
ED.Editorial

We are on the threshold of a new legislature. 
The number of urgent issues and the debate 
surrounding joint priority actions leave very little 
space for endless tactical manoeuvring between 
European capitals and between these capitals 
and Brussels. 
The election results and the current economic, 
social and political situation are clear proof of 
the need to avoid the risk of a deplorably futile 
European project and of waiting for others to 
grasp the nettle. Europe must find the courage 
to seek fresh solutions, built on common ground 
and deeper purpose for the years to come. In 
other words, even Europe has reached the point 
where it needs to change tack, as has already 
been clearly demonstrated by the outcomes of 
the first European Councils and parliamentary 
sittings.
In the first place there is the economy. Europe 
has had to bring order and rigour to the 
regulation and management of budgets in 
response to the crisis of confidence and to 
correct and prevent distortions and abuse by 
the Member States and its own banking system. 
It will now have to move decisively towards 
growth and employment to give a fresh boost 
to territorial cohesion and social progress. In 
an unusually explicit statement, the President 
of the ECB, Mario Draghi, said that austerity 
had been necessary to address structural flaws 
in the euro, but that six years into the crisis, it 
had gone too far and that there was an urgent 

need to fuel demand to avoid falling back into 
recession. The ECB has significant monetary 
instruments which it can use; something 
which other large nations have already done 
successfully. However, these will not be enough 
in themselves, partly because of an international 
political situation which – to say the least – is 
unfavourable. Europe has already seen far 
too much discussion about what to do. Issues 
range from completing the internal market to 
energy; from the social economy to the green 
economy; from the digital agenda to SMEs; from 
eurobonds and other ways of mutualising the 
existing debt and new strategic investments to 
the new European investment plan announced 
by the new President of the Commission, Jean-
Claude Juncker. The time has come for a united 
and unhesitating deployment of all available 
financial, monetary, investment and regulatory 
levers and EU incentives to achieve concrete 
and tangible progress. Binding indicators are 
also required to monitor progress towards the 
Europe 2020 targets, not to mention a review 
of the concept of partnerships for growth in 
order to support Member States undergoing 
substantial structural reforms.
In the second place, there is EU foreign policy. 
If emphasis were needed, events in the last few 
months have highlighted the urgency and the 
risks to the vital interests and founding values 
of Europe itself. As Pope Francis announced 
authoritatively, we are witnessing the dramatic 

events of an ongoing Third World War which, 
however, is being waged “bit by bit”. It does 
not matter whether it is Ukraine and growing 
tensions with Russia, or the Mediterranean, 
Libya, Israel and Gaza, Syria, Afghanistan, 
Iraq and the nascent “Islamic State”, the Gulf 
States and Turkey, not to mention persistent 
epicentres of crisis in Mali, Nigeria, South Sudan 
and Somalia, it has to be recognised that the 
time is past when each European state could 
adopt a few initiatives that it could address 
singlehandedly. If the European Union cannot 
ultimately bring itself to take on these challenges 
as a Union, using all the provisions of the Treaty 
and overcoming enduring nationalism, then 
it simply is not a Union, and we will all be 
overwhelmed by the devastating consequences 
of these conflicts. To give but one example, there 
are now over 15 million displaced people from 
these areas currently fleeing war or persecution 
and only a small minority of them have tried 
to cross Europe’s borders. And this is without 
entering into the wider ensuing problems for 
security, peace, the spread of progress. This 
crisis may be far more serious than the financial 
crisis and, as such, should at last be addressed 
through concerted action. The outcome will 
be more Europe, less waste and certainly more 
results.
In the third place, there is immigration. This is not 
just about the tragic and daily loss of life in the 
Mediterranean Sea, the problem of improving 

the organisation and management of external 
borders and humanitarian challenges. Nor 
indeed is it about reviewing certain instruments 
(Frontex) or regulations (asylum), which will 
most likely be overtaken by the scale of events 
and which we will have to adapt by rising above 
the all-too-futile arguments so often tossed 
back and forth between northern and southern 
Europe or between a number of European 
capitals and Brussels. The former EP president, 
Hans-Gert Pöttering, has made an excellent 
suggestion, namely that the incumbent 
President of the EU, Matteo Renzi, should 
convene a European conference on all aspects 
of immigration and asylum, in order to improve 
mutual understanding between members of 
the Union and to develop joint and lasting 
solutions. I believe he has been heard.
These three crucial issues are at the heart 
of the Italian presidency of the EU and now 
require concrete and urgent action. A growing 
number of Europeans have started to think 
that the European project is becoming more 
cumbersome, more intrusive and less inclusive. 
This point has been made by Loukas Tsoulakis, 
a renowned Greek economist. The European 
project now needs to regain its reputation as 
a major strategic project that builds concrete 
hope for our children; as a supportive and 
protective Europe; as a Europe that can turn 
back towards the future and rekindle the will to 
change the world.
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EUROPE III - What, in your opinion, in general terms is 
‘Brand EU’ - the flag, the colours, the hymn, the motto, 
the policies, the people - all of these or something else?
Based on our analysis and monitoring of the EU 
identity, we believe Europe has a serious identity and 
brand problem due to its size and complexity. In the 
eyes of the people: the Flag of Europe, the colours, 
Europe Day, or Beethoven’s 9th (Europe’s Anthem); 
these symbols represent a distant, Brussels based, 
elitist EU, and not the EU of the people. In a world 
of mass marketing, mobile technology and social 
media, brands need to be clear, powerful, accessible 
and friendly. In view of this, we believe that to engage 
with the people and generate new emotions we 
need a different approach and symbology about the 

