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Press 
freedom 
is integral 
to a fully 
functional 
democracy 

In 2007, I was honoured to be asked to be 
a member of Irelands first Press Council. 
The experience, which I enjoyed for seven 
years, introduced me to the many issues, 
which surround the concept of press 
freedom as a fundamental right. Ireland 
is not different than most EU Member 
States, in that it holds dear the right of 
citizens to live in a society that values the 
right of having a free press.

A right, which is integral to a fully 
functional democracy. Indeed, without 
full and transparent press independence, 
countries cannot truly be judged as 
places where all other human rights are 
respected.
 
It is useful to note that as of now many 
journalists are treated badly, to the point 
where they are treated like criminals 
and in some cases have lost their lives. 
Such treatment breaches a whole raft of 
international law and must strenuously 
be opposed by all EU members and 
nations which believe in freedom. As the 
Charter of Fundamental Rights of the EU, 
Article 11, point 2 states: “The freedom 
and pluralism of the media shall be 
respected”.

Of course the media also has 
responsibilities. Citizens, who feel that 
the media has been unfair to them, 
must also have rights. In Europe it is 
heartening to know that 31 countries 

have properly regulated press councils. 
Their European organisation, the Alliance 
of Independent Press Councils of Europe 
(AIPCE), is a “network of independent 
content regulators for both press and 
broadcast media. European Councils are 
full members; non-European Councils are 
associate members”. 

The press councils’ role is one that should 
be strengthened and supported by the 
EU. Their success is grounded in the need 
to instil the utmost confidence of citizens 
that the media is also regulated and is 
compliant with the highest standard. 

The EU must also recognise the inherent 
threat to content based media or 
traditional media. The threat comes in 
two parts. In the first instance, content 
based media are not and should not be 
bound by the instant need to publish 
without checking accuracy and truth as 
a priority. Secondly, the monetization of 
digitally sourced information narrows 
enormously the type of content 
published, often reducing it to a basic 
common denominator. The management 
of this threat is key to ensuring that the 
press freedom, so valued as a protector of 
democracy, is accepted by all citizens, is 
trustworthy, credible and accurate.

In the June issue of our newsletter, 
read guest articles by REPORTERS 
WITHOUT BORDERS and the IEP senior 
researcher Julian Plottka, an interview 
with EURACTIV journalist Vlagyiszlav 
Makszimov and articles by our Members 
on their work and views related to the 
freedom of press.

Séamus Boland
President of the 

Diversity Europe Group  
of the European Economic 

and Social Committee
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THE FREEDOM OF THE PRESS,  
A FUNDAMENTAL RIGHT

OP-ED

Press freedom: EU struggles to defend values at home

Pauline ADÈS-MÉVEL 
Spokesperson, REPORTERS WITHOUT 
BORDERS

The 2021 World Press Freedom 
Index1 compiled by Reporters 
Without Borders (RSF2) shows that 
Europe continues to be the most 
favourable continent for press 
freedom but violence against 
journalists has increased, and the 
mechanisms the European Union 
established to protect fundamen-
tal freedoms have yet to halt the 
draconian measures being taken 
in several central European coun-
tries.

The entire European continent has 
been fully engaged in combating the 
COVID-19 pandemic but not all coun-
tries can claim to have defended press 
freedom with the same energy.

In both the east and west of the con-
tinent, new legislation limiting the 
right to inform has facilitated arrests 
of journalists (Serbia and Kosovo) 
while several countries have tried to 

limit the impact of information on 
sensitive subjects including the pan-
demic, such as Hungary which put 
in place an emergency legislation in 
force to criminalise “fake news” about 
the coronavirus since March 2020.
Migration has also proved to be a 
sensitive subject like in Greece where 
authorities arrested journalists to pre-
vent contact with migrants or in Spain 
where various forms of obstruction 
were used by authorities in the Ca-
nary Islands.

Hungary’s unabashed political de-
cision to throttle press freedom is a 
source of inspiration to certain other 
EU members and state-owned me-
dia in neighbouring countries are the 

leading victims of such aggressive 
policies, like TVP in Poland turned into 
a government propaganda outlet, 
while others such as the news agen-
cy STA in Slovenia say they have been 
deprived of state funding if they re-
fuse to toe the government line.

A lack of justice for crimes of violence 
against journalists can have a chilling 
effect on journalists. Impunity has 
been especially flagrant in Slovakia 
where the businessman accused of 
ordering the murder of the investiga-
tive reporter Ján Kuciak was acquit-
ted while in Malta, just one alleged 
hitman was convicted in 2020 for 
journalist Daphne Caruana Galizia’s 
murder. The inability or reluctance 
of states such as Bulgaria to protect 
threatened journalists contributes to 
the perception of danger.
  
Investigative journalists are not the 
only targets of violence; reporters 
covering demonstrations are also 
targeted. Many of them have been 
physically attacked by members or 
supporters of extremist groups dur-
ing protests against coronavirus re-
strictions, or have been the victims 
of police violence and arbitrary arrest 
during demonstrations such as in 
France.

Pauline Adès-Mével  © RSF

1.  REPORTERS WITHOUT BORDERS, 2021 
World Press Freedom Index, https://rsf.org/en/
ranking/2021 
2. REPORTERS WITHOUT BORDERS,  
https://rsf.org/en © RSF

https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en
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Media freedom cannot be taken for granted but must be actively 
preserved

Elena-Alexandra CALISTRU (RO)
President, Funky Citizens

Few places in the world enjoy Europe’s 
solid tradition of upholding the values 
of free and independent media. How-
ever, the advent of digital platforms, il-
liberal tendencies to shut down access 
to information, the growing threat to 
investigative journalists and the crisis 
generated by COVID-19 are placing 
different but simultaneous pressures 
on the ecosystem that allows that 
very free media to exist and fulfil its 
democratic role.

The EESC recently adopted an opinion1 
on the Commission Communication on
Europe’s media in the Digital Decade: 
an action plan to support recovery 
and transformation2. We particular-
ly welcomed the acknowledgement 
that these underlying trends and the  
COVID-19 crisis could, without a  
strong policy and financial support 
response, undermine the resilience of 
Europe’s media sector and its demo-
cratic role.

 

The instruments proposed in the Com-

munication encompass a wide range 

of actions focused on the recovery and 

transformation of the media industry 

and on increasing its resilience. For 

this to happen, steps must be taken 

to tackle the structural challeng-
es facing the industry, and to foster 
an enabling environment in which  

the media and civil society are able 

to participate in an open debate,  

free from malign interference and  

disinformation.

However, there are some important 
points to consider if we want the EU to 
remain the best possible place for me-
dia freedom.
 
First, actions should be linked to the 
social realities underlying the dis-
crepancies in the media and audiovis-
ual industry landscape in the different 
Member States, and to the differing size 
and needs of local and national media. 
Financial support must therefore be 
transparent, accessible and inclusive, 
especially when it comes to local media 
and media start-ups. 

Secondly, civil society must become a 
partner to empower citizens, strength-
en media freedom and counter disin-
formation through media literacy. 

If Europe’s Media Action Plan is to 
succeed, all stakeholders need to 
engage in the effort to recognise the 
media’s importance for our democratic 
values.

