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EDITORIAL Eight months into the ‘Arab Spring’ — 
a moment to pause and refl ectDear readers,

Th e current fi nancial crisis has aff ected many EU 
citizens. ‘Public debt’, ‘austerity measures’ and 
‘credit default swaps’ have rapidly become con-
stant headlines reminding us of the sorry social 
reality. Action by politicians and public institu-
tions must refl ect and address what people are 
going through in their countries. Th is is why the 

EESC’s position on the future EU budget is that the EU should become a model 
of economic responsibility, and make the most of its budget. 

Th e EESC recommends cutting red tape for EU funds so that these resources, 
intended to stimulate growth and benefi t all Europeans, do not lie idle. Our opinion 
on future EU funding calls on EU legislators to create a new budgetary structure 
meeting EU citizens’ expectations. It advocates a new revenue system fully based 
on the EU’s own resources and suggests scrapping the principle of ‘juste retour’. 

Th e common agricultural policy (CAP) is a good example of a policy that 
has served Europeans for decades. Until fairly recently, the CAP took the lion’s 
share of the EU budget. Since the current funding for the CAP will expire in 2013, 
discussions on its future go hand-in-hand with a review of the EU budget for the 
post-2013 era. 

Th e EESC takes the view that the CAP should be reformed in such a way as to 
ensure that agriculture is profi table while guaranteeing a fair income for farmers 
throughout the EU. Th e CAP, among other things, promotes the sustainable use 
of resources and conservation of biodiversity, at the same time as strengthening 
rural employment potential. 

As only 7 % of farmers are currently under 35 and one in three is over 65, 
we must encourage young people to go into farming. With the EESC as a body 
representing real people and myself as a long-time farmer, we can try to get across 
the message that farming is really worthwhile. 

What is the point of an ambitious European budget?
Such a budget would make the strategy for a smart, sustainable and inclusive 

Europe a reality. To do this, the EU must implement a solid, fl exible cohesion 
policy, tailored to local needs. Yet several stakeholders are calling for a reduction in 
the resources allocated to this policy, arguing that the current fi gure of 38.4 % (the 
average for 2000–06) of the EU budget is too high. Th is is a travesty! In any case, 
we will never secure a sustainable Europe without high-quality economic growth. 
Completion of the internal market is vital for this, in order to stimulate growth, 
investment, exports, job creation, sustainable industry and innovative services. 

Jacques Delors once said: Th e European economic model needs to be kept 
alive by three principles: competition to stimulate it, cooperation to reinforce it 
and solidarity to unite it.

Let us not confuse balancing national budgets with balancing the EU’s budget. 
Europe’s competitiveness comes at a cost, the cost of long-term investment, sus-
tainable jobs and a vision for the future. 

Staff an Nilsson
President

23.9.2011
Paris: joint conference 
on the 50th anniversary 
of the ‘European Social 
Charter’ of the Council 
of Europe, co-organised 
by the European Economic 
and Social Committee, 
the Council of Europe and 
the French Economic, Social 
and Environmental Council 

6.10.2011
EESC, Brussels: public 
hearing on the common 
fi sheries policy 

20.10.2011
EESC, Brussels: public 
hearing on GMOs in the EU
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It has been a busy year so far for the 
EESC’s Euromed Follow-up Commit-
tee and the trend is set to continue. As 
the events in Tunisia began to unfold 
in January of this year, and even before 
the ‘Arab revolutions’ — as the events 
in the region are more commonly 
termed in Arabic — spread to Egypt, 
it soon became apparent to everyone 
at the EESC closely involved in the 
Euromed region that something pro-
found was taking place.

Aft er a very brief pause for thought, 
the Euromed Follow-up Committee 
(EMFC) launched its work to engage 
with the free and independent civil 
society that is beginning to emerge 
in the region and to consolidate the 
gains achieved by the people on the 
streets in the region. In so doing, the 
EMFC has focused on making the 
most of the EESC’s strengths: bring-
ing together social partner organisa-
tions which were, and in some cases, 
still are at loggerheads, seeking out 
cooperation with other organisations 
in the fi eld, such as the ETF and ILO, 
calling for coordinated action with the 
other EU institutions, and generally 
using its broad expertise to benefi t 
its partners. More specifi cally, it has 
organised exploratory trips to Tuni-

sia and Morocco in order to engage 
with a broad spectrum of civil society 
and identify new partners — in the 
latter case also to seek out contacts 
with the new Moroccan ESC. Further 
fact-finding visits to Lebanon and 
possibly Egypt in preparation for the 
Euromed Summit of ESCs and simi-
lar institutions later in the year are 
planned for the autumn. Whilst these 
are very intensive and oft en exhaust-
ing experiences, there is no doubt that 
they are also very rewarding in terms 
of getting to know the real civil soci-
ety in the countries’ regions and also 

making them familiar with the role 
of the EESC.

It would be illusory to believe that 
all is won. Th ere are considerable risks 
ahead, which is why continued EU 
engagement and commitment to the 
objectives of the ‘revolutions’ in the 
region is essential. For the moment, 
all our partners and the EESC can do 
is to sow the seeds of democracy in 
the hope that they can be reaped in 
some not too distant future. As they 
say, watch this space… (gh) ●
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Leader as a model for local 
development partnerships

The EU Leader approach sets out 
to be a model for stakeholder 
involvement in local development. 
However, it has not yet fulfi lled its 
potential to integrate local needs 
into development strategies, mobil-
ise stakeholders and promote local 
innovation. These were the main 
conclusions of a hearing on ‘Leader 
as a tool for local development’, held 
by the EESC on 20 June in Brussels. 

Participants called for uniform, clear 
and simplifi ed administrative rules, 
greater involvement by local action 
groups (LAGs) in rural develop-
ment programming, more free-
dom to choose local priorities and 
implement local solutions, increased 
transparency in LAGs’ operations, 
monitoring and evaluation, as well as 
capacity building for all local actors. 
Th e hearing’s conclusions will feed 

into an EESC opinion on ‘Leader as 
a tool for local development’, which 
is currently under preparation in the 
context of the debate on the future of 
the CAP and its rural development 
pillar. (rh) ●
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PLENARY SESSION IN A NUTSHELL
European Commission urged 
to preserve job quality

The financial crisis has had 
widespread implications for the 
European labour market, with 
employment levels falling to 
around 69  %. In response, the 
European Commission has out-
lined an initiative intended to 
boost the employment rate and 
restore confi dence in the Euro-
pean labour market. Th e ‘Agenda 
for new skills and jobs’ initiative 
was the focus of an EESC opin-
ion drawn up by the rapporteur 
Ms Drbalová (Employers’ Group, 
Czech Republic) and co-rappor-

teur Mr Zufi aur Narvaiza (Employees’ Group, Spain). 

Th e Commission’s work in this fi eld is warmly welcomed and 
the EESC encourages Member States to build upon it, using social 
and civil dialogue to spearhead their eff orts. However, the EESC 
suggests that the initiative does not refl ect the priority of creating 
high-quality jobs and stresses the importance of ensuring that 
the protection of workers’ rights is maintained and not sacrifi ced 
in pursuit of a more effi  cient labour market. (ma) ●

Financial consumer protection, 
at the forefront of the EESC 

Th e economic crisis has highlighted the massive proliferation 
of fi nancial products that has recently taken place. All consum-
ers inevitably come into contact with them sooner or later, e.g. 
when buying property or investing savings. Th is is why the 
EESC wishes to create a new framework aimed at raising the 
awareness of consumers and borrowers as regards the products 
they are dealing with and their rights, and to ensure that they 
remain fully protected. Two new opinions adopted at the July 
plenary session will contribute to harmonising the EU mortgage 
market and explaining to consumers their rights concerning 
new fi nancial products.

