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One year on: taking stock!
A year ago, when I put myself forward for
the position of Vice President, I promised to
work towards creating a genuine culture of
communication in every part of the EESC. The
aim was to help make our work more visible to
stakeholders back home and to EU law-makers
in Brussels. One year on I admit it is no easy task.

members through the Communication Group
and national ‘contact points’, we are extending
our reach ‘back home’ through the Going Local
initiative, and in Brussels through increased
contacts with the EP and the Council, and
greater ‘visibility’ of plenary sessions, thanks
mainly to the work of the Presidency team.

My predecessors, Anna Maria Darmanin, Irini
Pari and Jillian Van Turnout, made healthy
strides in the right direction, each bringing their
own brand of expertise, from youth to video
to digital mobile platforms and much more.
My job is to build on that. With the support of

The Communication Department and
information specialists in the Groups, Sections
and others are all stepping up to the mark
in challenging circumstances. During my
mandate we have already updated the
communication strategy, kick-started the

action programme, adapted to the fast-moving
world of social media and are still producing
success stories like Your Europe Your Say, the
Open Doors event and the Civil Society Media
Seminar. We are also supporting the build up
to the European Elections in May and launching
Civil Society Prize this spring. Together with the
Communication Group, we have also achieved
greater harmony in the EESC visual identity and
we try as much as possible to accommodate
the ever-increasing press and media demands
of the challenging political climate in Brussels,
Europe and the world.

INTERVIEW: A socially just and cohesive
Europe based on our values
The Social Platform is the largest platform of European
rights and value-based NGOs working in the social
sector. They aim to promote social justice, equality and
participatory democracy by voicing the concerns of member
organisations. Their work is grounded in a rights based
approach encompassing human dignity , gender equality
and equality for all, respect for diversity, solidarity, freedom,
social justice, sustainability, transparency and participatory
democracy. While the actions of Social Platform focus
primarily on the European Union level, they also support the
promotion of these values at a global level. Their main vision
is to see a society that ensures no one is excluded and where
the well-being, the dignity, and the enforcement of human
rights of its peoples – and in particular people in vulnerable
situations – is the central aim of all policies. Their stated
mission is to advocate for, and raise awareness on, policies
that bring social progress to all in the European Union, a
goal they achieve by mobilizing members and providing
them with a strong voice.
EUROPE III - Social innovation and co-production are
approaches which are much discussed at the present time.
What do you think are the advantages?
Social innovation and co-production can significantly improve
social service delivery and lead to social policy innovation,
provided that they are not used only to save public money
and are meaningful for the beneficiaries they are intended
to address. Indeed, social innovations can contribute to
promoting efficiency and effectiveness in social services and
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policies, but it’s not their raison d’être. It is a way to identify new
or improved solutions to already existing, inadequately met
or emerging social challenges. However, there are some preconditions to be fulfilled: good social innovation comes from
well-funded and well operating environments. Innovation
also involves failures as well as successes. Social innovation
also requires conditions for sustainability - there is no use in
having an idea funded if it is not sustainable nor if the correct
conditions for scaling up are not available/accessible.
EUROPE III - The recent Convention on the Platform against
Poverty continued to highlight the lack of involvement of
stakeholders in constructing the National Reform programmes
and the difficulty of developing structured dialogue from EU,
through national and local level. What are your views on how
this situation could be rectified and developed?
The involvement of civil society, let alone people who
experience poverty, in the processes of the European
Semester is still very disappointing. The purpose of involving
all stakeholders, including social NGOs, should be to ensure
the best possible design, implementation and evaluation of
policies promoting social inclusion and cohesion so as to
generate a maximum positive impact and change. This could
be achieved already partially at EU level by the Commission,
engaging in a more formal consultation for example when
preparing the Annual Growth Survey. To support stakeholder
engagement at national level, European guidelines should be
developed on how to engage with all relevant stakeholders
in the elaboration of National Reform Programmes. But also

Interview

Jane MORRICE (UK)
Vice-President of the EESC
Member of Group III
So, what more can be done? Motivation of
members still remains key. We need to ensure
that those who want to communicate more
can learn from others who are doing well. This
is where internal communication and training
comes in and work is underway to develop that
further. Of course there is still much to do on
Opinions, social media, networking, outreach,
etc. but we also need to be realistic in our
aspirations.
We are not there yet, but we are on our way…
the Treaty of Rome wasn’t built in a day!