EU. We also need a new EU content strategy. BRAND 
EU® has developed innovative, unexpected and fun 
advertising campaigns with a new way of branding 
the EU. We aim to have the key values of the EU at 
the core of our brand message: peace, cooperation, 
and liberty. If we look at the world today, that is still 
so rare. So to us, the BRAND EU® is about unity, peace, 
tolerance, diversity and the shared values of democracy 
which underpin our connections to one another as 
Europeans. But we also want to add a new dimension 
to the EU brand: we want it to become cool, fun and 
entertaining for people. With this in mind, BRAND EU® 
aims to become the independent, fun and friendly 
brand of the EU: a friendly brand to complement the 
EU flag and the other official EU symbology.

EUROPE III - Where do you see us at the EESC fitting 
into this overall picture?
The EESC is a historic organisation and a critical 
EU body in European integration. It plays a key 
consultative role and acts as the bridge between 
Europe and its civil society, with an aim to bring 
Europe closer to its citizens. Europe today is distant 
from its citizens. Helping civil society organisations to 
have a voice at a European level is hugely important 
for fostering greater involvement. 
We think that the EESC has a role to play in 
building a greater connection with its citizens and 
bringing more democratic legitimacy to the EU. 
We are soon to publish a report which provides 
key recommendations for how to foster a greater 

European identity and engagement from citizens. 
One of the essential ways to do this is to politicise 
European issues at a national level, to make seemingly 
“distant” issues into domestic ones. The EESC will be 
crucial for facilitating such a change as it acts as an 
institutional forum which represents the views of the 
civil society, and brings up their opinions which may 
otherwise have not been considered or represented 
in decision and policy making processes.
The EESC’s role of promoting the values on which 
European integration is founded and advancing is 
an equally key part of the development of a strong 
EU Brand. Across Europe, despite our differences, we 
are united by the cause of democracy, peace and 
inclusiveness. Promoting these ideals and helping 
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citizens understand how they connect us all is crucial 
to building a strong EU Brand.

EUROPE III - The EESC is harmonising its own visual 
identity, stepping up its visibility in press and media 
and simplifying access to on and off-line information 
- what more can be done at the institutional level? 
We believe brands are more than a visual identity. 
Brands need powerful content. We believe that they 
need to convey a long term vision of the future. We 
also believe that the EU suffers from a nomenclature 
problem which creates confusion and disconnects 
its institutions from the people. To cite an example, 
there is great confusion between the names of the 
European Council, the Council of the European Union 
(Upper House) and the Council of Europe (non EU 
institution). On the Wikipedia page, there is a note 
that says: “European Council: Not to be confused with 
Council of the European Union or Council of Europe”. 
So we clearly have a big identity problem that 
needs resolution. Europe is already difficult enough 
to understand, but this complex and confusing 
institutional structure and nomenclature makes it 
even more difficult, if not impossible, to explain to 
the citizens and the world. The use of acronyms are 
also a problem (especially when there are so many!) 
and we would avoid using them (EP, EC, EESC, etc.) as 
they make the EU more distant. 

EUROPE III - The Committee has 3 Groups as 
well as sections and observatories - how can we 
accommodate these separate identities and still sing 
from the same song sheet? 
The EESC needs one strong brand identity, a powerful 
vision of the future (destination) and clarity of 
mission (common purpose) regardless of its internal 

structure. The EU and its institutions (including the 
EESC) are part of a complex system of European 
and international governance, far too complex for 
the citizens to understand. This does not mean that 
its organisational structures and the brand identities 
of its institutions must also be complex. The EESC 
can benefit from achieving ONE strong brand by 
clarifying its mission and purpose and simplifying the 
way it explains itself as an organisation. Though the 
identities and roles present within the organisation 
may possess a degree of inherent separation, they 
must be united under their common ideals and 
goals; to represent views, to encourage participation, 
and to promote values. Clear vision. One mission. One 
team. Mirroring the ideals of Europe, in many ways.