Firstly, the EESC opinion on ‘Credit agreements — residential 
property’, drawn up by Reine-Claude Mader (Various interests’ 

Group, France), will help restore consumer confi dence and fi nan-
cial stability through an effi  cient and competitive single market. 
Secondly, the EESC opinion on ‘Financial education and respon-
sible consumption of fi nancial products’, draft ed by Carlos Trias 
Pintó (Various interests’ Group, Spain), will help raise awareness 
of fi nancial products through education. (ail) ●

Securing Europe’s energy future

Th e challenge of securing Europe’s 
energy sources is the subject of two 
opinions, both of which stress the 
importance of long-term planning 
and effi  ciency in resolving Europe’s 
growing energy dilemma. An 
opinion drawn up by the rappor-
teur Mr Zbořil (Employers’ Group, 
Czech Republic) and co-rappor-
teur Mr Gibellieri (Delegate, Italy) 
urges the European Commission 
to adopt a proactive approach to 
securing and improving access to 
raw materials. Th e EESC advocates 
a more active foreign policy in this 

area, both in monitoring the international trade situation and 
encouraging international negotiations through the World Trade 
Organisation. 

The question of how to improve energy efficiency was 
raised in an opinion drawn up by the rapporteur Ms Sirkeinen 
(Employers’ Group, Finland). Whilst fully supporting the 
goal of energy effi  ciency, the EESC raises several issues. Th e 
EESC points out that energy effi  ciency and savings largely 
depend upon changing energy habits. Th e EESC is therefore 
concerned that the Commission’s approach relies too heavily 
on regulation and undervalues positive incentives as methods 
to alter behaviour. Th e EESC would also put more emphasis 
on long-term sustainable projects, rather than short-term 
achievements. (ma) ●

Cooperation on combating discrimination

A lack of integration in some Member States has been exposed 
and the resulting problems paint an alarming picture. We have 
witnessed a general rise in levels of xenophobia and discrimin-

ation, with Member States and the EU searching for a solution 
to these problems. In order to contribute to the debate, an EESC 
opinion has been drawn up by Mr Pariza Castaños (Employees’ 
Group, Spain). Th e opinion stresses the importance of involving 
local and regional authorities in tackling this problem, together 
with civil society, as they are the main stakeholders and closest 
to the grassroots level. 

Th e EESC asserts that integration is not a legal act, but rather 
a complex, long-term social process, with many dimensions 
and stakeholders involved. Th erefore, promoting coexistence 
and integration requires cooperation at all levels. On this basis, 
the EESC proposes that consultative councils, forums and plat-
forms be established to ensure that civil society’s contribution 
is heard when integration policies are drawn up. (ma) ●

Overcoming cross-border confusion

Th e Committee has adopted two 
opinions focusing on ways of 
reducing the cross-border dif-
ficulties experienced by Euro-
pean citizens and businesses. Th e 
first, drawn up by Mr Farrugia 
(Employers’ Group, Malta) con-
cerns the taxation system. People 
oft en receive very little help when 
it comes to tax procedures and the 
EESC believes that mechanisms 
should be put in place to make 
procedures simple and clear. 
One such mechanism proposed 
in the opinion is the establish-

ment of one-stop shop services across the EU, where people 
could obtain the necessary information and documentation 
and pay their taxes.

Streamlining cross-border services was another issue under 
discussion, in an opinion drawn up by Mr Siecker (Employees’ 
Group, the Netherlands). Th e EESC welcomes the European 
Commission’s endeavour to improve the single market for ser-
vices, particularly through setting up points of single contact. 
Points of single contact permit easier access to country-specifi c 
information in each Member State and allow service providers 
to complete administrative formalities electronically. (ma) ●

EESC Design Eleven ‘Ageless design — design for all generations’
Design students and designers in 

all 27 EU Member States, as well as 
European designers living abroad, 
were asked to focus on ‘Intergen-
erational solidarity in times of an 
ageing population’, by creating 
innovative and pertinent solu-
tions, focussing on ‘ageless design’, 
through a process of participative 
design (final users taking part in 
the design process) and/or co-design 
(cross-generation team-building — 
younger professionals collaborating 
with older designers). 

Th e deadline for submissions was 
31 May 2011. More than 250 appli-
cations were received from all over 
Europe and more than 100 products 
were submitted. At the beginning of 
June, 26 products were shortlisted, 
and the fi nal decision was made on 
18 July in Brussels.

The jury included Anna Maria 
Darmanin (Chair of the panel), EESC 
members Anne-Marie  Sigmund, 
Marie Zvolská and Alexander Graf 
von Schwerin, together with a 
number of renowned external experts 
covering all areas of the topic for the 
competition.

The winners are KeepCool  — 
 Vincent Gerkens (first prize); 
 ORTOgether — Francesco di Luzio 
(second prize); Darning Pear — Mari 
Korgesaar (third prize).

The award ceremony and the 
opening of the exhibition display-
ing the 20 best prototypes, includ-
ing the winning designs, will take 

Cultural events at the EESC during 
the Polish EU Presidency
Against the backdrop of the Polish 
EU Presidency, the EESC is organis-
ing several cultural events, including 
exhibitions on contemporary Polish 
art and on other subjects, readings of 
Polish literature, as well as a presenta-
tion of Polish fi lm music.

Some events have already taken 
place this summer: on 13 July 2011, 
the exhibition ‘Paweł Kuczyński: 
Satirical drawings’ was launched in 
the presence of EESC Vice- Presidents 
Ms  Darmanin and Mr  Krawczyk, 
as well as Mr Wojtczak, represent-
ing the Polish Embassy. Th e event 
was  followed by a Polish national 
evening. 

On 14 July 2011, Polish poet, writer 
and translator Jacek Dehnel took part 
in this year’s series of the EESC’s lit-
erature lunches. Polish EESC member 
Mr Adamczyk welcomed almost 100 
guests to the reading.

Th e design award, which was launched 
by the European Economic and Social 
Committee in 2009, aims to enhance 
global awareness on social and civil 
society issues. Th e winning object will 
be produced as a limited edition and 
distributed as part of the EESC’s com-
munication strategy in 2012, which is 
the European Year of Active Ageing 
and Intergenerational Solidarity.

Th e European Commission Direc-
torate-General for Enterprise and 
Industry, together with Cumulus (the 
International Association of Universi-
ties and Colleges of Art, Design and 
Media) and EIDD (Design for All 
Europe), have joined forces to increase 
the communication impact and 
enhance the European institutions’ and 
organisations’ involvement in sustain-
able design practices and innovation.

Vladimíra Drbalová, 
EESC member

Vincent Farrugia, 
EESC member

Ulla Sirkeinen, 
EESC member

From 3 to 7 October 2011, the 
EESC will host an exhibition on 
Marie Skłodowska-Curie during 
the ‘Chemistry and Culture’ week 
that will be held as part of the Inter-
national Year of Chemistry. 

In cooperation with several Polish 
and international partners, the EESC will 
launch a ‘Poems in the underground’ 
campaign on 25.10.2011. Th e EESC will 
integrate a ‘Pick a poem’ activity into its 
long-term cultural programme as part 
of an interactive approach towards liter-
ary culture in Europe.

On 26 October, guests will get a taste 
of Polish fi lm music at an event form-
ing part of the Come’N’Listen series 
held once again in VM2, La Brasserie.