Elena-Alexandra Calistru  © EESC

Press freedom in Europe: pluralism is crucial

Christian MOOS (DE)
Divisional Director, European and Inter-
national Affairs, German Civil Servants 
Association (dbb)
Secretary-General, Europa-Union Ger-
many
Board Member, European Movement 
Germany (EBD)

Press freedom and pluralism can no 
longer be taken for granted in the 
European Union. The World Press 
Freedom Index3 of Reporters Without 
Borders shows a steadily worsening 
situation. Some EU countries have 
less than brilliant rankings, despite 
the fact that fundamental rights and 
freedoms are in theory guaranteed by 

the EU and through EU membership. 
While the situation in the EU overall 
is deteriorating, the trend in certain 
Member States is acute.

The EESC is keeping a very close eye on 
this issue. The Committee’s Group on 
Fundamental Rights and the Rule 
of Law (FRRL4) is conducting ongoing 
work on the topic and I am rapporteur 
for a relevant opinion5 in preparation.

Less press freedom is often an indirect 
consequence of market concentration, 

Christian Moos  © EESC
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 1. EESC, TEN/731 Media and Audiovisual Action 
Plan, https://europa.eu/!JP78PX 
2. EUR-LEX, COM/2020/784 final, https://europa.
eu/!WX67UB 
3. REPORTERS WITHOUT BORDERS, 2021 
World Press Freedom Index, https://rsf.org/en/
ranking/2021
4. EESC, Group on Fundamental Rights and the Rule 
of Law, https://europa.eu/!gD79MT 
5. EESC opinion SOC/635 on Securing media 
freedom and diversity in Europe, https://europa.
eu/!QM38xp

https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/media-and-audiovisual-action-plan
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52020DC0784
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52020DC0784
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52020DC0784
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/sections-other-bodies/other/ad-hoc-group-fundamental-rights-and-rule-law
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/securing-media-freedom-and-diversity-europe-own-initiative-opinion
https://europa.eu/!JP78PX
https://europa.eu/!WX67UB
https://europa.eu/!WX67UB
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://europa.eu/!gD79MT
https://europa.eu/!QM38xp
https://europa.eu/!QM38xp
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a development that has been evident 
across the EU for years and which must 
therefore be considered very carefully 
in policy-framing. Press pluralism goes 
hand in hand with press freedom.

While market concentration initially 
translated into falling advertising rev-
enues and decreasing numbers of tra-
ditional daily newspapers, it has now 
been politically weaponised as a way 
of silencing critical media. Private in-
dividuals with connections to govern-
ment buy up these media and dismiss 
bothersome journalists or get them to 
toe the line.

So while the number of profession-
al journalists is already declining as a 
result of market processes due to digi-
talisation, those that remain are often 
intimidated.

This is not just happening in EU coun-
tries that are subject to rule of law pro-
ceedings or countries for which the 
Cooperation and Verification Mech-
anism has been invoked for rampant 
corruption and violation of the rule of 
law.

In Germany, for instance, represent-
atives of right-wing populist parties 

publicly threatened to storm publish-
ing houses and throw their employees 
out on the streets in 2018. In Austria, 
the then leader of the right-wing pop-
ulists wanted to let Russian oligarchs 
buy up a key daily newspaper in order 
to get it politically onside.

Europe’s future will also be shaped 
by the freedom and diversity of its 
media.

The EESC’s Group on FRRL is helping 
European civil society to collectively 
challenge the antipluralist and illiberal 
forces of our time.

Land of the Free Press

Tiina VYYRYLÄINEN (FI)
Head of Policy Team, The Consumers’ 
Union of Finland

When presidents Donald Trump and 
Vladimir Putin met in Finland in 2018, 
they were greeted by billboards wel-
coming them “to the land of free 
press”. For years and years Finland 
has topped press freedom lists. This 
year Finland was ranked second in the 
World Press Freedom Index1 compiled 
by Reporters Without Borders (RSF).

Finnish legislation does not place many 
restrictions on the press. Freedom of 
speech is guaranteed by the Europe-
an Convention on Human Rights and 
the Finnish Constitution. Individual 
pieces of legislation also support the 
right to freedom of speech, including 
the principle of public access to official 

records. Additionally, Finnish Criminal 
Law criminalises harassment, threats, 
defamation, violations of privacy, and 
hate speech, among other things. 

In addition to the legislation, there is 
effective self-regulation in Finland. 
The Finnish Council for Mass Media 

(CMM2) is a self-regulating committee 
established by publishers and journal-
ists in the field of mass communica-
tion. It regulates almost all the Finnish 
media. Even though the CMM’s eth-
ical guidelines and decisions are not 
legally binding, studies have shown 
that Finnish journalists are extremely 
committed to them. The CMM is con-
sidered exemplary and its importance 
for extensive but responsible press 
freedom cannot be underestimated.

However, effective self-regulation and 
a high ranking in the Press Freedom 
Index do not mean that press freedom 
does not face any obstacles. Misinfor-
mation, hate speech and harass-
ment are growing threats in Finland, 
as they are all over the world. They 
weaken the public’s trust in traditional 
journalism and lead to self-censorship. 

Freedom of speech and the press is a 
universal right and a prerequisite for 
a democratic society. We must active-
ly strive to protect freedom of the 
press and react with determination 
when it is being threatened. If there is 
no free press, there is no democracy.

Tiina VYYRYLÄINEN (FI)  © EESC

© Sharomka, Shutterstock

1. REPORTERS WITHOUT BORDERS, 2021 
World Press Freedom Index, https://rsf.org/en/
ranking/2021
2. Council for Mass Media, http://www.jsn.fi/en 

https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
http://www.jsn.fi/en
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
http://www.jsn.fi/en
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Interview with Vlagyiszlav Makszimov, Global Europe reporter, EURACTIV 
Network Regional Coordinator Balkans, by Jan Dirx, Vice-President of the 
Diversity Europe Group

According to the 2021 World Press 
Freedom Index1, press freedom is 
deteriorating in some EU Member 
States. Can you briefly describe your 
experience with the development of 
freedom of the press in Eastern Eu-
rope in recent years? What are the 
reasons behind and the consequenc-
es of these developments?

One of the first bills that raised eye-
brows in Brussels after the Fidesz par-
ty came to power in Hungary in 2010 
was the controversial2 media law3. This 
marked the beginning of a long road 
towards consolidating control first 
over the public broadcaster and later 
over independent media outlets. The 
European digital agenda Commission-
er at the time, Neelie Kroes, said she 
was “very pleased” with the compro-
mises the Hungarian authorities made 
following an international outcry. Yet a 
decade later, Hungarian free media is 
on the brink of extinction, and others 
in Europe, in particular in Poland and 
Slovenia, have taken note of this mod-
el’s “success”.
 
After the fall of communism, it seemed 
that Hungary was on course to de-
velop a Western-style diverse media 
market. Media giants from Germany, 
Switzerland and Finland entered the 
country.
 
By now, all international media groups 
have exited, with the exception of 
RTL and Ringier Axel Springer. The lat-
ter provides little coverage of current 
public affairs and focuses more on tab-
loids, lifestyle and entertainment.