EUROPE III - How can we, as EESC Members, help to 
improve the visibility of our work both in Brussels and 
back home in our Member States?
By collaborating: the whole is greater than the sum of 
its parts! There is a media communications overload 
and the press are not experts on EU affairs. So how do 
you attract attention? These audiences need simple 
messages, from institutions with strong, clear and 
differentiated brands. Initially, we would aim to clarify 
the brand vision and positioning of the EESC for the 
future, in order to build a solid and differentiated 
platform for communications at the EU level and in 
member states. From that platform, we would then 
choose the right policy issues that we believe would 
carry the most weight in public opinion and media 
interest.

EUROPE III - What is your one single piece of advice 
that could help the EESC gain greater recognition for 
the hugely valuable work carried out by members 

and staff on a daily basis?
Brand differentiation is the key. The EESC needs to 
stand out from the myriad of EU institutions, bodies 
and committees. To do this it requires communicating 
a clear vision of the future for the organisation. 
We would place stress on the EESC’s consultative role 
in representing the people and civil interests, as well 
as the fact that consultation by the Commission or 
the Council is mandatory in certain cases. The EESC 
has a critical role to play in democratic legitimacy, 
but it needs to differentiate itself from the other EU 
bodies and committees. It is vital to clarify the EESC’s 
role and brand vis a vis the other EU institutions.

EUROPE III - What are your main goals and objectives: 
what do you aim to achieve with ‘Brand EU’ in the 
future?
The EU must be protected as a global concept and 
promoted as what it is: a great global governance 
success. To achieve this we need the support and 
emotional involvement of its citizens. With BRAND 
EU® we aim to make people smile and feel good 
about the raison d’etre of the EU. We know that if 
we manage to make someone smile when they 
think about the EU, we would have achieved a big 
step forward in changing people’s perceptions and 
attitudes about the EU.
We aim to create a friendly brand of Europe which 
is instantly recognisable and that the people and 
citizens instantly associate with. Much like the way 
in which BMW, Apple, Nike, Ikea, and many others 
are instantly recognisable for their brands, and stand 
for something clear in people’s minds. Our goal is to 
help people understand and connect with Europe 
on a more personal and rational level, through our 
activities. We will do this via BRAND EU® advertising 

campaigns, informative and accessible publications, 
publicised events, viral videos, etc. We ultimately 
want to create a real EU esprit de corps across Europe. 
And in the process make the founding fathers 
of Europe like Jean Monnet, Schuman, Spinelli, 
Adenauer, Churchill, De Gasperi (to name a few) 
proud, as without them we would not have achieved 
peace in Europe.

ON GOLD MERCURY INTERNATIONAL – THE GLOBAL 
VISION STRATEGY THINK TANK:
Gold Mercury works with companies, organisations and 
leaders to navigate global complexity and develop the strategic 
visioning and innovation required to build the sustainable 
business models, cultures and brands for the future. Since 
its founding in 1961, Gold Mercury has been a pioneer in 
developing corporate visioning frameworks that integrate the 
sustainable future in strategic planning, policy and governance.

ON BRAND EU – EUROPEAN UNION BRAND CENTRE:
The mission of the BRAND EU – European Union Brand Centre 
at Gold Mercury International is to assist in the creation of a 
powerful EU BRAND identity that connects with citizens and the 
rest of the world. Via our various programmes, we aim to clarify 
what the EU really is, its global role and where it is going (vision).

To learn more about the Brand EU Centre please go to: 
http://www.goldmercury.org/brand-eu/

 

Highlights of the July 2014 EESC Plenary Session

Mr Gerd WOLF (DE) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: 
“Research and innovation as sources of renewed growth” 
– INT/749.

Mr Mindaugas MACIULEVIČIUS (LT) is the President of the 
study group for the opinion on: “Earth observation satellite 
data for commercial purposes” – INT/751.

Mr Tom JONES (UK) is the Rapporteur for the own-initiative 
opinion on: “The implementation of EU State Aid rules and 
their impact on civil society” – INT/753.

Mr Jorge PEGADO LIZ (PT) is the Sole-Rapporteur for 
the own-initiative opinion on: “Self-regulation and co-
regulation in the Community legislative framework” – 
INT/754.

Mr Panagiotis GKOFAS (EL) is the President of the study 
group for the own-initiative opinion on: “SBA experiences 
in the USA and EU: ‘best practices’ for innovative SME 
actions?” – INT/755.

Mr Etele BARÁTH (HU) is the Rapporteur for the opinion 
on: “An EU urban agenda - strengthening the urban 
dimension of EU policymaking for a more effective 
delivery of Europe 2020” – ECO/369.

Mr Carlos TRIAS PINTÓ (ES) is the Rapporteur for the own-
initiative opinion on: “The role of cooperative and savings 
banks in territorial cohesion - proposals for an adapted  
     financial regulation framework” – ECO/371.

Mr Michael SMYTH (UK) is the President of the study 
group for the own-initiative opinion on: “Access to 
finance for SMEs and Midcaps in the period 2014 – 2020: 
Opportunities and challenges” – ECO/372.

Mr Bernardo HERNÁNDEZ BATALLER (ES) is the Rapporteur 
for the own-initiative opinion on: “Sport and European 
Values” – SOC/514.

