest.

The Government will continue to seek the views of Parliament, ensuring it is involved. Ministers
have started to engage with Parliament by giving evidence to select committees and will give
further evidence as proposals develop.  The Government will also continue to keep Parliament
informed through the parliamentary scrutiny process.
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TThhee  CCoonnssttiittuuttiioonnaall  TTrreeaattyy

44.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  aalltthhoouugghh  tthhee  TTrreeaattyy  iiss  nnoott  ddeeaadd,,  iitt  iiss  ccoommaattoossee  aanndd  oonn  lliiffee  ssuuppppoorrtt..    AAtt
ssoommee  ppooiinntt,,  EEuurrooppee’’ss  lleeaaddeerrss  aarree  ggooiinngg  ttoo  hhaavvee  ttoo  ddeecciiddee  wwhheetthheerr ttoo  sswwiittcchh  iitt  ooffff..    WWee
ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  tthhee  TTrreeaattyy  eessttaabblliisshhiinngg  aa  CCoonnssttiittuuttiioonn  ffoorr EEuurrooppee  iiss  uunnlliikkeellyy  eevveerr ttoo  ccoommee
iinnttoo  ffoorrccee,,  aalltthhoouugghh  aatttteemmppttss  mmaayy  bbee  mmaaddee  ttoo  eennaacctt  ssoommee  ooff  iittss  pprroovviissiioonnss  bbyy  ootthheerr
mmeeaannss..    WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd  tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  eennccoouurraaggee  iittss  EEuurrooppeeaann  ccoouunntteerrppaarrttss  ttoo
ffaaccee  uupp  ttoo  tthhiiss  rreeaalliittyy  aanndd  eexxpplliicciittllyy  ttoo  aabbaannddoonn  tthhee  TTrreeaattyy  aass  aa  ppaacckkaaggee,,  iinn  tthhee  iinntteerreesstt  ooff
mmaakkiinngg  pprrooggrreessss  oonn  ssoommee  ooff  tthhee  rreeaall  aanndd  iimmppoorrttaanntt  iissssuueess  wwhhiicchh  aarree  aatt  pprreesseenntt  ccaauugghhtt
uupp  iinn  tthhee  ppaarraallyyssiiss  ccrreeaatteedd  bbyy  iittss  rreejjeeccttiioonn..””  ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  6644))

There is no current consensus on the way forward for the Constitutional Treaty. Since the French
and Dutch ‘No’ votes, the Government has consistently made clear that this is not a matter for one
Member State alone. It is for the 25 Member States together to make decisions about the Treaty’s
future. The June European Council agreed that the German Presidency will present a report to the
European Council in 2007 based on extensive consultations with the Member States, with
decisions on how to continue the reform process to be taken by the end of 2008. There is no
presumption as to the outcome or end-date of this process. 

The Government does not accept that the difficulties faced by the Constitutional Treaty have meant
“paralysis” as the Committee suggests. The UK Presidency helped to set Europe’s future direction
at Hampton Court, focusing the EU’s priorities around energy, economic reform, tackling the
challenges of globalisation, migration, security, counter-terrorism and organised crime. It is an
approach that has been endorsed at subsequent European Councils, including the most recent when
Member States agreed that the focus now should be on making a difference in areas which affect
citizens’ lives (paragraph 46 of the June 06 Council Conclusions: “After last year’s period of
reflection work should now focus on delivery of concrete results and implementation of projects”).
The Government believes that this results-oriented approach is the right way forward for the EU.

