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Date: 24.08.2021 

 

Dear participants, dear members of the European Parliament and the German Bun-

destag,  

 

The fourth round of the European HomeParliaments was dominated by the pan-Euro-

pean dialogue on the EU's pandemic policy. While the pandemic knows no borders 

and restricts everyday life, national differences in the policies of the European member 

states became clearer than ever before. With our dialogue across Europe on the ap-

propriate consequences of the pandemic, we were able to counteract these tendencies 

away from intra-European cooperation and towards national go-it-alone policies with 

something common. 

From April 24th to July 11th, 2021, about 800 people from 25 EU countries exchanged 

their opinions and wishes for the EU. A total of about 300 people from outside of Ger-

many took part.   

 

The pro-European citizens' movement Pulse of Europe succeeded in involving 



 

 

the European population bottom-up in the 

EU's decision-making process on the most 

topical issue of the day. EU citizens were in-

volved in a social exchange that is otherwise 

primarily conducted in the media and in a one-

sided manner at national level. 

 

In addition, there were numerous cross-na-

tional HomeParliaments conducted via Video 

HomeParliament, which make a concrete con-

tribution to a pan-European dialogue. For 

these European HomeParliaments, partici-

pants were either matched to each other 

through a matching process or motivated 

their friends from other countries to partic-

ipate. 

 

The results presented here will now be 

passed on to the 26 participating politi-

cians from six countries and five parties. 

These politicians are members of the Eu-

ropean Parliament and the German Bun-

destag. They will state their position in 

webinars or video statements and incor-

porate the wishes of the European popu-

lation into their political decisions. 

 

With the European HomeParliaments, 

Pulse of Europe offers the first pan-Eu-

ropean, scalable grassroots initiative 

to aid the participation of European citi-

zens in EU-wide political decisions.  

  

 Manfred Weber EPP 

 Othmar Karas EPP 

 Ludek Niedermayer EPP 

 Michaela Sojdrova EPP 

 Angelika Niebler EPP 

 Michael Gahler EPP 

 Peter Liese EPP 

 Katarina Barley S&D 

 Gaby Bischoff S&D 

 Pedro Marques S&D 

 Lukasz Kohut S&D 

 Michael Roth SPD 

 Nicola Beer Renew Europe 

 Jan Christoph Oetjen Renew Europe 

 Michael Link Renew Europe 

 
Gwendoline  

Delbos-Corfield 
Greens / EFA 

 Henrike Hahn Greens / EFA 

 Franziska Brantner 
Bündnis 90 /  

Die Grünen 

 Michael Bloss Greens / EFA 

 Jutta Paulus Greens / EFA 

 Daniel Freund Greens / EFA 

 Hannah Neumann Greens / EFA 

 Sergey Lagodinsky Greens / EFA 

 Martin Schirdewan GUE / NGL 

 Helmut Scholz GUE / NGL 



 

 

The results  
 

In total, about 800 participants from about 140 

European HomeParliaments submitted their 

results. 69 percent of HomeParliaments 

concluded that European interests should 

be advocated more decisively in future 

pandemic crises. A stalemate arose in the fi-

nal vote in 20 percent of the HomeParlia-

ments. The remaining 11 percent of 

HomeParliaments voted against the proposal. 

 

 In all three questions, the desire for more 

solidarity and justice stood out, both 

within the EU and in the global context. 

Moreover, the desire for a strong econ-

omy and for EU autonomy determined the 

discussion of the first two questions.  

 

 

Question 1: Should vaccines and vital medical products be produced 
entirely in the EU in the future to ensure the supply of the EU popu-
lation? 

On this question, the participants chose an av-

erage value of 6.4 on a scale of 0 (definitely 

not) to 10 (yes, absolutely). A particularly large 

number chose values of 7 and 8. They believe 

that the production of necessary medical 

products should take place in the EU in the 

future.  Whereas some participants chose val-

ues between 2 and 5, indicating that they either 

support global supply chains or have an en-

tirely different opinion.  



 

 

The most important argument for relocating the 

production of necessary medical products to the 

EU is the gain in independence vis-à-vis third 

countries. With the demand for autonomy, the 

participants believed that both the European Un-

ion would gain competences and that third coun-

tries would have fewer possibilities to put pres-

sure on the EU to make concessions. Thus, the 

basic needs of us Europeans would be less ex-

posed to geo-political influences. The proponents 

of this argument also hope that independent pro-

duction will create additional jobs and more hu-

mane working conditions. Linked to this is the 

argument that medical products save lives 

and ensure the functioning of the economy. 

A European production would ensure supplies 

that keep up with demand. 

Recently, it has often been argued that auton-

omous production capacity could increase 

production and quality standards. The argu-

ment was supported with the reference that in 

the past, for example, active ingredients and 

antibiotics were not available. 

The main counter-argument mentioned was that 

relocation of the production of medical prod-

ucts could provoke protectionist reactions 

from non-EU countries and thus indirectly harm 

the EU economy and the EU's political position. 