Mrs Grace ATTARD (MT) is the Sole-Rapporteur for the 
opinion on: “Determining the Member State responsible 
for examining the application for international protection 
of unaccompanied minors with no family member, sibling 
or relative legally present in a Member State” – SOC/515.

Mr Viliam PÁLENÍK (SK) is the President of the study group 
for the own-initiative opinion on: “An industrial policy for 
the European glass sector” – CCMI/127.

Mr Ludvík JÍROVEC (CZ) is the Rapporteur for the own-
initiative opinion on: “An EU Industrial Policy for the Food 
and Drinks Sector” – CCMI/129.

Mr Jorge PEGADO LIZ (PT) is the President of the study 
group for the own-initiative opinion on: “Freeing the EU 
from Asbestos” – CCMI/130.

Mr Radu NICOSEVICI (RO) is the President of the study 
group for the own-initiative opinion on: “Living tomorrow. 
3D printing a tool to empower the European economy. 
(Greatest growth potential in the industrial sector)” – 
CCMI/131.

Mr Pavel TRANTINA (CZ) is the Co-Rapporteur for the 
own-initiative opinion on: “Vocational development and 
training in rural areas” – NAT/650.

Mr Thierry LIBAERT (FR) is the President of the study group 
for the opinions on: “Legislative package on the circular 
economy” – NAT/651 A-B-C.

Mr Stuart ETHERINGTON (UK) is the Sole-Rapporteur 
for the opinion on: “Interoperability as a means for 
modernising the public sector” – TEN/556.

Mr Bernardo HERNÁNDEZ BATALLER (ES) is the Rapporteur 
for the own-initiative opinion on: “Electromagnetic hyper-
sensibility” – TEN/559.

Mr Bernardo HERNÁNDEZ BATALLER (ES) is the Rapporteur 
for the own-initiative opinion on: “Social innovation, 
networking and digital communication” – TEN/560.

Mr Francisco SILVA (PT) is the President of the study 
group for the own-initiative opinion on: “Revision of the 
Association Agreement between the EU and Mexico” – 
REX/412.

 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-study-groups

Group III members co-ordinating the work on new opinions

OUR GROUP’S STRENGTH
The Farmers’ Category will go on a one-day field trip on Tuesday 
16 September 2014 to visit agricultural projects in Wallonia. 
During the day the Category members will visit, in the area of 
Gembloux, some farms, members of the Walloon Agricultural 
Federation – FWA, which is the organisation of the spokesperson 
of the category, Yves Somville (BE). They will also go to see the 
fruit farm of the Walloon Agricultural Research Centre where the 
Director of the centre, Marc Lateur, will make a presentation of 
the conservation programme of the orchard, which will include 
and explanation and background information of various old 
varieties of fruit.

The SMEs, Liberal professions and Crafts Category is planning a 
meeting on Monday 29 September 2014. The draft agenda will 
be available shortly.

On 1 October the Social Economy Category of the EESC, the 
Employment, Social Affairs and Citizenship Section (SOC) and 
the Single Market, Production and Consumption Section (INT) 
of the EESC will organise a joint event entitled ‘Perspectives and 
Priorities for the New Commission and European Parliament: the 

social economy and social innovation 
as drivers of competitiveness, growth 
and well-being’. In view of the changes 
in 2014 within the European Institutions 
and the anticipated definition of new 
political priorities, it was decided to 
organise a large-scale event in order to 
jointly brainstorm on the possible next 
steps. Concretely, the objectives of the 
conference will be three fold: firstly, to 

take stock of what has been achieved politically within the EU 
over the last five years. Secondly, to learn from the activities of 
other international organisations and from examples of best 
practice. Thirdly, on the basis of the above, to explore possible 
priorities for the next five years. The event will also provide the 
opportunity to contribute towards maintaining the momentum 
of the Strasbourg Declaration and it is hoped that approximately 
130 persons will participate. Speakers will include representatives 
of the European Institutions, the UN, OECD and key sectoral 
social economy organisations.

The Consumers’ & Environment Category will hold a meeting 
on Friday 3 October 2014. The members will receive feedback 
on two important and very successful past meetings: “Farmed 
fish - their impact on consumer health and the environment”, 
which was held on 14 February 2014 and they will debate the 
conclusion of the joint meeting of the “Farmers” and “Consumers 
and Environment” Categories on: “Transatlantic negotiations: 
what is at stake for farmers and consumers” which took place 
on 26 June 2014. Group III member, Antonio Longo (IT), will then 
give an overview of the work of the Permanent Study group of 
the TEN Section on the “Digital Agenda”. The members will also 
brainstorm about possible themes for the European Consumers’ 
Day in 2015 and the draft work programme of the category for 
next year.