The 2008 financial crisis and the reg-
ulatory environment, coupled with 
global trends like the loss of advertis-
ing revenue to tech platforms, created 
a situation where it was surprisingly 

easy to bulldoze various editorial of-
fices without much resistance, neither 
from the companies nor, really, from 
the consumers.

The only significant resistance was 
from journalists themselves, with 
mass resignations making headlines 
every couple of years, most recently 
from Index.

The consequences, of course, have 
been grave. The shrinking space for 
independent voices has been reflect-
ed in the coverage of minority issues. 
Leaked documents4 suggest, for ex-
ample, that there was editorial guid-
ance not to show children in footage 
of refugees and migrants in state me-
dia during the 2015 migration crisis.
 
It often goes unnoticed that private 
companies are affected as well. For 
instance, Coca Cola was fined5 in 2019 
for running a banner ad campaign 
showing gay couples kissing.
 
However, those who ultimately pay the 
price are, unsurprisingly, the readers. 
To cite a recent example, the govern-
ment refuses to let journalists access 
COVID-19 wards in hospitals and vac-
cination points, and bars healthcare 
workers from freely expressing their 
views to independent media outlets.

 The result is a lack of information that 
leads many to downplay the dangers 
of the epidemic and fail to comply 
with measures.

What is your estimate for the coming 
period? Is there a chance that the sit-
uation will improve, or do you expect 
a further deterioration and why?

If journalism teaches you anything, 
it is that those who claim to have a 
crystal ball tend to overestimate their 
clairvoyance.
 
Current trends are worrying and, even 
though European policymakers ac-
knowledge the precarious situation 
of the free press, history shows that 
change is unlikely to come from Brus-
sels.
 
It is much more likely to come through 
the ballot box.

What action do you expect from the 
EU towards countries with a lack of 
freedom of the press? And do you 
also see a role for the EESC in this?

Critics say the strongest tool in the EU 
to intervene in the Hungarian media 
market is competition law because the 

Vlagyiszlav Makszimov 

1. REPORTERS WITHOUT BORDERS, 2021 
World Press Freedom Index, https://rsf.org/en/
ranking/2021
2. EURACTIV, Brussels happy with Hungary’s 
pledges on media law, https://www.euractiv.com/
section/future-eu/news/brussels-happy-with-
hungary-s-pledges-on-media-law/ 
3. Wolters Kluwer, 2010. évi CLXXXV. 
törvény a médiaszolgáltatásokról és a 
tömegkommunikációról, https://net.jogtar.hu/
jogszabaly?docid=a1000185.tv 
4. 444.hu, Belső szerkesztői utasításra nem 
szerepelhetnek gyerekek a közszolgálati 
tévé menekültes anyagaiban, https://444.
hu/2015/08/25/belso-szerkesztoi-utasitasra-nem-
szerepelhetnek-gyerekek-a-kozszolgalati-teve-
menekultes-anyagaiban/ 
5. 24.hu, Kiderült, mekkora bírságot kapott a Coca-
Cola a melegbarát plakátok miatt, https://24.hu/fn/
gazdasag/2019/10/15/coca-cola-birsag/

https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://www.euractiv.com/section/future-eu/news/brussels-happy-with-hungary-s-pledges-on-media-law/
https://net.jogtar.hu/jogszabaly?docid=a1000185.tv
https://444.hu/2015/08/25/belso-szerkesztoi-utasitasra-nem-szerepelhetnek-gyerekek-a-kozszolgalati-teve-menekultes-anyagaiban/
https://24.hu/fn/gazdasag/2019/10/15/coca-cola-birsag/
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://www.euractiv.com/section/future-eu/news/brussels-happy-with-hungary-s-pledges-on-media-law/
https://www.euractiv.com/section/future-eu/news/brussels-happy-with-hungary-s-pledges-on-media-law/
https://www.euractiv.com/section/future-eu/news/brussels-happy-with-hungary-s-pledges-on-media-law/
https://net.jogtar.hu/jogszabaly?docid=a1000185.tv
https://net.jogtar.hu/jogszabaly?docid=a1000185.tv
https://444.hu/2015/08/25/belso-szerkesztoi-utasitasra-nemszerepelhetnek-gyerekek-a-kozszolgalati-tevemenekultes-anyagaiban/
https://444.hu/2015/08/25/belso-szerkesztoi-utasitasra-nemszerepelhetnek-gyerekek-a-kozszolgalati-tevemenekultes-anyagaiban/
https://444.hu/2015/08/25/belso-szerkesztoi-utasitasra-nemszerepelhetnek-gyerekek-a-kozszolgalati-tevemenekultes-anyagaiban/
https://444.hu/2015/08/25/belso-szerkesztoi-utasitasra-nemszerepelhetnek-gyerekek-a-kozszolgalati-tevemenekultes-anyagaiban/
https://24.hu/fn/gazdasag/2019/10/15/coca-cola-birsag/
https://24.hu/fn/gazdasag/2019/10/15/coca-cola-birsag/


7

D
IV

ER
SI

TY
 E

U
R

O
P

E

Benjamin RIZZO (MT)
Financial and management consultant
President, Civil Society Committee with-
in the Malta Council for Economic and 
Social Development (MCESD)
Vice-President, Malta Federation of Pro-
fessional Associations
Vice-President, European Council of Lib-
eral Professions

Journalism and the media are known 
as the fourth pillar of any democracy: 
independent, fact-based and relia-
ble journalism is something that any 
country depends on.

3rd May 2021 was the 30th anniversary 
of UNESCO’s World Press Freedom 
Day and it acts as a reminder to gov-
ernments of the need to respect their 
commitment to press freedom. It is 
also a day for media professionals to 
reflect on issues of press freedom and 
professional ethics. This year’s theme 

“Information as a Public Good” served 
as a call to affirm the importance of 
cherishing information as a public 
good and explored what can be done 
during the production, distribution 
and reception of content to strength-
en journalism.

In Malta, this day was followed by a 
statement from the Institute of Mal-
tese Journalists (IGM1) warning the 
authorities and social media users 
against attempting to use the pan-
demic to restrict press freedom or si-
lence debate. This warning was issued 
because advertising in the local media 
had reached very low levels due to 
restrictions linked to the pandemic. 
Adverts were mostly published by 
the government and authorities con-
trolled by government.

PEN Malta2 (a social NGO for journal-
ists) meanwhile called on the Maltese 
Government to stop suppressing in-
formation and to eradicate all obsta-

cles for independent news organisa-
tions, many of which are financially 
crippled because of the pandemic. It 
was becoming apparent that certain 
ministers were only giving their atten-
tion to sympathetic media outlets.
 
Reporters without Borders compile 
a yearly World Press Freedom Index3.  
For 2021 Malta is in 81st place world-
wide, followed by European countries 
Bulgaria in 112th place and preceded 
by Poland (64th) and Greece (70th). This 
is bad news for Malta, and I look at 
Norway, which is first on the list.
 
The killing of the journalist Daph-
ne Caruana Galizia, three years ago, 
shook the Maltese population and the 
local media world. It cast a dark shad-
ow over journalism and Malta. Persons 
associated with this murder have been 
charged in court. The story of this 
murder and details of what happened 
behind the scenes are still being un-
veiled, leading to other stories. We all 
wish and hope that this will never hap-
pen again and that all journalists will 
be safe to do their job unhindered. The 
government should try to appease the 
requests coming from IGM and all me-
dia outlets, in order to strengthen this 
very important pillar of democracy.