EEnnllaarrggeemmeenntt

55.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  tthheerree  aarree  ssttrroonngg  ppoolliittiiccaall  rreeaassoonnss  ffoorr tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  ttoo  mmaaiinnttaaiinn  iittss
ssuuppppoorrtt  ffoorr tthhee  aacccceessssiioonn  ooff  BBuullggaarriiaa  aanndd  RRoommaanniiaa  iinn  aaccccoorrddaannccee  wwiitthh  tthhee  aaggrreeeedd
ttiimmeettaabbllee..    WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd,,  hhoowweevveerr,,  tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  bbee  pprreeppaarreedd  ttoo  aaggrreeee  ttoo  tthhee
iimmppoossiittiioonn  ooff  ppoosstt--aacccceessssiioonn  ssaaffeegguuaarrddss  oonn  eeiitthheerr ccoouunnttrryy,,  iiff  tthhee  CCoommmmiissssiioonn’’ss  rreeppoorrttss
sshhooww  tthhaatt  tthheessee  wwoouulldd  bbee  jjuussttiiffiieedd..””  ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  7744))

The Government welcomes the Committee’s endorsement of current Government policy in this
area.  The UK has consistently supported the accession of Romania and Bulgaria in 2007, as long
as they meet the criteria.  The long and difficult process of accession has transformed both
countries since the 1990s.  Both countries have shown determination in adopting EU values and
have made far reaching democratic, economic and administrative reforms.  We will look for this to
continue before and after accession.  We will study the Commission’s Autumn report on Romania
and Bulgaria closely, and consider very carefully any Commission recommendation on post-
accession safeguards. 
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66.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  CCrrooaattiiaa’’ss  pprrooppoosseedd  aacccceessssiioonn  ttoo  tthhee  EEUU  ddeesseerrvveess  tthhee  ffuullll  ssuuppppoorrtt  ooff
tthhee  UUnniitteedd  KKiinnggddoomm,,  aassssuummiinngg  tthhaatt  iitt  mmeeeettss  aallll  tthhee  nneecceessssaarryy  ccrriitteerriiaa..    WWee  ffuurrtthheerr
ccoonncclluuddee,,  aanndd  hhooppee,,  tthhaatt  aa  ssuucccceessssffuull  aacccceessssiioonn  pprroocceessss  bbyy  CCrrooaattiiaa  ccoouulldd  ppllaayy  aann
iimmppoorrttaanntt  rroollee  iinn  ssttiimmuullaattiinngg  ootthheerr ssttaatteess  iinn  tthhee  WWeesstteerrnn  BBaallkkaannss  ttoo  mmaakkee  tthhee  nneecceessssaarryy
aaddjjuussttmmeennttss  tthhaatt  wwiillll  eennaabbllee  tthheemm  ttoo  qquuaalliiffyy  ffoorr ffuullll  mmeemmbbeerrsshhiipp  ooff  tthhee  EEUU  iinn  dduuee
ccoouurrssee..””  ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  7777))

The Government welcomes the Committee’s support for Croatian accession, providing the criteria
are sufficiently met.  Again, the progress that Croatia has made since the conflict in the 1990s
shows the transformative effects of the prospect of EU membership.  The Prime Minister
reaffirmed UK support for Croatian accession during his meeting with the Croatian Prime Minister
Ivo Sanader on 18 July.  Croatia has an important role to play in the Western Balkans, and its
progress towards meeting EU standards will provide a positive example for the region.  Bringing
irreversible democratic and economic reform to these countries will benefit all Europeans.  The
Government agrees with the Committee in this regard. 

77.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  tthhee  aacccceessssiioonn  ttoo  tthhee  EEuurrooppeeaann  UUnniioonn  ooff  aa  TTuurrkkeeyy  wwhhiicchh  ffuullllyy  mmeeeettss  aallll
tthhee  eennttrryy  ccrriitteerriiaa  rreemmaaiinnss  iinn  tthhee  iinntteerreessttss  ooff  bbootthh  tthhee  EEUU  aanndd  TTuurrkkeeyy..    WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd
tthhaatt  tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  ccoonnttiinnuuee  ttoo  ooffffeerr ssttrroonngg  ssuuppppoorrtt  ttoo  TTuurrkkeeyy  iinn  iittss  aacccceessssiioonn  pprroocceessss..””
((PPaarraaggrraapphh  8800))

The Government agrees.  The UK is a strong supporter of, and advocate for, Turkey’s EU
accession process.  This support is underpinned by a bilateral programme of technical assistance,
which is worth GBP 630,000 in 2006/7.  Projects include developing the professional skills of staff
working on the accession process and improving the capacity of Human Rights Boards.