More information on the work of the categories can be found on our 

website, by contacting the spokespersons of the categories, or the 

Secretariat of Group III at: gr3@eesc.europa.eu.
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Group III Members in the Spotlight playing a key role
Dilyana SLAVOVA (BG)
President of the NAT Section
Member of the Bureau of the Various Interests Group

LET’S PUT SURPLUS fOOD TO GOOD USE

About one-third of food produced for human consumption is lost or wasted worldwide. With limited 
natural resources and with a large number of the global population undernourished, this is morally 
and economically unacceptable. Food donation is recognised as an effective instrument in reducing 
the amount of edible surplus food going to waste and counteracting against food poverty, especially 
in times of economic and financial crisis. Nevertheless, at present, the amount of food redistributed 
to food banks and charities remains a small fraction of the edible surplus food available in the EU, as 
food donation faces a number of legislative, administrative and practical barriers. The EESC organised 
a conference “Food donation: fighting food poverty and addressing food waste” in Brussels on 7 
July 2014. The event presented an opportunity to illustrate best practices in the field and to discuss 
the proposed recommendations with key policy-makers and stakeholders, including the FAO, the 
European Commission (DG SANCO), national authorities, food banks, NGOs, the private sector, etc.

The EESC has contracted a “Comparative study on EU Member States’ legislations and practices on 
food donation” with the objective, amongst others, to develop recommendations on how to legislate 
or interpret legislation in order to facilitate food donation in the EU. The results of the study were 
presented at the event. The study demonstrates that fiscal incentives through tax credits and tax 
deductions encourage food donations. In France 60% and in Spain 35% of the value of donated 
food can be claimed as a corporate tax credit, meaning that food donors are able to deduct that 
percentage of the value of the donated food from the corporate tax on their revenue. To be noted 
that there are discussions in Belgium to apply the same tax credit as in France in the near future. The 
table also shows that in most of the examined MS, food donation can be treated as a deductible 
tax expense and can reduce the taxable income (the income basis used to calculate the income 
corporate tax), within certain limits and thresholds depending on the MS. Portugal has in place an 
enhanced tax deduction, meaning that donors can deduct 140% of the value of the food at time of 
donation, provided that the food will be used for a social purpose (such as supplying food banks) and 
limited to 8/1000 of the donor’s turnover.

The conference was followed by the opening event of the photo exhibition One Third by Austrian 
photographer Klaus Pichler, illustrating the connection between the individual wastage of food and 
globalised food production.

 
Carlos Trías Pintó (ES)
President of the CCMI
Member of the Various Interests Group 

IT IS TIME TO PROMOTE COMPETITIVE EUROPEAN GROwTH 
fOR OUR ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL wELL-BEING

On 25 June 2014 I was delighted to chair the conference held in Madrid on “New attitudes towards 
consumption: Best practices in the domain of built-in obsolescence and collaborative consumption”. 
The high level of participants and contributions comes to legitimate this EESC initiative to continue 
exploring these new areas with the full support of the organised civil -society and the Institutions. 
 
Beyond the new concepts of fighting against planned obsolescence and encouraging collaborative 
consumption lies a new economy serving people’s interests and based on active consumers, or 
“prosumers”, who not only express their commitment but take up new tools with which they can 
influence the means of production. We are witnessing radical changes to the production and 
consumption model. When researching a product, it is important to know not only its price, but also 
the working conditions of those who made it, the environmental impact it has had as it moves along 
the value chain and also whether its components are long-lasting and can be replaced or repaired. 
This highly rational exercise brings us close to squaring the circle: combining better prices (by 
eliminating useless intermediaries in the product’s value chain and/or by sharing consumption) with 
a lighter social and environmental footprint. This is a trail-blazing development, a real shift towards 
SUSTAINABILITY, or perhaps CO-SUSTAINABILITY, where all players act and interact in this field.

The Madrid Conference is part of a broader EESC Project integrating also the following elements: 
the two original 2013 EESC opinions ( INT/686 on “Collaborative or participatory consumption, as 
sustainable model for the 21st century” and CCMI/122 “Towards more sustainable consumption: 
industrial product lifetimes and restoring trust through consumer information”) ; an exploratory study 
in the domain of collaborative consumption “ Best practices in the domain of built-in obsolescence 

and collaborative consumption” ; and a Round table to be hold at the EESC in Brussels on 17 October 
next that once again will bring together all the relevant stakeholders.

The main purpose of this Project is to propose a concrete Action Plan with a view to foster more 
ecologic, economic, environmental, and user friendly consumption patterns among consumers. New 
consumer patterns should be able to enhance the transition towards new economic models within a 
circular economy. At the same time, these new consumption methods should also be able to co-exist 
and develop along with traditional consumption models. 