Heather Roy
President of the Social Platform

more in general, clear and transparent procedures have to
be developed and applied at all levels to allow for structural
and meaningful stakeholder involvement in developing,
implementing and evaluating policies under the Europe
2020 Strategy. Favourable environments with sustainable
funding for social NGOs need to be created to underpin their
meaningful involvement.
EUROPE III - Given that the number of people experiencing
poverty is increasing how do you think the active inclusion
strategy can realistically be achieved?
Active Inclusion is a key tool to fight poverty and social
exclusion. The Recommendation on Active Inclusion dates
from 2008, but member states are still hardly delivering on its
proper implementation. But the increase of poverty in Europe
goes beyond the active inclusion strategy. It is an issue about
what kind of economic and social policy we want for the next 6
years and longer. It is a question of political choice and priority
for the EU and member states. In its communication assessing
progress of the Europe 2020 strategy, the Commission clearly
says that the poverty target is politically binding. It should not
only be binding, but it should be at the centre of all policies to
ensure that we have 20 million less people in poverty in 2020
than in 2010. For us, the setback in achieving the poverty
target should in no way mean that the EU should disengage
from this priority. On the contrary, when looking at the current
trends across the member states, the social pillar should be
the main priority of the EU in the coming 6 years - having 100
million in poverty in 2020 is not acceptable. …/…

interview continued
EUROPE III - Although it is still early days are you confident
that the Social Investment Package will make a strong
contribution to achieving progress?
The paradigm change that appears to be embedded in the
Social Investment Package is welcomed; it is in line with our
view that social policies and services are not a cost but an
investment for better cohesion in our societies. However social
investment should not be prioritised over social protection as
both are effective only when combined. The Package can make
a real difference and have an impact on social policies if the
EU and member states commit to its proper implementation
throughout all policies. For example, there needs to be a clear
social investment approach in both the National Reform
Programmes and the Country Specific Recommendations.
EUROPE III - What are your views on the ability to achieve
policy coherence at EU, national and local level throughout
the Member States?

The EU needs consistent governance, we must ensure the
coherence of policies set at European level and indeed a
member state level – without this we will never deliver on
the inclusive pillar of Europe 2020. With the best will in
the world by some parts of the European Commission this
year’s Annual Growth Survey really concerns us as we are
going to see another cycle where the focus is still firmly on
economic growth without a balancing social dimension and
respect for human rights. Macro-economic objectives will
continue to prevent the implementation of social objectives
where as they should instead be supporting them. True
consistent governance means the preservation and enabling
of fundamental rights, member states cannot commit to
fundamental rights with their social hand and then withdraw
them with their economic hand.
To read more about this organisation, please go to: http://
www.socialplatform.org/who-we-are/#sthash.cAvuPcBk.dpuf

Highlights of the February 2014 EESC Plenary Session

Quote of the month…
“Throughout history, it has been the
inaction of those who could have
acted; the indifference of those
who should have known better; the
silence of the voice of justice when
it mattered most; that has made it
possible for evil to triumph.”
Last Emperor of Ethiopia with lineage tracing back to King
Solomon, Queen Sheba and the Jewish emperor of Ethiopia
Menelik I First President of the Organisation of African Unity
in 1963.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Haile_Selassie
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Organisation_of_African_Unity

Group III members co-ordinating the work on new opinions
Mr Michael SMYTH (UK) is the General Rapporteur for
the opinion on: “Participation of the European Union in
the capital increase of the European Investment Fund” –
INT/739.

Mr Krzysztof BALON (PL) is the President of the study
group for the exploratory opinion on: “Structure and
organisation of social dialogue in the context of a genuine
EMU” – SOC/507.

Mr Ioannis VARDAKASTANIS (EL) is the President of the
study group for the opinion on: “EU Strategy for the
Adriatic and Ionian Region (EUSAIR)” – ECO/364.

Mr Joseph Honoré GUIMET (FR) is the President of the
study group for the own-initiative opinion on: “Developing
services to the family to increase employment rates and
promote gender equality at work” – SOC/508.

Mr Etele BARÁTH (HU) is the Rapporteur for the owninitiative opinion on: “Proposal for mapping macroregional strategies across Europe” – ECO/362.
Mr Carlos TRIAS PINTO (ES) is the Rapporteur for the
own-initiative opinion on: “Completing EMU - The role of
taxation policy” – ECO/363.
Mr Andris GOBINŠ (LV) is the Sole Rapporteur for the opinion
on: “Addressing the consequences of disenfranchisement
of Union citizens exercising their right to free movement”
– SOC/504.
Mr Cristian PIRVULESCU (RO) is the President of the study
group for the opinion on: “Future EU Justice Policy” –
SOC/506.