Benjamin Rizzo  © EESC

© wellphoto, Shutterstock

1. Institute of Maltese Journalists, https://igm.mt/ 
2.  PEN Malta, https://penmalta.org/ 
3. RSF, 2021 World Press Freedom Index: Journalism, 
the vaccine against disinformation, blocked in more 
than 130 countries, https://rsf.org/en/2021-world-
press-freedom-index-journalism-vaccine-against-
disinformation-blocked-more-130-countries

Journalism in Malta 2021

market is dominated by the Central 
European Press and Media Foundation 
(KESMA), an Orbán-ally conglomerate 
comprising nearly 500 media groups.

Nevertheless, the European executive 
has made it clear that it does not con-
sider this to be the case and does not 
deem the current legislative frame-
work sufficient to enable it to act.

One way forward is to secure more 

direct financing for independent re-

porting, investigative projects and ex-

change programmes enabling young 

journalists to gain experience in out-

lets abroad.

 

As an advisory body to the European 

Commission and the co-legislators, 

the EESC can play a role in amplifying 

those voices.

 

However, whether such calls are tak-

en seriously and the value of press 

freedom enshrined in the Treaties is 

protected ultimately lies in the hands 

of those who are supposed to guard 

them. 

https://igm.mt/
https://penmalta.org/
https://rsf.org/en/2021-world-press-freedom-index-journalism-vaccine-against-disinformation-blocked-more-130-countries
https://igm.mt/
https://penmalta.org/
https://rsf.org/en/2021-world-press-freedom-index-journalism-vaccine-against-disinformation-blocked-more-130-countries
https://rsf.org/en/2021-world-press-freedom-index-journalism-vaccine-against-disinformation-blocked-more-130-countries
https://rsf.org/en/2021-world-press-freedom-index-journalism-vaccine-against-disinformation-blocked-more-130-countries
http://www.coface-eu.org/ 
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Press freedom in Europe: a challenge for all the Member States

Julian PLOTTKA
Senior Researcher, Institut für Eu-
ropäische Politik (IEP), Berlin
Research Associate, Passau University

Even if Europe is still the continent 
with the freest and most diverse 
media based on international com-
parisons, developments within the 
EU are now deeply concerning. The 
World Press Freedom Index 20211  
considers the situation in five EU 
Member States to be “problematic”, 
and in only seven countries is press 
freedom rated as “very good”. In oth-
er words, 20 EU Member States are 
called upon to take specific steps to 
strengthen media freedom and diver-
sity. These now include established 
democracies such as Germany and 
France. Where governments lack the 
political will to take such steps, EU 
bodies are urged to guarantee the up-
holding of European values.

The risks and challenges are manifold: 
journalists are subject to verbal and 
physical threats, or are being injured 
and murdered. Governments are 
making it easier to bring cases against 
journalists, undermining the inde-
pendence of oversight bodies, con-
trolling state advertising, and using 

tax law or personal contacts to influ-
ence the media. Using such methods, 
governments in the EU – and not just 
the committed autocrats – are gradu-
ally eroding democracy.

The digital revolution is also causing a 
slump in revenues, forcing tradition-
al mass media to make cost savings, 
and worsening the employment sit-
uation of journalists. But high-quality 
journalism is not possible without fi-
nancial underpinning. Concentration 
processes to reduce costs threaten 
the diversity of the media offer, the 
greatest challenge being posed by US 
internet companies.

Adequate attention is being paid at 
EU level to the threat to media free-
dom and diversity. The Commission 

has launched a series of initiatives, 
the European Parliament regularly 
highlights the issue, and the Commis-
sion’s Rule of Law Report addresses it. 
The real challenge is now to achieve 
concrete reform in the Member 
States. Hence the importance of the 
EESC’s planned own-initiative opinion 
(SOC/6352) on Securing media free-
dom and diversity in Europe. 

But for the situation to finally improve 
it is not enough for pressure to be 
exerted at EU level alone. Civil soci-
ety is therefore urged in all Member 
States – including the seven countries 
that are not directly affected at pres-
ent – to put the issue on the political 
agenda. The EESC should use the Con-
ference on the Future of Europe3 as an 
opportunity to increase awareness. 

The aim must be to encourage re-
forms in the 15 Member States in 
which the situation is only “fairly 
good”. New EU programmes and civil 
society action plans also provide op-
portunities to strengthen the exist-
ing commitment to enhance media 
freedom and diversity. In addition, 
the EESC and civil society must join 
the European Parliament in pushing 
for the now available EU rule of law 
mechanism, which would enable 
the EU to withhold EU funding from  
Member States in breach of the rule of 
law, to be deployed as soon as possi-
ble so as to also guarantee press free-
dom in the five countries where the 
situation is problematic.

Julian PLOTTKA  © Private

1. REPORTERS WITHOUT BORDERS, 2021 
World Press Freedom Index, https://rsf.org/en/
ranking/2021
2. EESC, opinion SOC/635, https://europa.
eu/!QM38xp 
3. Conference on the Future of Europe, https://

futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en© Brian A Jackson, Shutterstock

https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/securing-media-freedom-and-diversity-europe-own-initiative-opinion
https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://rsf.org/en/ranking/2021
https://europa.eu/!QM38xp
https://europa.eu/!QM38xp
https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
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Empower citizens to impact on the future of Europe, a comment by  
Kinga Joó with regard to the 2021 ECI Day 

Kinga JOÓ (HU)
Vice-President, Diversity Europe Group
Vice-President, National Association of 
Large Families (NOE)
President, Social Responsibility Board, 
National Cooperation Fund (NEA)

The European Citizens’ Initiative (ECI1) 
is a tool for participatory democracy at 
European level that empowers citizens 
to impact on the future of Europe. It was 
introduced by the Lisbon Treaty and has 
been in force since 2012.

Because the rules proved challenging 
for ECI initiators, they were revamped 

last year and as a result the ECI, which 
seemed to be losing steam, is now find-
ing a new lease of life, with as many as 
13 ECIs currently gathering support.

The examination procedure for success-
ful initiatives under the new Regulation 
opened the door for more opportu-
nities for dialogue, notably with de-
bates on successful initiatives in plenary  
sessions in the European Parliament 
and, the Committee of Regions, as 

well as in the EESC, which had already  
started this practice under the previous 
regulation.

While few ECIs have made it to the end 
and even some successful ones have 
not translated into legislation, two 
of them, Right to Water2 and Stop 

Glyphosate3, have had encouraging 
outcomes, which we discussed at the 
ECI Day4 this year. The 10th edition of 
the ECI Day took place exceptionally 
online and over two days.

3 June was a full day of debates on the 
ECI instrument, focusing on aspects 
that are key to making ECIs more pow-
erful and strengthening participatory 
democracy at EU level. On 4 June, the 
organisers of ongoing initiatives were 

given the floor to present their initia-
tives.

With the yearly organisation of the ECI 
Day, the EESC has gained an impor-
tant role in making the voice of the  
citizens heard and impacting the  
future of Europe.