This was the focus of debate during the multi-stakeholder day held jointly by the EESC and the European 
Commission’s Representation office in Spain. We heard voices from the academic and scientific 
communities (Professor Olivier De Schutter and Alejandro Salcedo), the opinion of the business 
groups directly concerned (Sebastián Reyna), those who design and run collaborative consumption 
platforms (Albert Cañigueral), the position of people working in and governing from public bodies 
(Annita Fokkema, Manuela López Besteiro and Pilar Farjas), the views of AENOR, responsible in 
Spain for product standards and certification (Mario Calderón) and - very significantly - the voice of 
consumers, extensively represented at this event by consumer associations and representatives at the 
EESC, namely the rapporteurs of the two opinions (Thierry Libaert, Jean-Pierre Haber and Bernardo 
Hernández Bataller) and myself. At the end of the conference the EESC representatives jointly drafted 
the “Madrid Declaration” with the aim to foster new models able to enhance a competitive economic 
transition anchored on solid and sustainable basis.

The Madrid Declaration can be read here: http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.events-and-activities-built-in-obsolescence

 photo by Līvānu Baltā Māja
(Standing) Andris Gobinš (LV)
Member of the Bureau of the Various 
Interests Group

GOING LOCAL EVENT: 
“INfORMATION EVENT 
Of NGOS fROM LīVāNI 
REGION Of LATVIA”

I was invited to address this event organised on 16 June 2014 by the Latvian NGO Līvānu Baltā Māja. It 
was attended by around 40 NGO leaders and active citizens from Līvāni Region and its surroundings 
and staff of the Social and Education centre. My presentation was structured in two parts: 

•	 Civil	society	interests	on	EU,	national	and	local	level	in	theory	and	practice
•	 Risks	and	benefits	for	Civil	society	with	the	new	EP,	EC	and	upcoming	Latvia’s	Presidency	in	the	

European Council.

The main interest of the participants was linked to concrete examples in decision making and on how 
and whether there would have been a chance for a higher quality decision if there would have been 
a better civil dialogue on local, national or EU level. Concrete examples discussed where: 

•	 The	EU	directive	regulating	the	amount	of	Benzopiren	in	meat,	which,	as	a	result	might	mean,	that	
traditional smoked ham might be forbidden in Latvia as the traditionally produced ham contains 
more than the allowed amount; 

•	 Planned	changes	in	EU	law	in	relation	with	quota	for	milk,	with	the	risks	linked	to	small	and	medium	
producers and the possible negative effects on their income; 

•	 The	tobacco	lobby	impact	on	decision	making	linked	to	the	EU	directive	on	health;	
•	 The	EU	impact	on	the	sugar	industry	in	Latvia
•	 National	regulation	on	the	quantity	of	salt	in	school	food	and	its	impact	on	health	etc.

Two other issues, in particular, which were highlighted as being of considerable importance were in 
relation with EP elections and the upcoming Latvian EU Presidency. People asked: “Would there be 
possibilities for local/regional NGOs to participate and link into presidency events?” and “What would 
be upcoming agenda on EU level over the next 5 years?”

My recommendations for EESC action based on the discussion would be that it might be useful to 
produce a guidebook with best practice of civil dialogue and involvement of civil society in decision 
making on local, regional, national and EU level. The material should be available in all EU languages 
and might be produced in cooperation with the Committee of Regions.

 

 

 

Just for a laugh!

 

http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.events-and-activities-built-in-obsolescence


News from Group III

Welcome to a neW member
 

Group III is very happy to welcome a new member from Austria, andreas 
tHUrner (at) to the EESC. Andreas replaces our former member 
Gerfried Gruber as Head of the Brussels Office of the Austrian Chamber of 
Agriculture (LKÖ). His chief areas of responsibility are: 

•	 Dealing	with	all	aspects	of	the	Common	Agricultural	Policy	(CAP)	and	related	policies	
•	 Contributing	to	policy	and	opinion	making	of	COPA
•	 Developing	and	maintaining	informal	contacts	to	the	European	Institutions	(EP,	EC,	Council)
•	 Monitoring	and	reporting	of	all	relevant	activities	at	European	level

ein herzliches willkommen andreas!

Quote of the month…

“You cannot shake hands with a 
clenched fist.”

Indira Gandhi (1917 - 1984)
Prime Minister of India 1966-1977

and from 1980 until she was assassinated in 1984 
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Indira_Gandhi

Overview of our Members’ Work in the EESC 
At its plenary session on 9-10 July the European Economic and Social Committee (EESC) 
adopted the following opinions for which Group III members were Rapporteurs or Co-
Rapporteurs.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – INT/745 “Encouragement of 
long-term shareholder engagement” (EESC opinion 
2817/2014)

The EESC supports the provisions to the Shareholder 
Rights Directive, especially those that seek to 

strengthen the link between the remuneration awarded to directors 
and the long-term performance of companies and notes that in 
its impact assessment the Commission argues that its proposals 
will lead to only a marginal increase in the administrative burden 
on listed companies. It will be important to assess this balance 
during the ex post evaluation of the Directive. The Committee 
accepts the argument that, by creating more transparency on the 
impact of investment policies, investors will make more informed 
decisions and are likely to become more engaged with their investee 
companies. This should lead to better long-term performance by 
listed companies.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/361 “Finance for business: an 
investigation of alternative supply mechanisms” (EESC opinion 
1346/2014)