An exhibition will celebrate the 
100th anniversary of the birth of 
Polish poet, novelist, translator and 
Nobel Literature Prize winner Czesław 

place at the EESC in Brussels, 
99 rue Belliard, on 21 Septem-
ber  2011 as part of the Design 
September official programme 

(http://www.designseptember.be). 
For further information please visit: 
http://www.design-competition.
eesc.europa.eu (sb) ●

‘KeepCool’ — the winning entry 
of the EESC Design Eleven competition

Miłosz. The ‘Artists for Europe’ 
photography exhibition, which has 
already been displayed on screens at 
the July plenary session in the Charle-
magne building, will be hosted by the 
EESC in December. (sb) ●

Read more: http://www.eesc.
europa.eu/?i=portal.en.events-and-
activities-culture-polish-presidency

EESC’s literature lunch with writer 
and translator Jacek Dehnel from Poland
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EDITORIAL

The CAP’s ambitious reforms under pressure

A new pact between farming and 
the environment to build the future

Th e common agricultural policy is not a nar-
row interest. First in the EEC and now in the 
EU, the CAP has been and remains one of the 
pillars on which a united Europe has been 

built. It must continue to be so.

A common policy is the result of a pact with the EU’s regions, in the inter-
ests of the health of Europe’s peoples, for the future of European agriculture.

Whilst farmers are the key players in European agriculture, farming is 
nevertheless an important aspect of society as a whole. Th e objectives of 
the common agricultural policy are many, but they all feed into one aim: 
to provide the European Union with competitive and sustainable food 
and farming systems that are geared towards the future.

Th e current CAP is by and large still a policy focused on the past. Th ere 
consequently needs to be more determination and focus in reforming the 
measures and instruments to promote competitiveness: moving from a 
mentality based on subsidies to one based on incentives.

Only then will young people be able to play a key role in innovation, 
seeking out new opportunities and dealing with the forces of open and 
regulated markets. Th ere is not really any place in the current CAP for 
young entrepreneurs. I am not referring to specifi c subsidies, but to the 
system itself: it needs to change if it is to inspire a new generation of entre-
preneurs to risk their future in this wonderful sector of Europe’s economy 
and society: the countryside and food.

Th e Commission has put forward a good proposal for reforming the 
budget. 

It is now up to Parliament — the voice of the European public inter-
est — to balance and meet the wide range of economic and social require-
ments of the whole European economy. Th is is a matter for Parliament as 
a whole: the time for the sectoral committees has passed. European civil 
society, whose complex and interconnected interests meet daily with the 
real world consequences of the crisis in the various social strata of the 
Union, is watching the overall behaviour of the whole Parliament and of 
the other European institutions. It is watching and judging.

Mario Campli 
President of the Section for Agriculture, 

Rural Development and the Environment

The common agricultural policy 
(CAP) is once again up for review 
and will become EU legislation in 
January 2014. Th e latest proposals 

set out by the European Commis-
sion are intended to reshape a policy 
that can anticipate economic, envi-
ronmental and territorial challenges. 

With the United Nations Food 
and Agriculture Organisation esti-
mating that the world’s population 
will reach 9 billion by the year 2050, 
the CAP will have to respond to 
major global and regional issues.

This figure equates to an addi-
tional 140  000 people every day. 
Dacian Cioloș, the Commissioner 
for Agricultural and Rural Develop-
ment, says that demand for food will 
increase by 50 % by 2030. Factors at 
stake include climate change, chang-
ing dietary patterns, the preserva-
tion and sustainable use of natural 
resources, the outcome of the Doha 
Development Round of trade nego-
tiations and food security.

The Commission is therefore 
attempting to shape a CAP that 
sees these astronomical fi gures and 
uncertain outcomes as opportuni-
ties for European agriculture. At 
the same time, it wants to address 
the issues that undermine the CAP 
within Europe. Th ese are enormous 
tasks and in order to achieve them, 
the Commission is calling for a more 
sustainable, eff ective, balanced, tar-
geted and accountable CAP. Indeed, 
these are all areas that require a thor-
ough review. But what exactly does 
this entail and where is political pres-
sure being exerted? 

Th e CAP is divided into two pil-
lars. Th e fi rst concerns money paid 
directly to farmers who meet cer-

viiour ooof f the wwhole PaParliamentnt a and of 
ss w atchinnng gg annd d judgining.g

Funding the farmer
many, just 1.6 % of all farmers are 
getting more than EUR 100 000 in 
direct payments each year, together 
receiving 30 % of all payments. On 
the other hand, about 50 % of Ger-
man farmers are getting less than 
EUR 5 000 each year; together this 
majority of farmers receives just 5 % 
of all payments. Is this fair?’

These measures are supported 
by the EESC, whose opinion stated 
that active farming warrants ‘the cre-
ation of public goods and services of 
social interest’. Such services could 
also include environmental protec-
tion, food security and consumer 
protection. Th us, payments should 
be justifi ed according to these broad, 
non-commercial criteria. And that 
is exactly what the Commission 
intends to do.

‘Money should be spent on sus-
tainable farming that produces qual-
ity food and provides public benefi ts, 
such as ensuring high biodiversity,’ 
explains Mr Ribbe. 

Up until 1992, direct payments 
were based solely on price sup-
port but were then reduced. This 
remained the case until 2003, when 
the CAP was reformed and direct 
payments were ‘decoupled’ or no 
longer linked to food production. 
Over 90 % of European agricultural 
payments are decoupled from pro-
duction. Today, the question of the 
direct payment system and its justi-
fi cation is back on the table. 

If the Commission follows 
through with its proposals, a more 
sustainable European agricultural 
model, as envisaged by the EESC, 
could fi nally come to fruition. ●

Billions of euros of European tax 
revenue end up as income support 
for farmers. Known as ‘direct pay-
ments’, the scheme has generated 
numerous controversies throughout 
the decades. According to the Com-
mission, the EU contributes an aver-
age of 40 % of farmers’ incomes.

The European Court of Audi-
tors discovered that some of these 
CAP benefi ciaries included ‘railway 
companies, horse-riding or breeding 
clubs and golf or leisure clubs and 
city councils’. Defrauding public 
funds, while diverting desperately 
needed fi nancial support from strug-
gling farmers, has seriously under-
mined the CAP’s credibility.

Th e Commission now proposes to 
link direct payments to sustainable 
and environmentally friendly farm-
ing practices. ‘To be credible, direct 
payments should be fairly divided 
between Member States, regions, 
different types of agriculture and 
ca tegories of farmers. Th is does not 

mean a fl at-rate payment across the 
whole of Europe,’ explained Dacian 
Cioloş, Commissioner for Agricul-
ture and Rural Development, add-
ing that policy should focus on active 
farmers. 

Th e EESC points out, however, 
that active farming, as referred to in 
the Commission communication, 
has yet to be properly defi ned. 

Direct payments will nevertheless 
continue to be a key CAP cornerstone. 
However, the new mandatory criteria 
for such payments mean that all EU 
farmers will only be rewarded if, for 
instance, they enhance bio diversity 
and minimise CO2 emissions. 

‘Why should direct payments 
continue in the future?’ asks Lutz 
Ribbe, EESC rapporteur on the CAP 
reform for 2013. ‘We need a green-
ing of direct payments to encourage 
nature-friendly farming practices,’ 
he says, adding that current payment 
strategies are still not fair. ‘In Ger-

tain conditions set down by EU law. 
Th e second pillar is co-fi nanced by 
the Member States and funds rural 
development, such as enhancing 
biodiversity and the environmental 
protection of farmland. Th is money 
does not go directly to the farmer. 

Th ere is, however, considerable 
pressure on Brussels from certain 
large Member States to squeeze 
the second pillar budget and shuf-
fl e it into other budget lines, such 
as research. CAP expenditure in 
the EU budget has already dropped 
considerably. Having accounted for 
nearly 75 % in 1985, it is projected 
to drop to 39.3 % by 2013. Even so, 
Mr Cioloș will have to counteract 
this pressure, which he is doing by 

promoting a second pillar that is 
even greener and more sustainable. 

Th e CAP has been largely shaped 
by a free market-oriented policy, 
which the EESC has repeatedly 
challenged. The EESC is instead 
calling for a European agricultural 
model that follows the principles of 
multifunctionality and long-term 
sustainability. 