Kinga Joó  ©EESC

1. European Citizen Initiative, https://europa.eu/
citizens-initiative/_en 
2. On 12 January 2021, the revised Drinking Water 
Directive entered into force: Member States are 
required to improve access to water for all, especially 
for vulnerable and marginalised groups – follow-up 
to the ECI “Water and sanitation are a human right!”
3. On 27 March 2021, Regulation (EU) 2019/1381 
on the transparency and sustainability of the EU 
risk assessment in the food chain (Transparency 
Regulation) became applicable – follow-up to the 
ECI “Ban glyphosate and protect people and the 
environment from toxic pesticides”.
4. EESC, ECI Day 2021, https://europa.eu/!Ub37gg © EESC

MEMBERS COMMENT ON CURRENT AFFAIRS

https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/_en
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/initiatives/details/2012/000003_en
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/initiatives/details/2017/000002_en
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/initiatives/details/2017/000002_en
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/agenda/our-events/events/eci-day-2021
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/_en
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/_en
https://europa.eu/!Ub37gg


10

JU
N

E 
20

21

 
MEMBERS IN THE SPOTLIGHT
Kerli Ats speaks in debate on animal caging

Kerli ATS (ET)
Director, Central Union of Estonian 
Farmers

On 15 April, Diversity Europe Group 
Member Kerli Ats participated in a 
public hearing jointly organised by 
the European Parliament’s Commit-
tees on Agriculture and Rural Devel-
opment and on Petitions regarding 
the European Citizens’ Initiative 
(ECI1) “End the Cage Age2“. The debate 
was opened by the committees’ chairs, 
Norbert Lins and Dolors Montserrat, 
along with Commission Vice-Presi-
dent for Values and Transparency Věra 
Jourová.

Ms Ats pointed out that the EESC had 
been the first EU institution to invite 
the ECI’s organisers to a public debate 
in January 2020, but had not taken 
an official position regarding animal 
caging yet. “However, the EESC has 
been calling for a comprehensive  

European food policy for years to 
enable the transition to more sustain-
able food systems and ensure the ef-
fective implementation of the 17 Sus-
tainable Development Goals3,” said 
Ms Ats. “Animal health and welfare are 
key points in this vision for the future.”

During her speech, Ms Ats stressed 
that EU farming communities urgently 
needed to be supported in the tran-

sition to a more sustainable livestock 
sector that continues to meet con-
sumers’ expectations while maintain-
ing high standards of food safety, 
and animal health and welfare. “We 
need to be given a reasonable amount 
of time and support to restructure,” 
said Ms Ats.

According to Ms Ats, this hearing will 
show that it is really in the interest of so-
ciety in general to have fair food prices 
and competition for EU farmers with re-
spect to external competitors. “EU leg-
islation has the highest standards of 
animal wellbeing in the world” she 
said. Closing her speech, Ms Ats wel-
comed the fact that the EU institutional 
partners had to address the issue raised 
by this successful ECI.

The whole debate is available at: 
https://multimedia.europarl.europa.
eu/en/agri-peti_20210415-0900-
COMMITTEE-AGRI_vd 

1. European Citizen Initiative, https://europa.eu/
citizens-initiative/_en
2. ECI, End the Cage Age, https://europa.
eu/!nd83RR 
3. United Nations, 17 SDGs, https://sdgs.un.org/
goals 
4. POLIS, webinar on Clean cities, healthy citizens: 
cutting vehicle emissions, https://polisnetwork.civi-
go.net/civicrm/event/info?reset=1&id=157 
5. POLIS, network for cities and regions for transport 
innovation, https://www.polisnetwork.eu/ 
6. EESC, opinion NAT/815, https://europa.
eu/!JH44kn 

Using citizens’ science for the climate

Kęstutis KUPŠYS, LT
Representative, Alliance of Lithuanian 
Consumer Organisations

On 21 April 2021, our Member Kęstutis 
Kupšys spoke at the webinar4 “Clean 
cities, healthy citizens: cutting vehi-
cle emissions”, organised by POLIS5, 
the network of European cities and  
regions for transport innovation.

Referring to his work, as co-rapporteur, 
on the ongoing EESC opinion a New 
EU strategy on adaptation to climate 
change (NAT/8156), he described the 
importance of citizens’ science at 

local level, in response to deteriorat-
ing air quality and rising greenhouse 
gas emissions.

The citizens’ science phenomenon 
gained prominence recently as part 
of the clean air campaign. The availa-
bility of low-cost measurement tech-
niques enabled citizens to test air, soil 
or water quality in their neighbour-

Activist installing NO2 measurement tube, Vilnius, Lithuania  
©Lithuanian Consumer Organisations

Kerli Ats ©EU 

https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/_en
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/initiatives/details/2018/000004_en
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
https://multimedia.europarl.europa.eu/en/agri-peti_20210415-0900-COMMITTEE-AGRI_vd
https://multimedia.europarl.europa.eu/en/agri-peti_20210415-0900-COMMITTEE-AGRI_vd
https://multimedia.europarl.europa.eu/en/agri-peti_20210415-0900-COMMITTEE-AGRI_vd
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/_en
https://europa.eu/citizens-initiative/_en
https://europa.eu/!nd83RR
https://europa.eu/!nd83RR
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
https://sdgs.un.org/goals
https://polisnetwork.civi-go.net/civicrm/event/info?reset=1&id=157
https://polisnetwork.civi-go.net/civicrm/event/info?reset=1&id=157
https://www.polisnetwork.eu/
https://europa.eu/!JH44kn
https://europa.eu/!JH44kn
https://polisnetwork.civi-go.net/civicrm/event/info?reset=1&id=157
https://www.polisnetwork.eu/
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/new-eu-strategy-adaptation-climate-change
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hoods directly. Mr Kupšys empha-
sised the importance of citizens’ find-
ings: firstly, they provide evidence to 
underpin the defence of their environ-
mental rights in collective grassroots 
campaigns, and secondly, they offer a 
widespread pool of affordable “on the 
ground” data collection techniques to 
support the monitoring of climate 
change effects and adaptation.

Mr Kupšys provided an example from 
the campaign he led in 2020 – nitro-
gen dioxide monitoring in Vilnius, 
Lithuania (see the results map here: 
https://bit.ly/Vilnius_NO2). The cam-
paign was extended to two more Lith-
uanian cities and it included, together 
with regional partners, locations in 
Poland and Slovakia. Almost 500 NO2 
measurement tubes were installed. 

“Levels of nitrogen oxides were either 
above allowed limits or just below 
them. The most worrying thing to me 
was to learn that in several instances, 
the highest pollutant concentrations 
were observed next to schools or lei-

sure spots”, Mr Kupšys said. In his 
view, awareness raising and support 
for citizens’ initiatives are crucial to 
securing the broader public’s accept-
ance of climate change adaptation 
and mitigation policies.

NO2 measurement tubes ©Lithuanian Consumer Organisations

For more information on the 2021 EESC Civil Society Prize visit the website 
of the Committee at: https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/agenda/our-events/
events/eesc-civil-society-prize-2021 

prize, as well as the contest rules and 
the on-line application form, are avail-
able on the EESC website at following 
address: http://www.eesc.europa.eu/
civilsocietyprize/

The 2021 Civil Society 
Prize: Climate Action 

The twelfth edition of the EESC Civil 
Society Prize has been launched.