88.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  iitt  iiss  tthhee  iinntteerreessttss  ooff  TTuurrkkeeyy,,  tthhee  TTuurrkkiisshh  ppeeooppllee  aanndd  TTuurrkkiisshh  CCyypprriioottss
aalliikkee  tthhaatt  TTuurrkkeeyy  sshhoouulldd  mmoovvee  sswwiiffttllyy  ttoo  aacccceepptt  iinn  ffuullll  iittss  oobblliiggaattiioonnss  uunnddeerr tthhee  AAnnkkaarraa
AAggrreeeemmeenntt..    WWee  ffuurrtthheerr ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  aa  ffaarr mmoorree  ccoonnssttrruuccttiivvee  aapppprrooaacchh  bbyy  tthhee
ggoovveerrnnmmeenntt  ooff  tthhee  RReeppuubblliicc  ooff  CCyypprruuss  iiss  nneecceessssaarryy  ttoo  aassssiisstt  tthhiiss  pprroocceessss..””    ((PPaarraaggrraapphh
8877))

The Government agrees that Turkey should implement its obligations in full, including those under
the Ankara Agreement.  As Mr Alexander made clear when providing evidence (3 May 2006), full
implementation of the Additional Protocol will be evaluated in 2006.  We furthermore agree with
the Committee that existing Member States should not treat Turkey’s application any differently
from those of other countries. 

On Cyprus, we agree that the 8 July agreement by the Greek Cypriot and Turkish Cypriot leaders
to start bicommunal discussions is evidence of a more positive approach.  We welcomed this
agreement, as well as the leaders’ expression of commitment to the unification of Cyprus based on
a bi-zonal, bi-communal federation and political equality, and recognition of the fact that the status
quo is unacceptable. We are urging both parties to work constructively with the UN in
implementing this agreement. 
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99.. ““WWee  aaggrreeee  wwiitthh  tthhee  FFoorreeiiggnn  SSeeccrreettaarryy  tthhaatt  wwhhaatt  iiss  kkeeyy  ttoo  tthhee  eennllaarrggeemmeenntt  ddeebbaattee  iiss  tthhee
rriiggoorroouuss  aapppplliiccaattiioonn  ooff  tthhee  ccrriitteerriiaa  ffoorr mmeemmbbeerrsshhiipp..    WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  iitt  iiss  tthhiiss,,  rraatthheerr
tthhaann  aannyy  aabbssttrruussee  ddeebbaattee  aabboouutt  ‘‘aabbssoorrppttiioonn  ccaappaacciittyy’’,,  wwhhiicchh  mmuusstt  ddeetteerrmmiinnee  tthhee  ffuuttuurree
sshhaappee  aanndd  ssccooppee  ooff  tthhee  EEUU..    BBuutt  wwee  aallssoo  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  ppooppuullaarr ooppiinniioonn  wwiillll  bbee  aann
iimmppoorrttaanntt  ffaaccttoorr iinn  ddeecciiddiinngg  ffuuttuurree  eennllaarrggeemmeennttss  aanndd  tthhaatt  tthhiiss  rreeiinnffoorrcceess  tthhee  nneeeedd  ffoorr aa
UUnniioonn  wwhhiicchh  eennggaaggeess  tthhee  ppuubblliicc..””    ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  9933))

The EU is the only international organisation which has had the dynamism to transform its
neighbourhood.  Enlargement remains the EU’s primary tool to achieve this transformation and
promote prosperity and security across our continent.  The ability of the EU’s enlargement policy
to effect these changes depends on a fair and thorough accession process.  We therefore welcome
the Committee’s focus on the rigorous application of the criteria for membership and agree that
this is a crucial factor for the future of the EU’s enlargement policy and this year’s enlargement
debate.  A rigorous process also serves to reinforce public support for enlargement, which the
Committee has rightly highlighted as a key issue.  The Committee also raised the issue of
absorption capacity, which will be discussed at the December European Council.  It is right that the
EU should have the opportunity to consider its absorption capacity in order to ensure that the
Union is prepared properly for future accessions, but this is an issue for the EU itself and should
not result in any new obstacles for candidates. 