Moreover, it would simply be too expensive to 

build up one's own production capacities. Pro-

ponents of this view argue that costs could be 

saved by optimising existing supply chains to the 

same effect. Production purely in the EU would 



 

 

mean high investment costs, high la-

bour costs and thus an increase in the 

costs of medical products. Conse-

quently, European companies would 

suffer disadvantages in global competi-

tion. 

Some also argue that "European inde-

pendence is a nationalistic approach 

and cannot work in a globalised world". 

In short, the proponents' desire for independence seems unlikely in the eyes of the 

opponents in the face of a globally interconnected world. Better production standards 

and working conditions are opposed to the argument of high costs.   

 

Question 2: Should vital medical products (such as vaccines) only 

be exported from the EU once European citizens have been sup-

plied? 

 

The participants gave rather low values for this 

question. Here, the average value is 4.1, alt-

hough the voting results vary widely. Opinions 

are divided on this question. The participants 

tended to support the export of vaccines, 

even though Europe's population is not yet 

fully supplied.  

 

Again, a controversial debate that resulted in a relative majority of those against the 

proposal. The argument most often put forward was reminiscent of the third round of 

the European HomeParliaments: solidarity. All countries of the world should be con-

sidered equally in this crisis. Those who have access to more material resources must 

act in solidarity. Moreover, "vaccination nationalism" would contradict fundamental 

values of the European Union.  

 



 

 

Some participants also argued that new, resistant 

virus variants can appear in third countries if peo-

ple there do not have access to vaccinations. 

These virus variants would then come to Europe 

and endanger the people there, including those 

who had been vaccinated. Consequently, a global 

pandemic can only be solved globally. 

 

The supporters of the export restriction also put 

solidarity first. For them, this means first showing 

solidarity with other EU citizens. They demand, 

for example, that only a maximum of 10 - 20 per-

cent of vaccines be exported or that self-help comes before external help. Public ser-

vices for the well-being of the citizens must have priority over the economic in-

terests of companies and geopolitical 

considerations. In summation, most 

HomeParliamentarians would like to see 

more solidity in the distribution of vac-

cines. It is the task of the European Union 

to safeguard the health of its population. 

Export policy should not be at the expense 

of European citizens.  

 

 

Question 3: Should citizens be allowed unrestricted travel within the 

European Union after vaccination or proven immunity? 

 

A clear picture of sentiment emerges in the 

third question. On average, the participants 

chose a value of 7.5. A clear vote for a Euro-

pean vaccination passport to win back 

travel freedoms. 

 

The majority of the HomeParliaments would 

like to be able to travel freely in the EU, how-

ever, this is made subject to conditions. One condition is that the persons travelling 



 

 

are not infectious to others. Consequently, the 

participants demand that not only vaccinated and 

recovered people should have the right to travel 

this summer, but also people who are tested neg-

atively. In addition, the tests should be free of 

charge throughout Europe.  

 

The proposal's opponents particularly criticise the 

resulting discrimination against young people 

who have not yet been vaccinated or those who 

cannot be vaccinated for health reasons. Such 

discrimination should be excluded. Decision-

makers should keep this in mind when discussing quarantine obligations for unvac-

cinated children, for example. 

 

Surprisingly, relatively few participants argue in favour of the proposal because 

it would allow them personally to travel again. Instead of justifying their agreement 

with their own advantage, they argue that it would serve the interests of others. For 

example, a European vaccination passport that allows freedom of travel could lead to 

the cushioning of major economic damage to countries that depend heavily on tourism. 

Moreover, the vaccination pass-

port would be an incentive to get 

vaccinated. This in turn would lead 

to herd immunity being estab-

lished more quickly and the pan-

demic being overcome. 

 

Some participants expressed fur-

ther concerns about the protection 

of their health data. They are afraid 

that such data could be shared. 

For others, it would contribute to both discrimination in and polarisation of society. As 

not everyone has the same access to vaccinations or is similarly willing to be vac-

cinated, this does not seem to be a fair decision. Leaving the freedom to travel only to 

those who are vaccinated seems to some participants to be an implicit compulsion to 

vaccinate. 



 

 

 

 



 

 

bƻǿ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ŦƻǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎƛŀƴǎ ǘƻ ŀƴǎǿŜǊ! 
The supporting members of the European Parliament and the German Bundestag will 

receive the results of the European HomeParliaments with this report. Most of them 

will comment on this in video statements. Some selected politicians will respond to 

the results live in webinars. Not only the participants of the HomeParliaments 

are invited to these webinars. Anyone who is interested can - after registration - 

discuss with the politicians: 
 
 
On 31.08.2021 at 18:00 in the live webinar with Ka-
tarina Barley (DE) and Ğukasz Kohut (PL) from the 
S&D Group. Register here 

 
On 07.09.2021 at 18:30 in the live webinar with Mar-
tin Schirdewan (DE) and Helmut Scholz (DE) from 
The Left. Register here 

 

