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Mr Poos, President-in-Office of the Council: Mr President, in the spring of 1990, Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia declared their independence. By the end of 1990, all the republics of the Soviet Union had followed the example of the Baltic States. Relations between the central authority and the republics are entering a situation of crisis. The provisions of the federal constitution are no longer being respected. So, despite its particular characteristics, the Baltic question has served as the catalyst for a widespread crisis between the republics and the centre. The new treaty of Union has not brought about the desired outcome to this crisis. Mr Gorbachev did obtain agreement in principle from the Congress of Deputies of the People to the new treaty of Union, but no representatives of Baltic countries were present, while Mr Boris Yeltsin led a revolt by refusing to provide his share of the Union budget. Mr Rishkov's heart-attack and Mr Shevadnadze's resignation obliged President Gorbachev to surround himself with a new team. But there was previous history behind the split in the administration's team. A few weeks earlier, the Minister of the Interior, Mr Bakatin, had to give up his position. His understanding attitude towards the Baltic countries brought down criticism upon him from the conservative camp. Minister Shevadnadze routed those conservatives and spoke out against the threat of dictatorship when he resigned.
The events which then took place at Vilnius and now in Riga confirm our worst apprehensions. Perestroika and glasnost are giving way to 'normalization'. Drift or intention? Both hypotheses are equally valid. At all events, the Soviet authorities owe us an explanation. Since December, the Twelve have been in touch with the Soviet Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the matter. On 10 January, they asked the Soviet authorities to engage in negotiations without delay to find a peaceful solution that satisfied the legitimate aspirations of the Baltic peoples. On 13 January, the Twelve were among the first to react. As President of the Council I sent a letter of protest to my Soviet counterpart,1 and I sought an explanation of who and what was responsible for the use [of] force, through the Soviet Ambassador in Luxembourg.
On 14 January, the Ministers meeting in Brussels issued an urgent appeal to Mr Gorbachev.2 This was the first time they openly raised the possibility of reviewing cooperation between the Community and the Soviet Union. No reply to these initiatives has yet been received, but the conclusions of the European Council of Rome are henceforth subject to re-examination. The political directors are meeting in Brussels tomorrow at the very latest to discuss the fine detail of the proper reaction.
Of the twelve Member States of the Community, ten have never recognized the forced integration of the three Baltic States into the Soviet Union, even if they did accept the territorial status quo. But all welcomed it as an encouraging sign when the Soviet Union recognized the existence of a secret protocol, I mean the protocol annexed to the Molotov-Ribbentrop pact, a secret protocol which makes the de facto situation particularly unacceptable.
But it seems obvious to us that the Soviet authorities cannot now expect the Baltic peoples to be satisfied with mere recognition of the facts, without insisting on the return of their freedom, stolen from them in 1940. We have always taken account of the extreme complexity of the situation in the Baltic countries in admitting that any solution must come through negotiation. We remain convinced that the path of dialogue, however laborious it may be, is the only possible way forward.
At a meeting of ECSC experts in Vienna last week, the Soviet Union dodged a request from all delegations present to call an urgent meeting on Lithuania under the appropriate provisions of the Paris Charter. The Soviet delegation took the view that the events in Lithuania did not justify a meeting of that kind. This immediate refusal prevented us from using the instruments within the power of the ECSC and it could well be that we shall raise the issue of Lithuania again at the Conference on the Human Dimension to be held in Moscow between 10 September and 4 October this year. But the Baltic problem cannot be treated as just one isolated problem. The reactions it provokes in the Soviet Union show that it is characteristic of the profound malaise affecting relations between the republics and the central power. All this against a background of personal power struggles. If the Baltic cause is now capable of moving public opinion in the Soviet Union, if the press is even risking its hard-won freedom on its behalf, if a line is being drawn, even within institutions, between those who favour repression and those who are indignant, it is because the Baltic question is becoming an issue, a national debate such as there has never been. This mobilization of public opinion around a local issue is a new phenomenon in the Soviet Union. I draw the conclusion that perestroika and glasnost are now a part of the culture, they have be come irreversible in the minds of the people, even if the cadres of the Communist Party have not been finally won over. It is on this hope that I base the future of our relations with the Soviet Union. The courage of the citizens demonstrating their solidarity with the Baltic peoples on the streets today, the courage of local leaders who tried to find a negotiated solution to their relations with the Baltic republics through bilateral agreements, all these signs of goodwill indicate to me the emergence in the Soviet Union of a new generation of responsible spokespersons who respect the international commitments of the Soviet Union. Although today the Community is obliged, in the light of the repression in the Baltic countries, to re-think its attitude to the Soviet authorities, our confidence in the democratic process remains unshaken.
[...]  

[After the ensuing debate Mr Poos stated:]

Mr President, I would like to reply briefly, first to thank all the speakers who have taken part in this debate and to assure them that the Council will take account of their suggestions.
I am delighted that not one member of the European Parliament has complained during the de bate that Europe was not there, because when confronted with the repression in the Baltic countries the Council immediately shouldered its responsibilities. Between compromising silence and the complete rupture that some recommend, it has chosen the golden mean. We have addressed a number of statements to the Soviet authorities through the appropriate channels, firmly condemning the repression, first of all, and secondly, restating the principles we subscribe to, the principles of the ECSC, principles which are the great hope of all the peoples of Europe; we have given the Soviet authorities notice, we have given them a warning. We have made a commitment -I under line that a commitment - to reconsider the implementation of cooperation with the Soviet Union if the repression goes on and violent action against unarmed civilians is allowed to continue.
Speaking for the Commission, Vice-President Andriessen has just announced to Parliament the postponement of the meeting of the joint committee scheduled for next Thursday. This is a clear signal, Mr President, a clear signal which I hope will be understood in Moscow.
What I take away from this debate above all is the double appeal not to lose patience. It is a call to reason and moderation which I second. This call is addressed first to the elected representatives of the Baltic countries which will gain their independence as long as they do not try to get everything all at once, and also to the reformers in the Soviet Union who must realize that the road to democracy is long and difficult and that you do not reverse decades of Stalinism in a few months.
The Council has protested in an unequivocal way, and I have no doubt that the European Parliament will in turn call on the Soviet political authorities to take all steps to end this intimidation of the elected representatives of the Baltic countries. Repressive measures like these, it must be emphasized, can only accentuate the conflicts between nationalities and endanger the policies of reform, the only real hope of the Soviet Union since 1917.
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