Th e main task, according to the 
EESC opinion on the ‘Future of the 
CAP’, is to ‘value the role of farm-
ers as producers of daily foodstuff s 
and, increasingly, of sustainable 
green energy’. And that requires a 
well-funded second pillar. ●
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Tainting the earth

Highly intensive or industrial agri-
cultural land use is responsible for 
the decline in biodiversity in many 
of Europe’s regions. Industrial farm-
ing is accelerating biodiversity loss 
through increased surplus nutrient 
and chemical run-off s, which have a 
detrimental eff ect on nature.

Th e intensifi cation of agriculture 
in Europe is producing a string of 
adverse effects. Farmers naturally 
want to obtain the maximum pro-
duction from their crops and are 
therefore planting single plant var-
ieties over very large areas of land. 
Th is practice, known as mono culture, 
eventually leaves the earth more sus-
ceptible to pathogens, which leads 
farmers to use artificial fertilisers 
to enrich the soil. However, apply-
ing a standardised set of herbicides 
and pesticides (agrochemicals) ulti-
mately has a negative eff ect on the 
soil. In addition, the run-off  pollutes 
groundwater, which adversely aff ects 
plant and animal life.

As a result of the intensifi cation 
of agriculture in Europe during the 
1970s, farmland biodiversity has 
dropped signifi cantly. Th ese results 
have been backed up by studies on 
populations of farmland birds, spe-
cies of which have seen a gradual 
and sustained decline over the last 
40 years. Th is is signifi cant, as Euro-
pean farmland takes up about half of 
the EU’s land area, hosting a range 
of diff erent plant and animal species.

However, recent developments 
in the Union have seen a ‘greening’ 
of the CAP, bringing biodiversity to 
the fore. ‘If the farmer earns more 
or additional money for maintain-
ing biodiversity, or if maintaining 
biodiversity at a certain standard is 
a precondition for receiving CAP 
funding, they are likely to help 
conserve biodiversity,’ says Stanka 
Becheva, Food and Agriculture 
Campaigner at Friends of the Earth 
Europe.

Ms Becheva further argues that, 
in order to protect biodiversity, 
10 % of a farm needs to be set aside 
as a biodiversity area, and in an 
effort to avoid monoculture, farms 
should not cover more than 50 % 
of their fields with just one crop. 
Crop rotation and growing crops 
that can be used as animal feed will 
also reduce Europe’s dependence 
on imports. Ms Becheva notes that 
the Commission is slowly edging 
towards making biodiversity pro-
tection a precondition for farmers 
receiving direct payments. 

With the Agriculture Council 
and the European Parliament also 
backing this measure, all eyes are 
now on the Commission, which will 
present its CAP proposals later this 
year. Th ese are expected to feature 
biodiversity protection as well as 
further environmental protection 
measures. ●

An endangered profession

in Spain known for its wines. He 
fears that the shortfall could lead 
to a population exodus from rural 
to urban areas, leaving behind vast 
swathes of abandoned farmland. 
Without sufficient farmers, Europe 
would be forced to either intensify 
large-scale industrial farming or 
depend more on imports.

Policymakers in Brussels are 
also worried. Agriculture Com-
missioner Dacian Cioloş is mak-
ing young farmers a priority. 
Mr  Cioloş wants to place them 
under the CAP’s first pillar, thus 
guaranteeing a direct funding line. 
The idea is widely supported. Pre-
vious initiatives, however, such as 
the CAP’s 2008 Rural Develop-
ment Fund, which is designed to 
increase investment aid for young 
farmers, achieved varying results. 
Young farmers were supposed to 
receive EUR  70  000, but many 
never did.

‘We have mixed feelings about 
the Rural Development Fund,’ 
says Joris Baecke, President of the 
European Council of Young Farm-
ers. ‘On one hand, it is always 
encouraging to see greater support 
being given to young farmers, but 
the method of funding requires 
that half the funding comes from 
Member States. In many Member 
States, given the current financial 
crisis, such funding is simply not 
there.’ 

Mr Baecke is co-owner of his 
family’s arable crop farm in the 
south-west Netherlands where he 
has been working as a part-time 
employee since 1994. He is 33 years 
old. He is hoping that at least 80 % 
of direct funding for young farm-
ers will come under the CAP’s fi rst 
pillar. His organisation also wants 
young farmers to receive a guaran-
teed income for their fi rst fi ve years 
in farming. 

Financial and institutional sup-
port aside, both Mr Narro and 
Mr  Baecke say that an Erasmus 
programme could also attract more 
people into the profession. Learn-
ing the profession in an educational 
environment with hands-on experi-
ence would expose students to new 
techniques and the latest technolo-
gies. ‘The young farmer is in the 
best position to use new technolo-
gies and innovation to face the new 
food challenges,’ says Mr Narro.

Access to funding, the ability to 
raise capital and general educational 
and institutional support are com-
mon obstacles faced by young farm-
ers. Overcoming those obstacles is 
essential to guaranteeing a future for 
a profession where one in three is 
now over the age of 65. ●

Agri-tourism: a breath of fresh air

European farmers are finding it 
harder and harder to adapt and 
survive in an increasingly competi-
tive world. Add cheaper competition 
from abroad and decreasing Union 
and state subsidies to the mix, and 
the picture becomes bleaker still. 
Th is is why many farmers are taking 
up other activities, with agri-tourism 
catching on in many EU countries.

An impending shortfall of farmers in 
the EU could undermine European 
agriculture. Only 6 % of all EU farm-
ers are under the age of 35, whereas 
almost half are 55 or over. Nearly 
5 million farmers will retire over the 
next 10 years. Getting young people 
to become farmers will require more 
financial incentives and greater 
institutional support.

‘No one will replace our farmers. 
If someone thinks that other coun-
tries like Brazil, Argentina or China 
will replace them they are com-
pletely wrong. They should think 
carefully about the implications of 
the massive reduction in the number 
of farmers,’ warns Pedro Narro, 
EESC member and rapporteur for 
the own-initiative opinion on the 
‘Future of young farmers’. 

Mr Narro’s family has been run-
ning a vineyard for generations 
in Castilla-La Mancha, a region 

Pedro Narro’s family at their vineyard in Castilla-La Mancha

Common Barn Farm Bed and Breakfast in the UK

Nowadays, according to the 
Commission, over a third of EU 
farmers (36.4 %) need a side activ-
ity to boost their income. Tourism 
is a major player here, especially 
in attractive natural areas such as 
mountainous regions where live-
stock graze. Indeed, farmers have 
become more tuned in to tourists’ 
needs and are no longer simply 

meeting their accommodation 
and food demands  — they have 
also branched out into providing 
leisure activities. This fits in well 
with family holidays, where both 
parents and children can enjoy 
being around animals and nature 
in the fresh air.

The Commission notes in its 
communication on the ‘CAP 
towards 2020’ that agriculture plays 
an important role in attracting and 
generating economic activities, and 
that tourism is an inherent part of 
the rural economy in some areas of 
Europe. 

Agri-tourism also provides 
farmers with a niche market. In 
terms of locally grown produce, 
regional specialities from the farm 
are unlikely to be found on local 
supermarket shelves. This brings 
added value to farm holidays, which 
is attracting many more Europeans.

In England, 50 % of farms now 
have ‘diversified activities’ other 
than farming, according to the lat-
est statistics. These activities, which 
include farm tourism, generate on 
average 15 % of the total farm rev-
enues. 

Farmers are drawn to diversifi-
cation for different reasons, one of 
them being the tough conditions 
the industry has had to endure in 
recent years. ‘If it wasn’t for our 
farm diversification six years ago 
when things in farming were very 
bad here we wouldn’t be here now,’ 
admits farmer Rona Cooper, who 
owns the Common Barn Farm in 
Cheshire’s Peak District. 