The decline in working capital lending to SMEs is a chronic form of 
market failure which demands an appropriate response from EU 
policymakers. To date this response has not been proportionate 
to the problem. The EESC welcomes the proposals set out in 
the Commission Communication on long term financing of the 
European economy and believes that they can, in time, contribute to 
a reformed and more efficient market for SME finance. But measures 
will take time to implement. The challenge remains what to do now 
and in the short-term to improve SME access to finance. The EIB, 
which has been very active in supporting SMEs across Europe has 
been substantially recapitalised and has enhanced its lending to 
SMEs. However, the EIB´s share of total business lending in the euro 
area remains small. A “one size fits all” solution may not be suitable. 
One of the most interesting initiatives is the Funding for Lending 
Scheme (FLS) in the UK. The scheme incentivises participating 
banks to increase the net lending to SMEs by reducing the cost 
of funding. The EESC sees the Funding for Lending Scheme as an 
example of good practice and recommends that the ECB give serious 
consideration to the introduction of a similar initiative in the euro 
area. On 5 June 2014 the ECB announced a set of liquidity measures 
to boost bank lending to SMEs. The EESC is pleased to note that 
the ECB’s main proposal, called Targeted Longer-Term Refinancing 
Operation (TLTROs), is similar to the FLS as outlined in this opinion. 
It is good to note that the work of the EESC in this opinion has 
mirrored the evolving thinking of policymakers. Furthermore, the 
EESC supports initiatives to remove impediments to more accurate 
assessment of credit worthiness and risk by lenders. Better, more up-
to-date information on SME financial performance should enable 
better risk assessment by lenders and more appropriate pricing of 
risk.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/365 “Long-Term Financing of the 
European Economy” (EESC opinion 2476/2014)

The EESC broadly supports this Communication from the 
Commission about how best to meet the long term investment 
needs of Europe. Moreover, it calls on the Commission to encourage 
appropriate institutional and policy changes at global and Member 
State level. This is particularly important in the context of national 
and international regulatory regimes which influence the longer 
term time horizons of investment decisions. In many Member States 
there is a bias in fiscal systems in favour of debt financing of business 
which incentivises companies to utilise debt rather than equity as 
a source of funding. For a more diversified and stable long term 
financing of business, Member States need to be encouraged to 
promote greater use of equity investment. The Commission should 
continue to press for this.

New instruments for long term investment (such as EU 2020 Project 
Bonds) are needed now and the EESC urges the Commission to move 
rapidly to implementation. In the context of promoting greater 
long term financing of the economy, the completion of a banking 
union is essential. Monetary policy should be accommodating to 
long term investment in terms of appropriate interest rates both for 
investors and savers. The EESC welcomes the commitment from the 

Commission to investigate the fragmented cross-border flows of 
savings and also to assess the feasibility of developing an EU-wide 
savings product.
The obstacles to sustainable long term finance are well known and 
need to be overcome. They centre on five main challenges:
•	 incentivising	investors	to	take	a	 longer	term	perspective	 in	their	

investment decisions;
•	 creating	new	intermediaries	and	new	instruments	geared	towards	

long term investment;
•	 developing	debt	and	equity	capital	markets	to	broaden	the	range	

of financing instruments;
•	 ensuring	 that	 the	 flow	 of	 capital	 across	 borders	 is	 orderly	 and	

supportive of longer term investments; and
•	 developing	 better	 systemic	 analysis	 when	 framing	 future	

regulatory policy.
The EESC urges the Commission to take this up in its upcoming 
proposals on long term finance.

 
Antonio LONGO (IT) – TEN/549 “Internet Policy and 
Governance – Europe’s role in shaping the future of 
Internet Governance” (EESC opinion 1699/2014)

The Committee has always fully and wholeheartedly 
supported the information society, the Europe 

2020 strategy and the digital agenda. It therefore fully shares the 
Commission’s desire to strongly reaffirm the defence and promotion 
of fundamental rights and democratic values, as well as the legal 
concept of a single network, subject to uniform Community rules 
as in other sectors and not fragmented by different and potentially 
conflicting national rules. As regards ICANN, the Committee feels 
that the Commission should be resolute in raising the question of the 
EU’s future role in it. The EESC also calls for the Internet Government 
Forum (IGF) to continue strengthening its position as a discussion 
forum for all internet stakeholders, and for the EU to play a leading 
role as the result of a joint action between Commission, Member 
States and civil society.
The EU must also continue to be a leading player in the development 
of digital infrastructure, and primarily high-speed broadband 
accessible to all. This will greatly promote the positive development 
of aspects that the EESC considers as closely interlinked with 
internet governance, i.e. European content; inclusion; bridging the 
digital divide; enhanced digital literacy; European cloud computing; 
protection against cybercrime, privacy or identity theft, and dangers 
to children; the right to be forgotten. 
In summary, the core values that should be at the heart of future 
internet governance are its open, distributed nature, its neutrality 
and universal accessibility and its low barriers of entry.