Mr Ludwig JÍROVEC (CZ) is the Rapporteur for the owninitiative opinion on: “Capitalising the contribution of
wooden products in the carbon balance: European
solutions for the woodworking sector and Member States”
– CCMI/123.
Mr Pedro NARRO (ES) is the Co-Rapporteur for the owninitiative opinion on: “Weaknesses of the current system
guaranteeing food safety for Europeans” – NAT/633.
Mr Pádraig WALSHE (IE) is the Rapporteur for the
exploratory opinion on: “Situation after the expiry of the
milk-quota system in 2015” – NAT/638.

Mr Antonio LONGO (IT) is the Rapporteur for the opinion
on: “Internet Policy and Governance - Europe’s role in
shaping the future of Internet Governance” – TEN/549.
Mr Arnold METZLER (DE) is the Rapporteur for the
own-initiative opinion on: “Situation and surrounding
conditions of civil society organisations in Turkey” –
REX/397.
The full listing of membership of the study groups for the new work
may be consulted here:
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.group-3-new-studygroups

Other news that matters
Congratulations are in order for Group III member, Carlos Pereira
Martins (PT), who, during the General Assembly of the National Council
of Professional Orders, CNOP on 20 February 2014, was elected President
of the Executive Board for the next mandate 2014 - 2017.

Congratulations are also to be sent to Group III member, Andris GOBIŅŠ
(LV), who has been elected as one of 8 NGO representatives into the
Cabinet of Ministers and NGO Cooperation Council in Latvia. The main
aim of the Council is to increase the cooperation between NGOs and
the Government. All NGOs who have signed the Cabinet of Ministers
and NGO Cooperation Council Memorandum, of which he was a coauthor, are eligible to vote.

The Group Secretariat is happy to welcome our new trainee, Massimiliano
LOLLIS, who is originally from Verona (Italy). Max studied in Verona and
Venice (Italy), also spending three months in Valencia (Spain, 2012)
working as a trainee in a trading company within the framework of the
European Programme Erasmus Placement. In February 2013 he graduated
in International Relations from the Ca’ Foscari University of Venice. His
dissertation focused on Port Cooperation issues in the Upper Adriatic area, but his cultural
interests also range from foreign politics to European studies, to literature and radio. Indeed,
since 2007 he worked as a radio speaker (volunteer) at the Web-Radio of the University of
Verona (Fuori Aula Network), where he had the opportunity to learn so much about radio
and journalism, also supported by a team of young colleagues and friends. Currently, he is
with us for five months. He tells us that: “such a working environment is actually dynamic
and culturally stimulating, representing for each Stagiaire a unique opportunity to improve
social, linguistic and professional skills. Of course, for many young people this is also the
chance to see how European Institutions really work, getting to know a reality often twisted
by the media.” Max will work on various projects, including assisting with the planning and
organisation of the Group III extraordinary meeting in Milano (Italy) on 23-24 October 2014.

OUR GROUP’S STRENGTH
The Farmers’ Category met on Wednesday 5 March 2014.
Amongst other agenda items were a presentation by
Richard Ramon I Sumoy form the E.1, Unit for Agricultural
Policy, Analysis and Perspectives of DG Agriculture and Rural
Development, on the theme of “The implementation of the
CAP reform”, followed by a debate with the members of the
Category. Then, Group III member Lutz Ribbe (DE), President
of the Sustainable Development Observatory, took part
in an exchange of views on possible future co-operation.
Members also went on to discuss the organisation of the
joint meeting of the Farmers and the Consumers and
Environment Categories, which is planned for 26 June 2014.

January of this year. A presentation of the World Cooperative
Monitor 2013 was given, in addition to an exchange of
views with a representative of the Entrepreneurship and
Social Economy Unit of DG Enterprise. The meeting on 14
March also provided the opportunity to update members
on recent developments in the Cooperative Sector and on
the draft EESC Opinion on a Statute for a European Mutual
Society.

with the interventions of representatives of the European
Commission DG MARKT, Maria Teresa Fabregas Fernandez,
as well as of the BUSINESSEUROPE SME Department, Daniel
Cloquet and of the President of European Crowdfunding
Network, Oliver Gajda. The spokesperson of the “Consumers
and Environment” category, Reine-Claude Mader, will also
intervene to provide the point of view of consumers on the
topic. A presentation by Deborah Dawton from Design
The SMEs, Crafts and Liberal Professions Category will Business Association, specialist in design and investment is
hold a meeting on 1st of April 2014, in the morning. The also foreseen to be followed by a debate.
spokesperson, Panagiotis Gkofas, will present the latest
More information on the work of the categories can be found on
developments and give an overview of his activities over
our website, by contacting the spokespersons of the categories, or
The Social Economy Category held a meeting for Friday 14 the past months. Members will also have an opportunity to
the Secretariat of Group III at: gr3@eesc.europa.eu.
March 2014 to discuss possible follow-up to the Strasbourg conduct a thematic debate on the “Crowdfunding in the
conference on Social Entrepreneurship which took place in EU – Exploring the added value of potential EU action”

