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This week the European Parliament held yet another Future of Europe debate. This time with the 
possibly soon to be departing Luxembourg prime minister. 

What started out as an opportunity for European leaders to set out their vision for the future of 
Europe, and engage in a meaningful debate with the parliament in the wake of the departure of 
the UK and an ever increasing crisis in confidence from the public, has instead become a repetitive 
series of monologues calling for more Europe, accompanied by a not so healthy amount of patting 
oneself on the back for how well the EU is doing. 

As the European Parliament declared on social media this week, the EU has never been more 
popular. It therefore, begs the question, is anyone listening to what the voters are trying to tell 
Brussels in a wave of shock national election results and a stream of unlikely coalition bedfellows. 

 

Faux excitement

Of course, some of the Future of Europe debates have been much needed and long overdue. There 
is no denying that citizens and leaders have been waiting more than a year for French president 
Emmanuel Macron to set out his vision for Europe. 

Despite not agreeing with everything he proposed, it was important to hear what he had to say. 
But as is too often the case with Brussels, its obsession with fixed structures and the need to do 
something for the sake of it, has led to the debates running out of steam, whilst also showing that 
the so called 'political mainstream' has run out of ideas. 

Rather than have such a debate as and when needed, it has sought to hold debates simply so that 
everyone could have a turn. As a consequence we have repeated the same, often vague debates 
and platitudes over and over again. 

Perhaps we could spare the faux excitement and the air fare for the next leader, and conclude that 
next month's act will be calling for more Europe, more Brussels, a bigger budget. Throw in a 
sprinkling of how the EU's inter-rail pass will be the saviour of the EU, and a dash of how we must 
have EU wide taxation, and we have a recipe for another serving of denial. 



Of course, debating the future of the EU is important, but I cannot imagine what the public must 
think, if they even bother to watch. Quite frankly, it is embarrassing. 

 

What are the needs of the public?

We are less than 12 months away from the public going to the polls, and Brussels has yet to offer 
the voters an honest and very necessary appraisal of the EU, warts and all. It is time to start 
admitting where mistakes have been made, show that Brussels has learned its lessons, and show 
that it is capable of taking a different path forward. 

But I fear that for far too many politicians sitting in the parliament's chamber, constructive 
criticism is the ultimate sin. There is a fundamental lack of understanding that to critique the EU, is 
not to destroy it, but to seize the last real opportunity to save it. 

The parliament and the European Commission should be the respectful servants of the people of 
Europe. Politicians have one simple task, to ask ourselves, what are the needs of the public? Not to 
pursue the dogmatic principles of our own fixed political ideology. 

Brussels has lost sight of the fact that it is there to serve not to dominate, and that the largest part 
of leading, is listening. 

However, European Commission president Jean-Claude Juncker and a number of group leaders 
have placed themselves in the role of overbearing maître d', where the customer couldn't possibly 
be right, regardless of how many times they tell the proprietors they don't like what they are 
serving. 

The problem has become that for anyone offering an honest appraisal and a suggestion to do 
things differently is automatically labelled as eurosceptic. 

It has become a quick and effective way of dismissing what a person has to say. It is an intellectual 
and ideological snobbery which shows nothing but contempt to the voters who put us here in the 
first place.

 

Let's have a real discussion

If a politician were to critique a policy, or the government of the day in its national parliament, 
would they be labelled as being national-sceptic? 

Would they be accused of trying to bring down the country, of being small minded, and not 
understanding the needs of the people? Of course not. 

The role of a parliament and different political parties is to scrutinise, to hold to account, and to 
question. The people that have voted for me, voted for me to stand up and have their voice be 
heard and no matter how much other political groups want to shout down what I have to say, I will 
make sure that their voice is heard. That is how democracy works.

So, by all means, EU leaders are welcome to present their vision for the future, but let's have a 



real and honest discussion, where we at least attempt to listen to one another. 

But another 'debate' which calls for more and more Europe as the cure to all ails, followed by 
another round of self-congratulations, will just be another boost for voter apathy and a low turnout 
at the next election; and most worryingly of all, perhaps another step towards a future that cannot 
be salvaged.
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