The specific theme of the 2021 edition 
is Climate Action. The prize, which has 
a total value of EUR 50 000 and can 
be shared among up to five winners, 
will reward effective, innovative and 
creative initiatives carried out by civil 
society organisations and/or individu-
als on the territory of the EU which aim 
to promote a just transition towards 
a low-carbon and climate-resilient 
economy.

The deadline for entries is 30 June 
2021. Detailed information about the 

We warmly invite you to spread the 
word about the prize and look forward 
to receiving your application if you are 
eligible.

https://bit.ly/Vilnius_NO2
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/agenda/our-events/events/eesc-civil-society-prize-2021
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/agenda/our-events/events/eesc-civil-society-prize-2021
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/civilsocietyprize/
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/civilsocietyprize/
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HIGHLIGHTS FROM THE LAST PLENARY SESSION
Conference on the Future of Europe: a unique opportunity to reconnect 
and engage with citizens

Presenting the resolution, rapporteurs 
Stefano Mallia, Employers’ Group pres-
ident, Oliver Röpke, Workers’ Group 
president, and Séamus Boland, Diver-
sity Europe Group president, agreed 
that the Conference gives Europe a 
unique opportunity to reconnect and 
engage with European citizens, and to 
let citizens have a meaningful say on 
their common future.

Mr Boland said that one outcome of 
the Conference2 should be the recog-
nition by European and national au-
thorities that “civil society are guardi-
ans of the common good, integral to 
identifying solutions and to building 
trust, shaping public opinion and act-
ing as positive agents of change”.

In the following general discussion, 
EESC Members reiterated that civil so-
ciety ideas and recommendations 
needed to have a real impact on 
future EU actions. Several Members 

On 27 April, the EESC’s plenary held a 
debate on the Committee’s resolution 
on the Conference on the Future of 
Europe – A new narrative for Eu-
rope1. The debate was opened by EESC 
president Christa Schweng, who high-
lighted the vital importance that the 
Conference make concrete and meas-
urable progress and not just consist of 
non-binding discussions with citizens 
that lead nowhere. Ms Schweng said 
the Conference’s timeframe imposes 
limitations on all participants, but it 
should be seen as the starting point 
of a continuous process for greater 
engagement with Europe’s citizens.

of the Diversity Europe Group took the 
floor

Vice-president Jan Dirx said “My nar-
rative is that the EU only has a future if 
that future is fully democratic, with all 
the values that go with it”.

According to Lidija Pavić-Rogošić, 
the resolution was an important ex-
pression of the Committee’s commit-
ment to actively participate in and 
contribute to the Conference process. 

Tymoteusz Zych called for an inclu-
sive Conference framework, saying 
that “Europe is diverse in terms of so-
cial, legal, economic and political per-
spectives. Therefore, the framework 
should be as inclusive as possible”.

Following the debate, the EESC plena-
ry adopted the resolution. The com-
plete debate is available at: https://
fb.watch/5BToAXNN1b/ and https://
fb.watch/5BTqlnOFrb/.

New EU transport strategy must ensure progress on connectivity, working 
conditions and alternative fuels

anchored in the European Green 
Deal5“ and “sets out a roadmap to put 
transport on the right track for the fu-
ture”. Ms Vălean’s speech was followed 
by a general debate with EESC Mem-
bers, in which Diversity Europe Group 
Members Baiba Miltoviča, John Comer 
and Jarmila Dubravská took the floor.

Baiba Miltoviča, president of the TEN 
Section6, emphasised that the trans-
port sector was one of the hardest hit 
by the COVID-19 crisis. In this context, 
she said: “We need to ensure that the 
strategy promotes better social con-
ditions for workers, in particular 

On 28 April, EESC Members had the 
opportunity to discuss the European 
Commission’s new Strategy for Sus-
tainable and Smart Mobility3 with 
Adina Vălean, European Commis-
sioner for Transport. 

The debate followed the adoption of 
the EESC opinion TEN/729 on this 
strategy, which, inter alia, welcomes 
the fact that the new transport strat-
egy puts the focus on Sustainable and 
Smart Mobility.4 

In her speech, the Commissioner re-
affirmed that the strategy is “firmly 

in the aviation sector, as well as ade-
quate EU financing, ensuring that no 
consumer groups suffer from the 
transformation of the transport sector, 
whether they live in a rural area or be-
long to a vulnerable group”.

1. EESC, A New Narrative for Europe - The EESC 
resolution on the Conference on the Future of 
Europe, https://europa.eu/!kU77My 
2. Conference on the Future of Europe, https://
futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en 
3. EUR-Lex, COM/2020/789 final, https://europa.
eu/!Qj89Vu 
4. EESC, Strategy for sustainable and smart mobility, 
https://europa.eu/!wM63tC
5. European Commission, A European Green Deal, 
https://europa.eu/!Tr74bn 
6. EESC, TEN Section, https://europa.eu/!kn94kX 

Séamus Boland  ©EESC

https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/documents/resolution/new-narrative-europe-eesc-resolution-conference-future-europe
https://fb.watch/5BToAXNN1b/
https://fb.watch/5BToAXNN1b/
https://fb.watch/5BTqlnOFrb/
https://fb.watch/5BTqlnOFrb/
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/european-green-deal_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/european-green-deal_en
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/sections-other-bodies/sections-commission/transport-energy-infrastructure-and-information-society-ten
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/sections-other-bodies/sections-commission/transport-energy-infrastructure-and-information-society-ten
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52020DC0789
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52020DC0789
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/strategy-sustainable-and-smart-mobility
https://europa.eu/!kU77My
https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
https://futureu.europa.eu/?locale=en
https://europa.eu/!Qj89Vu
https://europa.eu/!Qj89Vu
https://europa.eu/!wM63tC
https://europa.eu/!Tr74bn
https://europa.eu/!kn94kX
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1.  EESC, information report NAT/805, https://
europa.eu/!NM73pg 
2.  EESC, opinion INT/926, https://europa.
eu/!pF84mm 
3. Portuguese Presidency of the Council of the EU, 
Porto Social Summit, https://www.2021portugal.
eu/en/porto-social-summit/ 
4. European Commission, European Pillar of Social 
Rights Action Plan, https://europa.eu/!kt34bC 
5. European Commission, The EU Strategy on 
the Rights of the Child and the European Child 
Guarantee, https://europa.eu/!yJ94Nk 
6. European Commission, European Social 
Fund Plus, https://ec.europa.eu/esf/main.
jsp?catId=62&langId=en 
7. EESC, Social Economy Category, https://europa.
eu/!ht47UK 
8. EESC, European Civil Society Working in 
Partnership for our Sustainable Future - EESC 
contribution to the Porto Social Summit, https://
europa.eu/!tr94HT 

Adina Vălean  ©EESC

Jarmila Dubravská stressed the im-
portance of transport for the produc-
tion and distribution of agricultural 
products. She wondered how the EU 

John Comer highlighted the situation 
of rural areas in Europe, where iso-
lation, partly caused by insufficient 
services, is a major cause of concern. 
There is the fear, he said, “that the sus-
tainable mobility targets may only be 
achieved with significant compromis-
es to lifestyle”. The European Commis-
sion had the responsibility to allay the 
fears of citizens and to present them 
with affordable alternatives for the 
transition towards sustainable mo-
bility.

could achieve competitiveness in 
this sector. Ms Dubravská also asked 
about the Commission’s approach to 
alternative fuels, to which Ms Vălean 
replied by highlighting the establish-
ment of alliances for batteries1, hy-
drogen2 and possibly for alternative 
sustainable fuels, which would allow 
stakeholders to submit their contribu-
tions on these topics.