Group III Members in the Spotlight playing a key role
Seppo KALLIO (FI)
President of the Permanent Study Group on Food Security
Member of Group III

2014 - International Year of Family Farming
The United Nations General Assembly designated 2014 as the International Year of Family Farming
(IYFF). Led by the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), the IYFF aims to raise the profile of
family farming by focusing world attention on its role in alleviating hunger and poverty, providing
food security, improving livelihoods and farmers’ conditions, while protecting the environment
and biodiversity. In practice, I believe that the IYFF will represent a crucial opportunity to increase
awareness and understanding of the challenges faced by smallholders and help identify efficient
ways to support family farmers.
Although the debate on family farming tends to focus mostly on developing countries, we should
not forget that family farms play a crucial role in the EU as well. Despite a high diversity of family
farms across the EU, agriculture remains very much a family-oriented activity in the majority of
Member States: four fifths (80%) of the total agricultural labour force are farm holders or members
of their family. Therefore, family farming has a very important economic and social dimension. It also
contributes to providing food security – which is particularly close to my heart as the President of
the Permanent Study Group on Food Security. In the past, the EESC has already worked on several
issues that are related to family farming, in particular the role of women in agriculture and rural areas,
cooperatives and agri-food development, the reform of the CAP, etc. Moreover, in its meeting of 3
December 2013, the Permanent Study Group on Food Security discussed the issue of family farming
with representatives from the FAO Brussels office and DG Agriculture, as well as from the main famers’
organisations: COPA COGECA and European Coordination Via Campesina. The debate highlighted
that farmers’ organisations are showing great interest and participation in the IYFF.
Family farming is also high on the political agenda of the other EU institutions. In November 2013,
the Commission DG Agriculture organised a high-level conference on “Family farming: A dialogue
towards more sustainable and resilient farming in Europe and the world” to draw attention to the
important role of family farming. On that occasion, I had the honour of being invited as a moderator
in a workshop on “Organisation models to strengthen family farms”. Family farmers are indeed facing
several challenges, including high input costs, extreme market instability, lack of access to appropriate
research and development, weak power in the food chain, etc. In particular, one of the main problems
I see at the moment is that the very existence of family farms – especially small-scale farms - is
increasingly threatened by land concentration and large-scale agricultural investments, especially in
Hungary, Romania and Bulgaria. In Romania, approximately 800,000 hectares farmland, 6% of total
arable land, belongs to foreign investors. This phenomenon also affects the ability of young people to
gain access to the land – which is one of the prerequisites for the continuation of family farms.
At the EESC, we have therefore decided to mark the IYFF with an own-initiative opinion on land
grabbing in the EU and its repercussions on family farming - for which the rapporteur will be Mr
Kaul Nurm. In particular, the opinion is to highlight the role of family farming to counter large-scale
land acquisitions, identifying the key factors for a successful development of family farming and
for reducing the abandonment of land especially by young people. I believe that the opinion will
represent a good opportunity to contribute to the debate during the IYFF by putting forward relevant
civil society proposals to address land grabbing and to foster public policies that support family
farming. We need to call for the right conditions ensuring the viability of family farms in the future.
More information can be found at this website of the Food and Agriculture Organisation: http://www.fao.
org/family-farming-2014/en/
To find out more about the DG AGRI conference in November 2013 click here:
http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/events/family-farming-conference-2013_en.htm