Bringing in extra revenue ‘has 
enhanced and added another plus 
to our farm business,’ she added. 
However, farm tourism came late 
to the United Kingdom’s shores and 
has remained relatively stable over 
the past few years. In fact, the over-
all percentage of farms diversifying 

their activities, other than renting 
out buildings, has not changed that 
much over the last five years.

One issue Rona Cooper is strug-
gling with is legislation: red tape 
only allows farmers to diversify to 
a certain extent — a concern echoed 
across Europe. ‘The only thing we 
struggle with is too much legisla-
tion. We are in the Peak District 
National Park —  lots of red tape 
which we could do with getting rid 
of,’ she explains. 

Tourism may make a valuable 
contribution to her income but 
she remains dedicated to farming. 
‘Farmers need to keep farming,’ she 
concludes. ●
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Shaken by the fi nancial crisis EU farmers hit by imports

European Union farmers are strug-
gling to maintain their competitive 
position in a global market where 
prices often dictate purchasing 
decisions and non-EU countries do 
not have to comply with the same 
high standards. Agricultural goods 
from highly competitive agricultural 
exporters such as Argentina, Brazil, 
the USA and China have stirred up 
political tensions and even sparked 
protests among farmers throughout 
Europe. 

The EESC opinion on ‘CAP 
reform 2013’ states that products 
imported into Europe must be sub-
ject to the same requirements as 
European products. Proper hygiene, 
animal welfare and the environment 
must be respected, but such stand-
ards are not necessarily imposed on 
farmers from third countries. As 
a result, imported produce is less 
expensive than European equiva-
lents. Cereal production costs in 
Latin American countries, for 
instance, are less than EUR 80 per 
tonne compared to EUR  120 per 
tonne in the EU.

Both Brazil and Argentina are 
major agricultural exporters to the 
EU and both have ranked in the top 
three, along with the USA, since 
2007. Th e EU imported EUR 78 bil-
lion worth of agricultural prod-
ucts in 2010. Vegetables and fruit 
imports alone were worth just over 
EUR 20 billion last year.

The Commission is committed 
to bilateral trade liberalisation as 
envisaged by the WTO. However, 
EU farmers are contesting bilateral 
agreements such as the EU–Latin 
America Mercosur Agreement. 
The EU is Mercosur’s largest mar-
ket for agricultural exports and 
accounted for almost 20 % of the 
EU’s total agricultural imports in 
2009. Nearly 86 % of beef imports 
and 70 % of poultry imports come 
from Latin America, according to Farmer shearing sheep in the Czech Republic

Europe’s agricultural sector is 
under stress from a financial crisis 
that continues to take a heavy toll. 
The entire food chain, from farm 
to processing, distribution and 
transport, has been affected. Yet, 
despite losses, the agricultural sec-
tor remains surprisingly resilient. 

‘Our discussions at the EESC 
have shown that the financial cri-
sis in Europe has hit the agricul-
tural sector hard, although not as 
significantly as other economic 
sectors. Our farmers were forced 
to accept a drastic reduction in 
producer prices for many key agri-
cultural products. Meanwhile, the 
situation has recovered,’ explained 

food and beverage wholesaling; on 
average, at least one restaurant, 
bar or café providing beverage ser-
vices for 157 habitants — i.e. on par 
with Italy, and more than any other 
Member State. 

More and more Europeans go 
to restaurants, although this trend 
stopped abruptly as household 
expenditure on catering services 
decreased by 5.4 % between 2008 
and 2009, compared with a 2.4 % 
reduction for total expenditure on 
food and beverages. When their 
purchasing power drops, people opt 
to stay at home rather than eat out. 
This direct impact of the financial 
crisis has had a knock-on effect on 
jobs. Consequently, job security in 
the food chain remains more deli-
cately balanced in some Member 
States than in others. 

Of course, this is just one 
example. People who actually work 
on farms are also directly affected 
by macroeconomic developments 
that they cannot possibly control. 
Fuel and food prices, for instance, 
drive up production costs. Farm 
incomes dropped by 40 % in 2009. 
According to the Commission, 
workers in rural areas saw their 
agricultural incomes halved. 

‘The development of the CAP for 
2014–20 will depend very much on 
the future of available EU funds,’ 
Mr Kienle stressed. He added that 
any reduction in payments could 
cause farmers to lose their jobs and 
livelihoods. ‘If these payments are 
reduced and subject to additional 
requirements that increase red tape, 
then the negative impact on jobs in 
agriculture is obvious.’ ●

EESC member Adalbert Kienle, 
who is also the Deputy Secretary-
General of the German Farmers’ 
Association. 

Just over 48 million people were 
employed in the entire food chain in 
2008, according to Eurostat. Today, 
one in six jobs in the EU depends 
on agricultural production. Th ese 
job types are concentrated and 
dispersed across different sectors 
throughout Europe. For instance, 
the United Kingdom had the lar -
gest food and beverage retail work-
force, as well as the largest food ser-
vices workforce in the EU in 2008. 
In comparison, Spain had the larg-
est number of people employed in 

the EU farm umbrella body Copa-
Cogeca. 

EU farmers are disputing the 
agreement because they claim 
countries such as Brazil far exceed 
existing tariff  rate quotas. Mercosur 
is now pushing to further liberalise 
the market by asking for additional 
tariff -free quotas. Compounding the 
problem is the fact that Mercosur 
countries do not adhere to the same 
EU traceability standards. 

‘If European farmers complied 
with the same requirements as Bra-
zilian cattle producers in the EU 
they would end up in court,’ Copa-
Cogeca Secretary-General Pekka 
Pesonen told EESC info, adding 
that EU farmers cannot accept such 
double standards. 

Such agreements have caused 
massive protests. Scenes of Spanish 
farmers overturning trucks full of 
Moroccan tomatoes captured head-
lines in 2009. Th ey accused Morocco 
of flooding the EU market with 
underpriced tomatoes — tomatoes 
contribute around 23 % of Spain’s 
overall horticultural production. 

Th en last year, the EU–Morocco 
trade liberalisation agreement intro-
duced significantly higher import 
quotas for tomatoes, courgettes, 
cucumbers, garlic, clementines 
and strawberries. For a sector that 
is already struggling, the liberalis-
ing deals could further undermine 
EU farmers. Th e European Union’s 
turnover in the sector had already 
dropped by 7.7 % in 2009. 

Maintaining high food standards 
is oft en at odds with remaining com-
petitive on the global market. Trade 
liberalisation agreements have a 
direct impact on the EU farmer, 
and perhaps just as importantly, on 
the consumer who purchases and 
eats a cheaper but possibly inferior 
 product. ●

New Member States demand equality

Member States that joined the 
Union in 2004 and 2007 received 
considerably lower direct payments 
per hectare of farmland than those 
in the EU-15. The criticism that 
quickly followed prompted the 
Commission to review the way 
direct payments would be made in 
the post-2013 CAP.

The CAP reform in 2003 ‘dec-
oupled’ direct payments — mean-
ing payments were not based on 
what was produced. Instead, pay-

ments were made on the basis of 
what a farm historically received 
from the CAP (historic model), 
or Member States could divide the 
payments equally among all farm-
ers in a region (regional model).

The new Member States were 
left with a difficult choice. They 
could choose between the two 
models. But these models had to 
be revised because there was no 
historical data for support levels, 
as they had not existed previously 

in the new Member States. The 
historical option caused further 
problems, as different starting 
periods were used by individual 
Member States, which resulted in 
differences in the direct payment 
amounts. ‘The subsidies to agri-
culture in the EU-12 have been set 
on the basis of reference periods 
that are unfavourable for them,’ 
says Czech EESC member Ludvík 
Jírovec, Chairman of the Czech 
Chamber of Agriculture. They will 
not receive 100 % of the direct pay-
ments until 2013, when they are 
harmonised with the EU-15.