On 08.09.2021 at 18:30 Uhr in the live webinar with 
Gwendoline Delbos-Corfield (FR) and Franziska 
Brantner (DE) from The Greens. Register here 

 
On 23.09.2021 at 18:30 Uhr in the live webinar with 
Othmar Karas (AT) and Peter Liese (DE) from the 
EPP Group. Register here 

 

Live webinar with Nicola Beer (DE) and another 
member of Renew Europe. The date will be an-
nounced soon. Register here 

https://forms.gle/Bo8TBcN6mLLosWXN8
https://forms.gle/Bo8TBcN6mLLosWXN8
https://forms.gle/Bo8TBcN6mLLosWXN8


 

 

Background on this round 
 
The fourth round of the European HomeParliaments took place from April 24th 

to July 11th 2021. Approximately 800 participants discussed the above-mentioned 

three questions in about 140 European HomeParliaments for two hours each and then 

voted on the overriding question. Almost half of the HomeParliaments took place via 

video HomeParliament.  

 

The video HomeParliaments offered a nov-

elty: Together with the international NGOs 

MEU Sofia, Democracy International, Citizens 

Take Over Europe and Stand Up For Europe, 

puplic events were organised, where partici-

pants from various countries with various 

backgrounds could discuss the questions of 

the HomeParliaments in small groups. The 

events were held mainly in English. Further-

morde, there was close cooperation with JEF 

Greece and JEF Portugal, who both held HomeParliaments in their respective coun-

tries.  

 

A very special highlight was the kick-off event of Pulse of Europe on April 24th 2021. 

The participants from ten European countries first discussed the three questions of the 

HomeParliaments within their coun-

tries. Highlights from the discussions 

as well as conspicuously high or low 

voting values were discussed across 

countries in a second step. The health 

expert of the European Greens, Jutta 

Paulus from the European Parlia-

ment, also took part in this discussion. 

She and the participants were enthu-

siastic about the transnational ex-

change, which was unique for them. It 

https://meusofia.eu/
https://www.democracy-international.org/de
https://citizenstakeover.eu/
https://citizenstakeover.eu/
https://www.standupforeurope.org/
https://www.facebook.com/OfficialJEFGreece/
https://www.facebook.com/OfficialJEFGreece/
https://jef.eu/nationalsection/2446/


 

 

became particularly clear that, although there are country-specific differences, there 

was understanding for the underlying arguments across countries. This shows us that 

the European HomeParliaments can contribute to further European integration 

by promoting pan-European dialogue. 

 

Across all HomeParliaments of this fourth round, when asked whether they liked the 

format of the HomeParliaments, participants gave an average score of 8.5 on a scale 

of 0 to 10. When asked whether their opinion had changed as a result of the debate, 

they gave an average of 4.4. When asked whether they now understand the other 

participants better, they gave an average of 7.3. These values speak for an enthusi-

asm for the innovative format as well as for a positive influence on democratic 

opinion-forming and the positive culture of debate on European policy issues. 

  



 

 

The European HomeParliaments as part of the 

Conference on the Future of Europe ό/ƻCƻ9ύέ 

On May 9th, 2021, the European Union 

launched an unprecedented democracy 

project, the Conference on the Future of 

Europe, also known as CoFoE. The core 

of the Future Conference is the plenary, 

in which members of the European Parlia-

ment, the European Council, the national 

parliaments and randomly selected citi-

zens from the European member states 

as well as representatives of European 

civil society are represented. In addition, 

every citizen of the EU can participate in events and contribute ideas via the online 

platform www.futureu.europa.eu. Selected ideas will then be discussed in plenary ses-

sions and will thus be incorporated into European policy.  

 

Commission President Ursula von der Leyen has called upon Pulse of Europe in 

her reply to the results of the third round of the European HomeParliaments to partici-

pate in the Conference on the Future of Europe. Pulse of Europe will represent the 

wishes of European citizens at the conference in two ways:  

 

Firstly, Pulse of Europe, with its board mem-

ber Stephanie Hartung, will provide the so-

called national representative of the German 

citizens' forums and events in the plenary of 

the Conference on the Future of Europe.  

 

Further, Pulse of Europe was able to derive sev-

eral ideas from the comments on the results of 

the European HomeParliaments, which we 

uploaded as policy proposals on the digital platform of the Conference on the 

Future of Europe. On the platform's website, comments can be made on the ideas, 

and they can be supported in order to increase their weight.  

www.futureu.europa.eu


 

 

 

To the ideas on the CoFoE-Plattform 

 

 

 
 

 

To the ideas on the CoFoE-Plattform 

 

https://futureu.europa.eu/profiles/pulse_of_europe_e_v/activity?locale=de&filter%5Bresource_type%5D=Decidim%3A%3AProposals%3A%3AProposal
https://futureu.europa.eu/profiles/pulse_of_europe_e_v/activity?locale=de&filter%5Bresource_type%5D=Decidim%3A%3AProposals%3A%3AProposal