Arianne Rodert (SE) - Vice-President of Group III

How can the EU support meaningful
and sustainable social innovations?
On February 13, 2014 we held a lunch debate on social innovation at the European Parliament. It was
hosted by Heinz Becker MEP, rapporteur on the Social Business Initiative. Our President Heather Roy
introduced Social Platform’s 9 principles for meaningful social innovations: novelty; focus on unmet/
inadequately met/ new social needs by reinforcing the implementation of human rights; assessment
sharing; informing policy development; potential for up-scaling; participation and involvement
of users; participation and involvement of all relevant stakeholders; goes beyond technological
innovation for the benefit of users; has a bottom-up approach. You can read our position paper (http://
www.socialplatform.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/20131203_SocialPlatform_PositionPaper_
social_innovation.pdf ) to learn more. Two examples of meaningful social innovations were presented
by our members. Ruth Owen from FEANTSA presented the approach of Housing First projects that
place homeless people directly into long-term, self-contained housing with no requirement that
they progress through transitional programmes (you can read her presentation - http://www.
socialplatform.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/02/FEANTSA_Social-Innovation.pdf). Housing First is
a radical break with conventional services for homeless people (novelty) and promotes the right to
housing and dignity. It is currently being scaled up or adapted to a wide variety of national, regional
and local contexts and it is increasingly influential at all levels of policy making on homelessness. It
has been highlighted in the Social Investment Package.
Alice Sinigaglia (AGE Platform Europe) presented the INNOVAGE project whose aim is to raise
the awareness for appropriate housing in old age, and empower senior citizens to become more
actively involved in decision-making in the context of housing provision. The innovation involves a
partnership of public authorities, civil society organisations, as well as public stakeholders involved in
housing construction and housing provision. A computer-based tool helps older people to express

their needs and make independent choices with regard to housing. Research circles are organized
at local level to involve users and other relevant stakeholder in the development of the innovation.
It is tested in 4 different countries (Italy, Sweden, Latvia and Germany) and it is backed up by an
analysis of the University of Lund (you can read the presentation - http://www.socialplatform.org/
wp-content/uploads/2014/02/AGE_INNOVAGE-project_social-innovation.pdf). Florian Pomper from
Caritas Austria highlighted how important it is to have funding available to support the early stage of
social innovation, namely the process of identifying new needs and the development of innovative
solutions. Most of the Civil Society Organizations cannot afford to build up additional human resources
for the development of innovative solutions. As a result, the job of developing new concepts has to
be done by the existing employees as an additional task on top of their operative day to day work.
Just imagine for example that a big company like Apple would announce that they close down their
product development unit and that the job of developing the future products would from now on
be done by the shop assistants in their apple stores… unthinkable in the business world, but much
too often reality in the social sector…
Representatives from the Commission, the European Economic and Social Committee, and MEPs
were asked to comment Social Platform’s policy recommendations.
Jutta Steinruck MEP, rapporteur on the EU Programme for Employment and Social Innovation,
commented that the adopted EASI programme is accessible for civil society organisations in all
its axes: especially with regard to the Progress axis, every project, irrespective of its size, should be
eligible. It is very important that failure is not a reason to withdraw finance, as the risk of failure is the
essence of social policy experimentation. Financial support should be granted not only granted to
experimentations and projects, but also to evaluation and transferability, otherwise the small projects
would not have any added value. The evaluations should not be solely based on quantitative criteria,
but also on qualitative. For instance in the employment field, it is not only important to evaluate
the quantity of persons that got an employment contract, but also the sustainability and quality
of this job. To learn more, you can watch the video (http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3QQ_I_
pfPz8&feature=youtu.be).
Raymond Maes, Member of Commissioner Andor’s Cabinet, highlighted that social innovation is not
a goal in itself, but it is a mean to feed innovative processes in the employment and social inclusion
agenda. For instance, the Youth Guarantee is an example to try to innovate the existing structures
in member states to tackle youth unemployment. For the Commission, there is a tension between
keeping the bottom up approach in social innovation and ensuring its transferability at EU level.
Amaryllis Verhoeven from DG Market stressed the links between the social innovation agenda and
the Social Business Initiative (SBI). Facilitating access for social enterprises to private money is one of
the main headlines of the SBI: if you want to be innovative, you need to take the risk, because you
don’t know where you are going. This is why social enterprises need private finance. In the frame of
the Group of Experts on social entrepreneurship a report has been drafted on measuring the social
impact of social enterprises. The report looks quite vast, it has to be flexible regarding the methods
and tools, it is not about being prescriptive
Ariane Rodert, Vice-President of Group III of the EESC, stressed the need to link more closely social
innovation with the social business agenda. We need to look at new ways of co-production and
co-creation of policies. There is not always a market logic to capture social innovation from civil
society. You do not always have indicators to measure. We have to be sensitive on what and how we
measure. The problem arises when this logic goes at member state level. The “payment by results”
logic (according to which public authorities pay for services only when they are successful) brings the
risk of deleting the rights based approach which is core principle for civil society.
Heinz Becker MEP (EPP, Austria) stated that it is important to make clear that the increasing emphasis
on social innovation and social business should not represent an alibi for governments to reverse
their duties and responsibilities. At the same time he invited traditional social welfare organisations
to be more courageous because thanks to their pluri-annual expertise, they are best placed to face
the changes our welfare systems are facing, including by promoting social innovations. Heather
Roy concluded that instead of talking about social innovation, we should talk about innovative
approaches in social policies. Innovation is done not only with private money: you can also spend
public money in an innovative way.