The complete debate is available at: 
https://fb.watch/5JNKskFIVu/ 

European Pillar of Social Rights Action Plan took centre stage in a series 
of debates

omy businesses could play in creating 
decent jobs as part of the recovery 
from the COVID-19 pandemic. He said 
that this role needed to be recognised 
and supported. 

On the first day of the plenary session, 
27 April, EESC members held a debate 
with the Commissioner for Jobs and 
Social Rights, Nicolas Schmit, on the 
Action Plan for the EPSR, the upcom-
ing EU Action Plan for Social Economy 
and the Porto Summit.

In this context, the Committee also 
presented and adopted a resolu-
tion8 on its contribution to the Porto 
Summit. In the resolution, the EESC 
states that all citizens must be able to 
participate in, identify with and find 
hope in the EPSR’s vision and future 
implementation, through the active 
engagement of civil society. In the 
Committee’s view, the Porto Summit 
was “an opportunity to demonstrate 
that the EU and Member States act 
together with its citizens and for their 
well-being, leaving nobody behind.”

In the run-up to the Porto Social Sum-
mit3 on 7-8 May, the aim of which was 
to strengthen the commitment of 
Member States, European institutions, 
social partners and civil society to the 
implementation of the Action Plan for 
the European Pillar of Social Rights4  
(EPSR), the EESC and the Diversity Eu-
rope Group held a series of debates to 
prepare their contributions.

The Group’s preparatory meeting for 
the April plenary session included a 
presentation by Santina Bertulessi, 
Deputy Head of Unit and political ad-
visor in the Cabinet of Commissioner 
Nicolas Schmit. The presentation on 
“Poverty reduction through the EPSR 
and the Social Economy Action Plan: 
opportunities and challenges?” was 
followed by a brief exchange between 
Ms Bertulessi and members of the 
Group.

Kinga Joó, vice-president of the 
Group, spoke about the need to tackle 
the roots of poverty with a multi-gen-
erational approach targeting all mem-
bers of families. She said that efforts to 
end child poverty in Europe needed 
to be stepped up beyond the Child 
Guarantee5  and ESF+6.

Giuseppe Guerini, spokesperson for 
the EESC’s Social Economy Category7, 
highlighted the role that social econ-

Speaking to the plenary, Commis-
sioner Schmit said: “One priority of 
the Porto Summit and the Action Plan 
is to revive social dialogue and em-
power social partners”. He saw many 
reasons to call for a more social Eu-
rope, ranging from the changes in 
the world of work to the devastating 
blows of the COVID-19 pandemic. The 
commissioner explained that the Ac-
tion Plan was intended to improve the 
living and working conditions of the 
most disadvantaged and vulnerable 
groups in society.

Several Diversity Europe members 
engaged in the debate with the com-
missioner following his address. The 
Diversity Europe Group president, 
Séamus Boland, who was also one 

Nicolas Schmit  ©EESC

https://europa.eu/!NM73pg
https://europa.eu/!NM73pg
https://europa.eu/!pF84mm
https://europa.eu/!pF84mm
https://www.2021portugal.eu/en/porto-social-summit/
http://portugal.eu/en/porto-social-summit/
http://portugal.eu/en/porto-social-summit/
https://europa.eu/!kt34bC
https://europa.eu/!yJ94Nk
https://ec.europa.eu/esf/main.jsp?catId=62&langId=en
https://ec.europa.eu/esf/main.jsp?catId=62&langId=en
https://europa.eu/!ht47UK
https://europa.eu/!ht47UK
https://europa.eu/!tr94HT
https://europa.eu/!tr94HT
https://fb.watch/5JNKskFIVu/
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/documents/resolution/european-civil-society-working-partnership-our-sustainable-future-eesc-contribution-porto-social-summit
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/documents/resolution/european-civil-society-working-partnership-our-sustainable-future-eesc-contribution-porto-social-summit
https://www.2021portugal.eu/en/porto-social-summit/
https://www.2021portugal.eu/en/porto-social-summit/
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/economy-works-people/jobs-growth-and-investment/european-pillar-social-rights/european-pillar-social-rights-action-plan_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/economy-works-people/jobs-growth-and-investment/european-pillar-social-rights/european-pillar-social-rights-action-plan_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/policies/justice-and-fundamental-rights/rights-child/eu-strategy-rights-child-and-european-child-guarantee_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/policies/justice-and-fundamental-rights/rights-child/eu-strategy-rights-child-and-european-child-guarantee_en
https://ec.europa.eu/esf/main.jsp?catId=62&langId=en
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/members-groups/categories/social-economy-category
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cies. In this context, he highlighted a 
problem: “Some national recovery and 
resilience plans are based on specific 
measures that run the risk of becom-
ing a new path of exclusion. We are 
counting on the Commission to make 
the European strategies for equali-
ty a guideline for national plans.”

The EESC’s TEN Section2 president  
Baiba Miltoviča welcomed the fact 
that principle 20 of the EPSR reaf-
firmed the right to access essential ser-
vices like housing. “We need to opera-
tionalise the Renovation Wave for 
Europe to ensure appropriate funding 
and implementation measures and re-
inforce local actions to tackle energy 
poverty”, she said.

The last member to speak from the Di-
versity Europe Group was Ágnes Cser. 
She highlighted the importance of 
communication in bringing Europe 
closer to its citizens. “We have to speak 
to citizens in their mother tongues and 
need to find the means of communica-
tion that reaches everybody”, she said. 
Ms Cser also asked for information on 
the budget to be allocated to a Euro-
pean Health Union3, a proposal by the 
Commission. 

of the rapporteurs for the EESC res-
olution, said: “The Social Pillar must 
take more account of the medium to 
longer term impact of the pandemic 
on European health systems. COV-
ID-19 has clearly illustrated that health 
can have a direct impact on economic 
and social stability. In implementing 
the Pillar, increased and sustainable 
investments must be made by Mem-
ber States to upgrade public health 
services and infrastructure, and to im-
prove coordination on public health 
within and among Member States.”

Alain Coheur, president of the Com-
mittee’s INT Section1, said: “We are 
more than ever at a crossroads. We 
must act as architects of the world of 
today and of future generations, to not 
miss the window of opportunity that 
has opened. In the light of the disaster 
we are experiencing, the logic of social 
spending and the imposition of aus-
terity must be replaced by a positive 
logic of social investments.”

Pietro Vittorio Barbieri, vice-presi-
dent of the Group, explained that so-
cial inclusion was built through specif-
ic measures for groups experiencing 
discrimination or social exclusion, as 
well as through mainstreaming poli-

On 28 April, the EESC also hosted a 
high-level online conference4 enti-
tled “Porto Social Summit – New im-
petus to Europe’s social commitment”, 
to discuss the importance of social 
Europe, the key elements of the EPSR, 
and its implementation at EU and na-
tional level. Diversity Europe President 
Séamus Boland and other members of 
the group contributed to it.