In addition, the scale of the dis-
crepancy is plain to see. Although 
the new Member States account 
for 29  % of agricultural land in 
the EU, they receive only 10  % 
of direct payments, according 
to Mr  Jírovec. Furthermore, the 
12  EU new Member States gen-
erally receive lower amounts per 
hectare than the EU-15. This has 
led to the status of farmers in the 
new Member States being termed 
‘second class.’

Th e fl at-rate option — one rate 
for all Member States — has been 
discussed as a possible solution. 
However, this has been criticised 
by many because of the different 

economic, social and environmental 
challenges faced by farmers across 
the EU.

The Polish Presidency has 
weighed in on the issue. One of its 
priorities is ‘to identify a basis for 
an agreement on a new system of 
direct payments, based on objective 
and not historical criteria.’ Poland’s 
agenda is thus very clear: the status 
quo must end. 

Mr Jírovec argues that the way 
forward for the CAP, at least in the 
Czech Republic, is not to cap subsid-
ies to big farms and not to ‘green’ 
the CAP, as it goes against its pur-
pose, which is to ‘secure food for the 
population.’

It therefore remains to be seen 
which way CAP reform will go, 
with discussions to open later this 
year. ●
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Feeding climate change Into the wrong pockets

by farmers between 2000 and 2002. 
This is also known as a ‘historical 
reference period’. ‘Farmers operat-
ing in the same area receive very 
different amounts of aid simply 
because they made different choices 
between 2000 and 2002. This not 
only raises issues of fairness, but 
also reduces the CAP’s efficiency,’ 
says Mr Chiriaco.

Mr Chiriaco’s view is supported 
by Agriculture Commissioner, 
Dacian Cioloş, who intends to 
abandon historical references as a 
criterion for the distribution of pay-
ments. Instead, the Commission is 
proposing a direct payment system 
that provides incentives for active 
farmers to apply production meth-
ods that preserve natural resources. 
Such a system would also have to 
adapt itself to the extraordinary 
diversity of economic and natural 
conditions facing farmers through-
out Europe. 

Mr Cioloş is also pushing ahead 
with setting a ceiling for CAP pay-
ments. More than 1 000 individual 
farms receive over EUR 1 million 
every year. ‘Large companies ben-
efiting from CAP subsidies create 
clear competitive advantages due 
to an economy of scale,’ explains 
Mr Chiriaco. This funding dispar-
ity places additional burdens on 
smaller farms already struggling 
to remain competitive in a global 
market. 

The Commission and the EESC 
both hope that the creation of a direct 
payment system that better targets 
support will make the CAP more 
sustainable and a lot fairer. ●

Europe’s diverse agricultural land-
scape contributes up to 10 % of EU 
greenhouse gas emissions. Two-
thirds of this is emitted by the beef 
and dairy sectors. But mitigating 
the agricultural impact on cli-
mate change requires more than 
just ‘greening’ the CAP — it also 
requires a radical change in food 
consumption patterns. 

‘If we don’t tackle consumption 
we will never effectively address 
the roots of climate change,’ insists 
Marco Contiero,  Greenpeace 
Europe’s Policy Advisor on Genetic 
Engineering and Sustainable Agri-
culture. ‘The EU consumes twice 
as much animal protein as the rest 
of the world, including the United 
States,’ he says, adding that EU 
Member States such as the Neth-
erlands still continue to push for 
livestock intensification. The main 

farmers who traditionally focus on 
only one type of crop.

Nitrogen oxide (N2O) is a green-
house gas that is 310 times more 
potent than CO2. A report by the 
European Commission’s Stand-
ing Committee on Agricultural 
Research found that agricultural 
N2O emissions could increase glo-
bally by 35 % to 60 % by 2030. Crop 
rotation techniques reduce N2O 
emissions. Nevertheless, agricul-
ture is the most climate-sensitive 
economic sector, adds the report, 
which is why climate change sig-
nificantly affects how we produce 
food. As temperatures fluctuate, 
what we can grow in certain regions 
must adapt accordingly.

The average size of the EU farm 
is between 10 to 12 hectares or 
about one hundred times smaller 
than those found in the USA. The 
European Commission’s commu-
nication on the CAP reform looks 
at ‘greening’ measures such as crop 
rotation, ecological set-asides and 
cover crops like leguminous plants 
as an attempt to create a more en-
vironmentally friendly policy.

Covering crops in winter pre-
vents soil erosion and additional 
release of CO2. These measures are 
supported by Greenpeace which 
sees the Commission’s CAP reform 
as a potential catalyst for a positive 
agronomic revolution. The debate 
will now centre on the details 
behind the Commission’s ‘green-
ing’ proposal.

‘The time has come to seriously 
consider the impacts of climate 
change on agriculture as well as the 
contribution of agricultural prac-
tices to climate change,’ concludes 
Mr Contiero, who says that more 
needs to be done to address these 
problems. ●

source of animal protein is meat. 
On average, a European consumes 
about 52  kg of meat per year, 
according to a 2011 report by the 
PBL Netherlands Environmental 
Assessment Agency. 

Greenpeace claims that livestock 
intensification releases dangerous 
amounts of ammonia and destroys 
the nutrient cycle by demanding 
massive imports of feed grown 
outside the EU. Over two-thirds 
of agricultural land used in Europe 
is related to livestock production. 
EU policy measures should instead 
encourage mixed agriculture in 
which cows graze and fertilise a 
field that is then used to grow maize 
or corn. ‘Crop rotation encourages 
diversity, maintains a healthy soil 
and increases crop yields,’ says Mr 
Contiero. But such practices are not 
easily adapted to industrial-scale 

Farming millionaires refuse to be CAPped

A rift reappeared at a recent Agri-
culture Council meeting in March 
this year, when a minority of Mem-
ber States refused to agree to a cap 
on payments to wealthy farmers. 
The origins of this rift lie in a 2007 
Commission proposal to limit sin-
gle farm payments to a maximum 
of EUR 300 000. This did not hold 
much sway with Member States 
hosting big landowners, and the 
proposal went no further.

However, the Commission has 
stuck to its guns and floated the idea 
of a cap on payments in its commu-
nication on the CAP in November 
2010. This followed reports in the 
press about ‘farming millionaires’ 
enjoying large subsidies from the 
EU thanks to their large landhold-
ings and drawing over EUR 1 mil-
lion from the Union’s CAP budget. 
Sensationalist stories of accordion 
clubs in Sweden and a former Bul-

garian minister’s daughter receiv-
ing large pay-outs from the CAP 
made headlines. 

Jack Thurston, co-founder of 
farmsubsidy.org, believes the mud-
dled CAP policy instruments lead 
to a blurring of CAP objectives. ‘If 
the purpose of farm subsidies is to 
supplement the earnings of low-
income farmers, then subsidies 
should be focused on the poor, and 
not paid to the wealthy. This is best 
done with a simple income test on 
the basis that rich people do not 
need income support.’

When agriculture ministers dis-
cussed the subject in the Council 
in March, splits appeared. The UK 
opposed the measure, arguing that 
many large farms are in fact co-
operatives made up of small farms 
to enable them to benefit from 
economies of scale. 

Another Member State opposing 
the measure is the Czech Republic. 
This may seem strange to some, 
since traditionally those opposed to 
a cap were the ‘old’ Member States 
of Germany, the UK and Italy. Yet 

big farms are a part of the Czech 
Republic’s communist legacy, 
many farms having been forced 
into collectivisation. If a cap were 
to be introduced, as the Commis-
sion plans, then, depending on the 
size of the cap, the Czech Republic 
could lose anywhere between 26 % 
to 59 % of its direct payments. 