Group III member Renate Heinisch (centre) flanked by German
UN Youth Delegates Elise Zerrath (left) and Florian Nowack
(right)

20th Anniversary of the International
Year of the Family
Renate Heinisch (DE), consultative representative at the UN, emphasized together with the German
UN Youth Delegates at the General Assembly of the Commission on Social Development, New York,
the fundamental meaning of families to young people. “Still, families can also, unfortunately, be a
place where fundamental human rights are violated. Families have always been a core part of any
society all over the world. It carries deep meaning for human kind as its structure offers protection,
reliability and continuity in our fast-paced and eve-changing world. Yet, the family can also be a
place of violence, injustice and the denial of fundamental rights”. We were there in New York to
celebrate the 20th Anniversary of the International Year of the Family. During the event, there was an
official presentation of the Declaration of the Civil Society, to which Renate Heinisch, was one of the
invited speakers. Then, the two annual IFFD Awards for this year were granted to the Government
of Singapore, for their efforts in implementing family policies, and to the Ambassador Permanent
Representative of El Salvador to UN and Vice-chair of the Commission for Social Development H.
E. Carlos Enrique García González, who received it in company of his family. “Governments, United
Nations agencies and bodies, intergovernmental and non-governmental organisations, research and
academic institutions and the private sector are encouraged to play a supportive role in promoting
the objectives of the twentieth anniversary for the benefit of families worldwide”. So Renate Heinisch
suggested, “why not have a “European Year of the Family!? The EEC has already proposed this with the
support of members of the European Parliament but the request fell on deaf ears.

Overview of our Members’ Work in the EESC
At its plenary session on 26-27 February the European Economic and Social
Committee (EESC) adopted the following opinions for which Group III members were
Rapporteurs or Co-Rapporteurs.

Richard ADAMS (UK) – NAT/628 “Technical
implementation of the Kyoto Protocol to the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate
Change” (EESC opinion 178/2014)

Pavel TRANTINA (CZ) – SOC/493 “Opening up
Education: Innovative teaching and learning for all
through New Technologies and Open Educational
Resources” (EESC opinion 6158-2013)

Under Kyoto the ‘EU-15’ were committed to
reducing their collective emissions to 8% below 1990 levels by
the years 2008-2012 and this is likely to have been over-achieved.
For 2020, the EU has made a unilateral commitment to reduce
overall greenhouse gas emissions from its 28 Member States by
20% compared to 1990 levels. The implementation of the Kyoto
Protocol after 2012 requires a set of technical implementation
rules to be drawn up for the European Union, its Member States
and Iceland. The recent Monitoring Mechanism Regulation does
not contain the legal basis that would enable the Commission
to adopt delegated acts relating to the implementation of rules
on the second engagement period. Accordingly, it is necessary
to amend Regulation (EU) No 525/2013 to supply the legal basis
required. The EC proposal would permit the EU to implement the
2nd commitment period of the Kyoto protocol, allowing issue,
transfers and carry-over of Kyoto accounting units. It would also
allow the Commission to decide on “delegated acts”. The proposal
facilitates and enables the technical implementation of existing
agreements. The Committee supports the proposal as presented.