FFoorreeiiggnn,,  SSeeccuurriittyy  aanndd  DDeeffeennccee  PPoolliiccyy

1100.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt,,  wwhhaatteevveerr tthhee  mmeerriittss  ooff  tthhee  pprrooppoossaall  ttoo  eessttaabblliisshh  aa  FFoorreeiiggnn  MMiinniisstteerr
aanndd  aann  eexxtteerrnnaall  aaccttiioonn  sseerrvviiccee  ffoorr tthhee  EEUU,,  iitt  iiss  iimmppoorrttaanntt  tthhaatt  tthhee  EEuurrooppeeaann  CCoommmmiissssiioonn
sshhoouulldd  nnoott  ddeevveelloopp  aa  ddiipplloommaattiicc  sseerrvviiccee  oorr ‘‘eemmbbaassssiieess’’ bbyy  sstteeaalltthh..    WWee  rreeccoommmmeenndd  tthhaatt
tthhee  GGoovveerrnnmmeenntt  ttaakkee  sstteeppss  ttoo  pprreevveenntt  tthhee  ooffffiicciiaall  uussee  ooff  tthhee  tteerrmm  ‘‘aammbbaassssaaddoorr’’ ttoo  rreeffeerr
ttoo  tthhee  CCoommmmiissssiioonn’’ss  rreepprreesseennttaattiivveess  aanndd  tthhaatt  iitt  eennssuurree  tthhaatt,,  aatt  aa  ttiimmee  wwhheenn  tthhee  ffuunnddiinngg
ooff  BBrriittiisshh  ddiipplloommaattiicc,,  ccoonnssuullaarr aanndd  ttrraaddee  ppoossttss  aarroouunndd  tthhee  wwoorrlldd  iiss  uunnddeerr ggrreeaatt  pprreessssuurree,,
eexxppeennddiittuurree  bbyy  tthhee  CCoommmmiissssiioonn  oonn  iittss  oovveerrsseeaass  ddeelleeggaattiioonnss  aanndd  pprrooppeerrttiieess  iiss  ssuubbjjeecctt  ttoo
rriiggoorroouuss  ssccrruuttiinnyy..””    ((PPaarraaggrraapphh  110011))

1111.. ““WWee  ccoonncclluuddee  tthhaatt  ffoorreeiiggnn  ppoolliiccyy  iiss  aanndd  sshhoouulldd  rreemmaaiinn  pprriimmaarriillyy  aa  mmaatttteerr ffoorr eeaacchh
nnaattiioonn  ssttaattee  ttoo  ddeecciiddee  ffoorr iittsseellff..    WWee  ffuurrtthheerr ccoonncclluuddee,,  hhoowweevveerr,,  tthhaatt  tthheerree  ccaann  bbee  aa  rreeaall
vvaalluuee  iinn  ccoo--oorrddiinnaattiinngg  ffoorreeiiggnn  ppoolliicciieess  aatt  EEUU  lleevveell  aanndd  iinn  uunnddeerrttaakkiinngg  jjooiinntt  mmiissssiioonnss  oonn
mmaatttteerrss  wwhheerree  tthhee  EEUU2255  ccaann  aaggrreeee  aanndd  wwhheerree  tthheeyy  hhaavvee  aa  sshhaarreedd  iinntteerreesstt..””    ((PPaarraaggrraapphh
110066))

We agree that the Commission should not develop either a diplomatic service or embassies by
stealth, and that Heads of Commission Delegations should not be referred to as EU Ambassadors.
We will, as the Committee recommends, make this last point directly to the Commission.  We also
agree with the Committee on the importance of scrutiny of Commission expenditure on its
overseas delegations and properties.  Responsibility for this rests with Commission, the European
Parliament and the Court of Auditors. 

The Government also fully endorses the FAC’s conclusion that “foreign policy is and should
remain primarily a matter for each nation state to decide itself”, but that “there can be real value in
coordinating foreign policies at EU level and in undertaking joint missions on matters where the 25
can agree and where they have a shared interest.”
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