‘Introducing a cap would lead 
to an undesirable weakening of 
competitiveness and possibly even 
to the artificial splitting up of agri-
cultural enterprises and the asso-
ciated rise in the administrative 
burden. Therefore, a number of 

EU Member States, including the 
Czech Republic, strongly disagree 
with the European Commission 
proposal and can see no relevant 
reason for implementing such a 
measure,’ stated the Czech Deputy 
Agriculture Minister, Juraj Chmiel.

‘Currently, the purposes of 
the CAP are unclear,’ added Jack 
Thurston. ‘The policy instruments 
are poorly designed and the bene-
fits are distributed as they always 
have been: the bigger the farm, the 
better the land, the more intensive 
the farming, the higher the sub-
sidies.’ ●

EU farmers benefited from some 
EUR 30 billion in 2009, but fund-
ing disparities between large and 
small farms and public money paid 
out to people with no agricultural 
links undermine the CAP’s cred-
ibility. The ongoing saga erodes 
public trust in the CAP and weak-
ens Europe’s farm production.

Farmers receive funds from a 
single payment scheme (SPS) intro-
duced in 2003. Under the ‘decou-
pled’ SPS, aid is no longer linked to 
a farmer’s production. Instead, to 
get funding, a farmer’s land has to 
meet strict environmental and agri-
cultural practices and standards. 
Around 75  % of EU agricultural 
funding is delivered in the form of 
direct payments. 

However, a study released by 
the European Court of Auditors 
this June found that the SPS also 
encouraged people with little inter-
est in farming to exploit a system 
that guaranteed returns. People 
could buy vast plots of arable land 
but not farm it. For instance, one 
case in Germany involved someone 
who was allegedly receiving over 
EUR 300 000 a year for 900 hec-
tares of arable land. The land was 
not being used for crops or live-
stock. The Court also found that 
‘the SPS primarily benefits few but 
large beneficiaries’. In fact, 20 % of 
all recipients receive 80 % of direct 
income support. 

EESC member Franco Chiriaco, 
rapporteur of the opinion on the 
‘Future of the CAP’, explains that 
direct payments are based on the 
average value of payments received 
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IN SHORTEESC meets ACP counterparts: 
promoting sustainable 
and inclusive development 

Over 220 participants attended the 
26th meeting of ACP–EU economic 
and social interest groups, which 
took place in Brussels from 5 to 
7  July 2011, in order to tackle the 
issue of sustainable and inclusive 
development. In addition to civil 
society, NGOs, ACP States’ diplo-
matic missions, EU institutions and 
other interested parties took part.

The EESC’s role and activities in 
the field of ACP–EU relations are 
multifaceted. The Committee holds 
general ACP conferences, regional 
seminars and ad hoc hearings. It 
is also an active participant in the 
work of the ACP–EU Joint Parlia-
mentary Assembly and cooperates 
with Economic and Social Councils 
in African countries.

At the opening session, Staffan 
Nilsson, the EESC President, under-
lined that ‘what is at stake now is 
not any kind of blind development, 
but a development which prevents 
environmental degradation.’ At 
the same time, development has 
to be inclusive, encompassing 
every country, every group and 
each individual in society. This 
leads us directly to the question of 
what kind of renewed EU develop-
ment policy we should strive for. 
The participants stressed that this 
renewed policy should focus on 
poverty eradication, investment 
in agriculture, social dialogue and 
civil society participation.

Food security is undoubtedly 
one of the most hotly debated 

topics today and action is needed 
at all levels, especially with a view 
to promoting the development of 
agriculture in developing coun-
tries. Legislation and institutional 
mechanisms, designed to regulate 
the right of access to land as well 
as affordable loans, are therefore 
of crucial importance for small-
scale farmers, women and young 
 farmers. 

The participants expressed their 
support for continuing the nego-
tiations on economic partner-
ship agreements (EPAs) at a pace 
appropriate to the capacities of 
ACP countries, with a view to con-
tinuing progress towards regional 
integration. Finally, there was 
consensus among all participants 
that there should be more space 
for civil society in drawing up and 
implementing the Cotonou Agree-
ment and that civil society should 
play a leading role in improving 
the democratic governance of ACP 
countries.

As Brenda King, President of the 
ACP–EU Follow-up Committee, 
declared in her closing remarks, ‘we 
need to step up eff orts to empower 
women and young people in Africa, 
to promote leadership among these 
oft en overlooked individuals, and to 
create conditions allowing for their 
economic autonomy and a stable 
work environment.’ (lk) ●

Better connections between east and west
EU funds for trans-European trans-
port networks (TEN-T) are not doing 
enough to fi nance the development 
of transport infrastructure in the 
‘new’ EU countries, said EESC Vice-
President Jacek Krawczyk at a con-
ference on the future EU transport 
policy held in Warsaw in July. 

This timely conference took 
place just before the publication by 
the European Commission of the 
proposal for future development 
of European transport networks. 
In his statement Maciej Jankowski, 
Poland’s Deputy Minister for Infra-
structure, said that the proposal 
‘should take due account of the 
economic differences between EU 
countries.’ He went on to stress that 
‘the Polish experience of building 
transport infrastructure shows that 
cohesion policy is the best instrument 
for reducing disparities between 
countries and regions.’

For his part, Vice-President 
Krawczyk added that the bulk of EU 
funds earmarked for TEN-T devel-
opment was being used by the ‘old’ 
EU Member States, and he called on 
the European Commission to suggest 
ways of reducing this imbalance in 
its new legislative proposals. Refer-
ring to a recent EESC opinion on the 
future of TEN-T, Mr Krawczyk said 
that account must be taken of neigh-
bourhood policy when developing 
transport infrastructure. ‘Interoper-
ability with the EU’s neighbouring 
countries is key,’ he said.

Jean-Eric Paquet, Director for 
TEN-T at the European Commis-
sion, outlined the Commissions 
priorities in the area. Th ese include 
intermodal transport and traffic 
management systems. Mr Paquet 
said that cross-border transport 
infrastructure should be further 
developed and that the European 
Commission would ensure the ne-
cessary synchronisation of national 
infrastructure investment. He added 
that the new transport policy pro-
posals would be aimed at ensuring 
better integration of the EU’s eastern 
and western regions.

On the question of financing 
TEN-T, Mr Krawczyk highlighted the 
main arguments of the EESC opin-

ion: the involvement of private-sector 
stakeholders, careful and selective 
use of public–private partnerships 
and EU funds, involving not only 
the Structural and Cohesion Funds 
but also active fi nancing by the Euro-
pean Investment Bank. Mr Krawczyk 
added that ‘in the current situation 
we cannot really expect the national 
and European budgets to increase 
signifi cantly. We therefore have to 
look for new sources of funding and 
use the available funds better and 
more eff ectively’.

Th e conference, which took place 
in Warsaw’s Palace of Culture and 
Science, was organised by the EESC 
with the cooperation of Poland’s 
Infrastructure Ministry. (mb) ●

Croatia completes its accession negotiations… 
but the EU–Croatia JCC’s work continues

Th e ninth EU–Croatia JCC meeting at the EESC on 21 June was a time for jubi-
lation. Croatia looked set to complete its negotiations with the European Com-
mission and was celebrating 20 years of independence. However, as all who are 
familiar with accession negotiations know, this is oft en where a future Member 
State’s work really starts. With this in mind, the EU–Croatia JCC examined two 
pressing issues for Croatia: that of social dialogue, which is still experiencing some 
diffi  culties in Croatia, as well as pension reforms, although the latter remains a 
headache for most EU Member States. Th e purpose of these discussions and 
indeed of future JCC meetings is to accompany Croatia to its membership and 
this means looking at issues which even tough negotiations cannot completely 
cover, but where organised civil society can make a diff erence. (gh) ●

CESlink promotes communication best practices

Th e CESlink network was created in 2000, in the midst of the work on a new 
treaty which was to enhance structured dialogue with all civil society and the use 
of all democratic processes in order to guarantee the democratic life of the EU. 