A digital approach within education systems can
help to improve the quality and creativity of education provided
to the community, particularly if used with common sense. The
involvement of teachers in the design and implementation
of the initiative, combined with appropriate training, is key to
“opening up education” innovatively through new technologies
and Open Educational Resources (OER) in a teaching and learning
environment that reaches out to everyone. The European Area for
Skills and Qualifications, under development, should contribute to
these efforts towards transparency and validation of skills. This is
crucial in ensuring that the entire community is comfortable with
the system. There is need for greater inclusion when using ICT tools
in education, in particular of school students from disadvantaged
backgrounds. New Internet-based technologies allow the transfer
of knowledge across borders, thus promoting convergence of
education in the Member States, which is so important for mobility.
The European Commission should ensure the necessary support
and coordination for the fast implementation of the initiative, the
measurement of progress and the promotion of exchange of good
practices at EU level.
Staffan NILSSON (SE) – NAT/615 “Towards a more
balanced territorial development in the EU” (EESC
opinion 5160/2013)
In this own-initiative opinion, the EESC states
that the existence of unbalanced territorial
development within states, regions and rural/urban communities
is a major challenge. Many rural areas with untapped development
potential coexist with overexploited urban and peri-urban spaces.
As a result of congestion costs and high rents, economic activities
are beginning to spread to less developed regions, but market
forces alone cannot provide the incentives required to redress the
ongoing trend. Therefore, strong political action is urgently needed
at every level (European, national, regional). Radical diversification
and decentralisation measures are needed to create new jobs in
rural areas. The EESC earlier proposed that EU legislation, policies
and programmes should be analysed in terms of their impact on
territorial cohesion. This proposal was recently echoed by the
Committee of the Regions which called “for territorial impacts to
be assessed right from the outset on an equal footing to economic,
environmental and social impacts when assessing sectoral
policies”. In order to do this, the Commission should ensure that
the territorial dimension in the Strategic Environment Assessment
(SEA) and the Impact Assessment guidelines is given appropriate
attention.
Séamus BOLAND (IE) – NAT/627 “Packing and
packing waste to reduce the consumption of the
light weight plastic carrier bags” (EESC opinion
7899/2013)
The EESC welcomes the proposal by the European
Commission to amend Directive 94\62\EC on packaging and
packing waste to reduce the consumption of lightweight plastic
carrier bags and accepts that the continued use of lightweight
plastic carrier bags causes huge environmental damage to marine
life and that such damage has serious consequences for a range
of marine species as well as for human health. The Committee is
concerned that the proposal may fail to achieve basic reduction
goals due to the lack of a clear EU prevention target which would
provide a benchmark for the effectiveness of Member States’
measures and could be legally enforced with sanctions. In this
regard the EESC recommends the following: the EU should set a
quantitative target for reducing the use of lightweight plastic bags
and failure to reach such a target shall result in named sanctions.

Viliam PÁLENÍK (SK) – ECO/358 “Common system
of value added tax as regards a standard VAT return”
(EESC opinion 6872/2013)

model of development. The EU must show ordinary Europeans
that it has the political will and detailed vision to bring about
deeper integration in order to achieve a “better Europe”, i.e. “more
Europe” in certain policy areas.
Pedro NARRO (ES) – REX/378 “EU-Morocco Trade
Relations” (EESC opinion 3614/2013)
In this own-initiative opinion, the EESC supports
deeper trade relations between the EU and
Morocco. Nevertheless, it calls for greater civil
society involvement in the design and implementation of the
trade agreements and advocates the effective and broad inclusion
of sustainable development. The EU and Morocco should use trade
profits to invest in all levels of training and in gender equality
measures. They should give priority to the specific needs of young
people and women and people from the most disadvantaged
areas. Morocco relies on agriculture as one of the main drivers of
its economy. New opportunities for Moroccan farming in the EU
market should not result in the country’s external dependence
for basic raw materials, biodiversity loss and the disappearance
of family farms. In conclusion, the EESC advocates setting up a
joint consultative committee comprising the Moroccan Economic,
Social and Environmental Council and the EESC in the framework
of negotiations for a DCFTA, to enable organised civil society to
participate in the process.

This is a new instrument that, if properly
implemented, could cut red tape for companies
in the EU and thereby better capitalise on the potential of the
single market, as well as improving the efficacy of tax collection
and the fight against tax fraud. At the same time, the Committee
calls on the Commission not to let up in its efforts when it comes
to implementation. However, the Committee is perturbed by
the attempt to use the comitology procedure also to establish
the principles for making corrections to the return. It therefore
proposes that the details of this actually be enshrined in the final
version of the directive. Moreover, it endorses the “once only”
principle, which would ensure that businesses supply certain
information to national authorities only once. Data should be
collected in such a way that national authorities can use them
for both inspection (preventing tax evasion and fraud) and for
statistical purposes. The EESC recommends making tax due only
after the invoice has been paid by the purchaser – which would
avoid a situation in which honest businesses are in effect lending
to the state – and maintaining appropriate deadlines for refunding
of excess VAT deductions. In conclusion, the Committee thinks
it absolutely essential that the Commission also embark upon
effective standardisation of timeframes and deadlines for the
whole spectrum of VAT-related payments and corrections to tax
returns.