Mr Boland said: “There is a necessity 
for the European Pillar of Social Rights 
Action Plan to become an effective 
tool to allow all actors to work in part-
nership and build more equal, inclu-
sive and resilient European com-
munities and societies. This implies 
engaging with all sections of society, 
including the most marginalised.”

Finally, at the High-Level Confer-
ence of the Porto Social Summit on  
7 May, EESC representatives expressed 
the Committee’s dedication to foster-
ing economic and social reconstruc-
tion by putting people at the heart 
of policies. More information can be 
found on the EESC website at: https://
europa.eu/!cr88fX

The complete plenary debate with 
Commissioner Nicolas Schmit is  
available at: https://fb.watch/5JN-
LAw2i8X/ 

1. Section for the Single Market, Production and 
Consumption (INT)
2. Section for Transport, Energy, Infrastructure and 
the Information Society (TEN)
3. European Commission, European Health Union, 
https://europa.eu/!VT48Dt 
4. EESC, conference, Porto Social Summit – a New 
Impetus to Europe’s social commitment, https://
europa.eu/!cH96PM 

Alain Coheur  ©EESC

UPCOMING EVENTS

30/06/2021
Webinar “Age of inequality: Youth in times of COVID-19”

Baiba Miltoviča  ©EESC

https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/promoting-our-european-way-life/european-health-union_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/strategy/priorities-2019-2024/promoting-our-european-way-life/european-health-union_en
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/agenda/our-events/events/porto-social-summit-new-impetus-europes-social-commitment
https://europa.eu/!cr88fX
https://europa.eu/!cr88fX
https://fb.watch/5JNLAw2i8X/
https://fb.watch/5JNLAw2i8X/
https://europa.eu/!VT48Dt
https://europa.eu/!cH96PM
https://europa.eu/!cH96PM
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OVERVIEW OF RECENT WORK 
BY OUR MEMBERS
The last EESC plenary session took place from 27 and 28 April, in a fully remote format. The EESC plenary adopted 29 opin-
ions and 2 information reports, 15 of which were drafted by Members of the Diversity Europe Group. A list of the recent 
work can be found below.

Bernardo HERNÁNDEZ BATALLER (ES), rapporteur, INT/9221 A new consumer agenda

Cristian PÎRVULESCU (RO), rapporteur, SOC/6662 A Union of equality: EU anti-racism action plan 2020-2025

Elena-Alexandra CALISTRU (RO), rapporteur for TEN/7313 Media and Audiovisual Action Plan and SOC/6744 European Judi-
cial Training Strategy 2021-2024

Giuseppe GUERINI (IT), rapporteur for INT/9255 The role of social economy in the creation of jobs and in the implementation 
of the European Pillar of Social Rights and INT/9216 Regulation on European data governance

Ioannis VARDAKASTANIS (EL), rapporteur, SOC/6657 Building a European Health Union

Ionuţ SIBIAN (RO), rapporteur, SOC/6678 Union of Equality: LGBTIQ Equality Strategy 2020-2025

Joâo Diogo DE CASTRO NABAIS DOS SANTOS (PT), rapporteur, INT/9329 Digitalisation of justice

John COMER (IE), co-rapporteur, NAT/80710 Chemicals Strategy for Sustainability Towards a Toxic-Free Environment

José Manuel ROCHE RAMO (ES), rapporteur, NAT/80511 Evaluation on Directive on the Sustainable Use of Pesticides (Infor-
mation report)

Martin Josef SCHAFFENRATH (AT), rapporteur, INT/92612 Pharmaceutical strategy

Maurizio MENSI (IT), rapporteur, TEN/73013 Cybersecurity and Resilience of Critical Entities

Rudolf KOLBE (AT), rapporteur for INT/90414 Liberal Professions 4.0 and INT/92715 Action plan/intellectual property

The complete texts of all EESC opinions are available in various language 
versions on the Committee’s website16.

The next EESC plenary session will take place on 7 and 8 July. For more 
information on the upcoming plenary session please visit our website17.

1. EESC, opinion INT/922, https://europa.eu/!JC76Pc 
2. EESC, opinion SOC/666, https://europa.eu/!xH43QX 
3. EESC, opinion TEN/731, https://europa.eu/!JP78PX 
4. EESC, opinion SOC/674, https://europa.eu/!Tp66mr 
5. EESC, opinion INT/925, https://europa.eu/!Xm44fP 
6. EESC, opinion INT/921, https://europa.eu/!PN68TT 
7. EESC, opinion SOC/665, https://europa.eu/!Kr44VF 
8. EESC, opinion SOC/667, https://europa.eu/!BW43rC 
9. EESC, opinion INT/932, https://europa.eu/!qw38kG 
10. EESC, opinion NAT/807, https://europa.eu/!pc49hV 
11. EESC, information report NAT/805, https://europa.
eu/!NM73pg 
12. EESC, opinion INT/926, https://europa.eu/!pF84mm 
13. EESC, opinion TEN/730, https://europa.eu/!MV36KC 
14. EESC, opinion INT/904, https://europa.eu/!WY69tg 
15. EESC, opinion INT/921, https://europa.eu/!pf84Yh 
16. EESC, opinions, https://europa.eu/!wF86wY
17. EESC, plenary sessions, https://europa.eu/!Dg84qG 
18. EESC, Diversity Europe Group, News, New work 
appointments – April 2021, https://europa.eu/!fM64NR

A list including all new work appointments of Diversity Europe Group 
Members is available on the Committee’s website18.

https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/new-consumer-agenda
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/union-equality-eu-anti-racism-action-plan-2020-2025
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/media-and-audiovisual-action-plan
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/european-judicial-training-strategy-2021-2024
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/role-social-economy-creation-jobs-and-implementation-european-pillar-social-rights
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/regulation-european-data-governance
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/building-european-health-union
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/union-equality-lgbtiq-equality-strategy-2020-2025
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/digitalisation-justice
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/chemicals-strategy-sustainability-towards-toxic-free-environment
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/information-reports/evaluation-directive-sustainable-use-pesticides-information-report
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/pharmaceutical-strategy
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/cybersecurity-and-resilience-critical-entities
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/liberal-professions-40
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions/action-planintellectual-property
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/our-work/opinions-information-reports/opinions
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/en/agenda/plenary-sessions
https://europa.eu/!JC76Pc
https://europa.eu/!xH43QX
https://europa.eu/!JP78PX
https://europa.eu/!Tp66mr
https://europa.eu/!Xm44fP
https://europa.eu/!PN68TT
https://europa.eu/!Kr44VF
https://europa.eu/!BW43rC
https://europa.eu/!qw38kG
https://europa.eu/!pc49hV
https://europa.eu/!NM73pg
https://europa.eu/!NM73pg
https://europa.eu/!pF84mm
https://europa.eu/!MV36KC
https://europa.eu/!WY69tg
https://europa.eu/!pf84Yh
https://europa.eu/!wF86wY
https://europa.eu/!Dg84qG
https://europa.eu/!fM64NR
https://www.eesc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/files/new_works_-_april_2021.pdf
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