Eleven years on, during their annual meeting on 21 June at the EESC, CES-
link correspondents debated how the network could develop in future and 
answer the challenges ahead. Th e meeting aimed to take a realistic approach, 
make the best use of limited resources and use technological advances to foster 
cooperation. Th is was discussed during the morning session, when EESC Vice-
President Anna Maria Darmanin shared the EESC’s and her own experience 
in using social media, which CESlink correspondents could use for the benefi t 
of the network and national councils. She talked about the ways to ‘Say it, Do 
it, Tweet it!’ in order to step up dialogue with civil society and to infl uence 
EU institutions, as well as about her experience as an active blogger, ‘twitterer’ 
and Facebook and LinkedIn user with the aim of promoting her work and 
that of the Committee. 

Ms Darmanin completed her presentation with the most recent online 
tools created for the EESC, such as videoblogging, and concluded with 
recommendations for the use of social media, including using high-interest 
subjects and pictures, preparing and following up on social media cam-
paigns and ways to express personal opinions within the framework of an 
institutional position. (jddl) ●
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/ceslink/ 

The EESC Liaison Group, a fruitful civil society forum

Th e EESC has paid special attention to the recent social and political changes 
in our neighbouring Mediterranean countries. Th e Maghreb civil society has 
been taking the leading role and will therefore play a crucial role in the com-
ing months.

At the Liaison Group meeting on 27 June 2011, the EESC exchanged views 
with Mr Ahmed Galai, Vice-president of the Tunisian league for the defence 
of human rights, and Mr Abdelaziz Idamine, a member of the 20th February 
Youth Movement from Morocco, who shared their experiences as fi rst-hand 
witnesses of developments during the “Arab spring”. (ail) ●

EESC Vice-President Krawczyk speaking in Warsaw
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Social entrepreneurship, 
under debate at the EESC

In November 2011, the European 
Commission will adopt a communi-
cation on the ‘Social Business Initia-
tive’. Social enterprise activities are 
important but remain underdevel-
oped. An ambitious and integrated 
political framework is therefore 
needed to encourage their expansion.

The EESC was consequently 
invited recently to propose rec-
ommendations and measures to 
stimulate the development of social 
entrepreneurship and social enter-
prise. A public hearing was held 
on 28 July 2011, focusing on issues 
such as the need for a better defi n-
ition of social enterprise, improved 
access to finance and raising the 
sector’s profi le. Th e contributions 
served as a basis for a discussion 
by study group members and will 
be refl ected in the EESC explora-
tory opinion due to be adopted in 
October.

Europe faces numerous chal-
lenges requiring solutions that 

combine economic and social well-
being for individuals and society as 
a whole. These challenges call for a 
range of different business models. 
Promoting social enterprise cap-
italises on both its growth potential 
and its social added value.

Due to its specific way of doing 
business, combining economic 
performance, democratic oper-
ation and solidarity amongst its 
members, a social enterprise helps 
to achieve important EU object-
ives, for instance in the fields of 
employment, social cohesion, 
regional and rural development, 
environmental protection or con-
sumer protection.

The European Commission 
estimates that social enterprises 
represent 2 million enterprises (i.e. 
10 % of all European businesses) 
and have over 11 million paid 
employees (the equivalent of 6 % 
of the working population of the 
EU. (pk) ●

EESC visits innovation 
and research facilities in Munich

An EESC delegation comprising 
members of the Section for the Single 
Market, Production and Consump-
tion (INT) and the Consultative Com-
mission on Industrial Change (CCMI) 
visited Munich on 9 and 10 June in 
order to hold a number of meetings 
with the European Patent Offi  ce.

The INT Section delivered its 
views on the Innovation Union 
(INT/545) and the coming changes 
in the European Patent Offi  ce’s activ-
ities subsequent to the decision taken 
recently by 25 Member States to work 
towards an EU patent.

Th e EPO believes that the new 
EU patent will become known as 
the ‘Unitary patent’, whereas the 
current European patent will con-
tinue to be issued by the EPO.

One of the highlights of the visit 
was a tour to the German Museum 
of Science and Technology, when 
members were given an insight into 
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the history of German industrial and 
technical innovation.

This was followed by the pro-
gramme’s star event: a visit to the 
Max-Planck Institute of Quan-
tum Optics. Th e Institute works in 
close cooperation with the Munich 
Technical University and boasts 
six Nobel Prize winners, as well as 
links with German inventors such as 
Rudolf Diesel, Heinz Maier Leibnitz, 
Claude Dornier and Willy Messer-
schmitt. Finally the section opinion 
on ‘Financing of research and in-
novation’, drawn up by Gerd Wolf 
and Erik Svensson, was presented to 
the Institute.

Th ese visits are extremely useful 
for the Committee and especially for 
the INT Section. Th e sudden death of 
our colleague and delegation member 
Zenonas Rokus Rudzikas, in whose 
memory a minute’s silence was held, 
cast the only shadow on proceed-
ings. (bc) ●

New EESC 
publications

AICESIS meeting in Rome 
to discuss the role of ESCs 
in global governance

The 12th meeting of the Inter-
national Association of Economic 
and Social Councils and Similar 
Institutions (AICESIS) was held 
on 21 to 23 July 2011 in Rome, at 
the headquarters of the CNEL (Ital-
ian National Economic and Labour 
Council). Th e EESC was represented 

1.  The European Economic and 
Social Committee during the 
Polish Presidency

2.  Renewable energy for Europe

3.  Your guide to the European citi-
zens’ initiative

4.  Food for everyone — the EESC 
President’s conclusions from the 
conference ●

Further information is avail-
able at http://www.eesc.europa.
eu/?i=portal.en.publications

IN SHORT
by its President, Mr Staff an Nilsson, 
and the President of its REX section, 
Mr Sandy Boyle.

The meeting was marked by 
the attendance of the President of 
the Italian Republic, Mr  Giorgio 
Napolitano, together with many 
other prominent fi gures both Ital-
ian (including Mr  Gianni Letta, 
State Secretary to the Presidency 
of the Council of Ministers, and 
Mr Enzo Scotti, State Secretary for 

Foreign Aff airs) and international 
(representatives of the United 
Nations’ ECOSOC and the African 
Union’s ECOSOCC). Proceed-
ings were opened by Mr Antonio 
Marzano, CNEL President and 
out-going AICESIS President. Th e 
three days of meetings were pre-
ceded by a ceremony to celebrate 
the 150th  anniversary of Ital-
ian unifi cation, during which the 
2010 AICESIS Millennium Prizes 
were awarded to representatives of 
NGOs from Benin, Gabon, Brazil 
and India. 

As the CNEL’s presidency of the 
association had come to an end, the 
Algerian ESC took over the AICESIS 
presidency for the 2011–13 period. It 
will organise the association’s future 
work, and is soon to announce the 
main working topic of its presidency 
for the next two years. (vo) ●

2011 EESC Civil Society Prize: 
rewarding excellence in civil 
society initiatives

Th is year’s Civil Society Prize will 
focus on ‘Dialogue and participa-
tion fostering EU values: integration, 
diversity, solidarity and tolerance’. 
Th e prize will reward civil society 
projects and initiatives that underpin 
the European integration process 
and make an innovative and valu-
able contribution to the well-being 
of their communities. Dialogue and 

participation must be the key chan-
nels through which these initiatives 
and projects are achieved.

The prize, of a total value of 
EUR  30  000, will be awarded on 
7 December 2011. It is open to European, 
national and local civil society organ -
isations established in the European 
Union. The deadline for submitting 
applications is 7 October 2011. (pf) ●

Further information is available 
at: http://www.eesc.europa.eu/
civilsocietyprize
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