Pedro NARRO (ES) – NAT596 “Integrated production in the
European Union” (EESC opinion 2103/2013)

Evelyne PICHENOT (FR) – EUR/006 “Annual Growth
Survey 2014” (EESC opinion 7466/2013)

Indrė VAREIKYTĖ (LT) – SOC/499 “Quality
Framework for Traineeships” (EESC opinion
8054/2013)

The Committee is concerned about the
uncertainties identified in the AGS, such as the
correlation between failing banks and sovereign
debts or decreased demand in emerging countries, the
fragmentation of the financial system, and high unemployment
levels. These uncertainties undermine prospects and stand
in the way of growth. It acknowledges that the existence of
social and economic disparities makes it difficult to set uniform
priorities valid throughout the European Union. In order to draw
up relevant country-specific recommendations, the Committee
recommends specific measures to ensure dialogue between the
Commission and civil society, and to strengthen social dialogue.
The Committee also calls for the scoreboard of social indicators
to be proactively included in the European Semester on an
equal footing with macroeconomic and budgetary indicators.
Furthermore, the European Semester’s objectives, methods and
instruments should continue to include the greening of existing
industrial processes in each sector and of the economy as a whole,
in order to ensure economic recovery based on a more sustainable

For an in-depth analysis of this issue, please see our January
edition (page III), where the main issues involved were elaborated:
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/resources/docs/january-2014.pdf
Jorge PEGADO LIZ (PT) – INT/722 “Jurisdiction and
the recognition and enforcement of judgments
in civil and commercial matters” (EESC opinion
7000/2013)
The EESC supports the initiative of the EP and the
Council, which is essential for legal certainty and security in relation
to unitary patent protection in the European Union and is pleased
with the simplicity of the four new provisions to be added to the
Brussels I Regulation; it considers these to be necessary, sufficient,
duly justified and timely. However, the EESC regrets that it was
not consulted at a timely stage on the proposals for regulations
to implement enhanced cooperation on ensuring unitary patent
protection and on the package establishing the Unified Patent
Court, in view of its previous opinions on these subjects. Given the
lack of previous consultation, the EESC would like to raise some
questions at this late stage on the structure and functioning of the
Court, which it believes need to be discussed in depth.

Traineeships have become an important gateway
through which young people enter the labour
market. To facilitate access to employment,
traineeships should offer good quality learning content and
adequate working conditions, and should not be a substitute for
regular jobs or a precondition for a job placement. In this opinion,
the EESC gives ten key conditions for better and more accessible
traineeship schemes. Amongst the main ones are to include
traineeships linked to educational programmes and traineeships
linked to active labour market policies; a concerted effort should be
made at both European and national levels to increase the availability
of traineeships, especially in SMEs; greater provision of cross-border
traineeship opportunities is needed to increase the intra-EU mobility
of young people; it is crucial to ensure that persons with disabilities
are able to participate in traineeships. Finally, it is important to
involve all relevant players (social partners, civil society organisations
and, especially, youth organisations) in formulating guidelines and
monitoring and evaluating implementation of the framework.

NOTE: The complete texts of all EESC opinions are available in various language versions on the Committee’s website: http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.opinions-search

News from Group III
The Various Interests’ Group of the European
Economic and Social Committee organised
a major conference in Athens on Thursday
20 March 2014 at the Zappeion Exhibition
Hall. The Inaugural Session, chaired by
Group III President Luca Jahier, included
speeches by Mr Evangelos Venizelos and
Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the Hellenic Republic,
Mr Margaritis Schinas, Director and Head
of Greece Operations, Directorate-General
for Economic and Financial Affairs, European Commission. The
keynote address was delivered by Professor Loukas Tsoukalis,

Professor of European Integration at the University of Athens and
President of the Hellenic Foundation for European and Foreign
Policy (ELIAMEP), visiting Professor at King’s College, London and
the College of Europe, Bruges. The first discussion panel on: ‘A New
Path to Growth, Recovery, Solidarity and a Social Europe’ began
with a video message from Mr Lászlό Andor, EU Commissioner
for Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion and included
interventions by Mr Athanasios Skordas, Deputy Minister for
Development and Competitiveness of the Hellenic Republic and Ms
Anna Diamantopoulou, former EU Commissioner for Employment,
Social Affairs and Equal Opportunities, former Greek Minister for
Education, currently President of the “Diktio” Network for Reform
in Greece and in Europe. After lunch the second discussion
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panel on: ‘Prioritising sustainable growth, competitiveness and
development’ heard from another prominent member of the Greek
Government, Ms Olga Kefalogianni, Minister for Tourism of the
Hellenic Republic. Our four members from Greece played a key role
in the event by chairing and moderating the various panels. Around
200 representatives of organised civil society from across Greece
and the EU were in attendance.
A special comprehensive report, which will include the final
conclusions, will be published in our April edition.
More about the event can be consulted here: http://www.eesc.europa.
eu/?i=portal.en.events-and-activities-greece-growth-recovery
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