 
Marina ŠKRABALO (HR) – REX/401 “Enhancing the 
transparency and inclusiveness of the EU accession 
process” (EESC opinion 1609/2014)

This own-initiative opinion, initiated by Croatian 
members of the EESC, provides recommendations 

to the EU institutions that aim at improving the transparency and 
inclusiveness of the accession process for the current candidate 
and potential candidate countries to EU accession. One of the main 
recommendations consists in asking the European Commission and 
the Council to disclose with consistency key documents related to 
the accession negotiations, in order for civil society organisations in 
the enlargement countries and in the EU to be fully informed and 
able to monitor and contribute to the process. The opinion also 
asks the Commission to increase its financial support to civil society 
organisations in the enlargement countries and to encourage social 
dialogue in those countries and link it to the taking- up of the EU 
acquis. It recommends that countries negotiating their accession 
to the EU be obliged to adopt and implement legislation on public 
access to information, and public consultations.

 
Seppo KALLIO (FI) – NAT/624 “A new EU forest 
strategy: for forest and the forest-based sector” (EESC 
opinion 7442/2014)

The EESC welcomes the new EU Forest Strategy and 
the two accompanying Commission staff working 

documents. Against the backdrop of growing demands on and 
threats to forests, as well as many EU sectoral policies and associated 

rules affecting forestry and forests, the new strategy is sorely needed. 
The EESC therefore urges both the Commission and the Member 
States to ensure that the strategy is effectively and efficiently 
implemented. The Committee supports the holistic and balanced 
approach between the three pillars of sustainability (economic, 
environmental and social), highlighted by the three overarching 
headings in the EU Forest Strategy, subdivided into a total of eight 
priorities. Given the great importance of forests for the development 
of rural areas and in order to achieve the goals set out in the strategy, 
the EESC calls for rural development programmes to include forestry-
related measures, and for promoting these measures, in order to 
ensure a higher uptake of available funds. 
Given the great potential and the numerous benefits of using wood-
based biomass for a green economy, the EESC encourages the 
Commission and the Member States to actively seek ways to promote 
active forest management and improved wood use in pursuit of the 
2020 targets, while acknowledging the boundaries of sustainability. 
The Committee calls on the Commission and the Member States to 
increase efforts to assess ecosystem services and foster a market 
for them. Strong coordination and communication with all relevant 
interest groups will be required to successfully develop and follow 
up on the EU Forest Strategy, and the EESC therefore underlines the 
importance of ensuring and increasing stakeholder participation. 
The EESC urges the Commission, the EU Member States and all other 
relevant players to continue the negotiations to reach consensus on 
a legally-binding agreement (LBA) on forests in Europe.

 
Panagiotis GKOFAS (EL) – REX/398 “European 
Immigration policy and relationship with third 
countries” (EESC opinion 873/2014)

The EESC considers that Europe should manage 
immigration as part of a global approach that 

embraces both internal and external aspects: internal management 
of migration and cooperation with third countries are components 
of a single policy, if it is to be effective. The Committee believes that 
immigration must be addressed in three inter-related locations: in 
the immigrants’ countries of origin, in transit countries and in the 
countries of destination as only in this way will it be possible to address 
migratory flows effectively. It is the EESC opinion that, in a globalised 
economy, a global approach needs to be applied to the challenge of 
human mobility. Immigration and mobility are interdependent and 
international dialogue on these issues should tie with other aspects 
of European policy such as trade, development cooperation, human 
rights and security. EU Member States cannot adequately manage 
immigration and asylum individually. Immigration and asylum policy 
needs to be better coordinated with the EU’s external policy. The 
EESC considers that the role of Frontex should become a European 
border-guard service. 
There is a need for more solidarity, as EU external borders are the 
borders of all the Member States. It is the opinion of the EESC that 
the European Union should put in place procedures for the provision 
of financial, operational and reception support to countries dealing 
with immigration flows at entry points. As part of a Global Approach 
to Migration and Mobility, the EU should conclude agreements 
with third countries, especially neighbouring countries, immigrants’ 
countries of origin and transit countries. New mobility and migration 
partnerships (MMPs) with broader content should be concluded. 
Moreover, mobility partnerships should be binding international 
agreements as they currently don’t impose any legal obligations on 
the parties. It is important to strengthen civil society organisations 
and their involvement in the mobility partnerships. Cooperation with 
countries of origin, such as financial assistance and development 
program should be based on the positive conditionality principle 
(more for more. Cooperation with these countries is needed, allowing 
labour immigration through channels that are legal and transparent.

The EESC proposes setting up EU migration offices in country of 
origin, run by the Commission with representatives from diverse 
services to enhance EU’s presence and eliminate misinformation 
spread by criminal networks benefitting from irregular immigration. 
In order to combat this form of criminality, collaboration between 
Frontex and Europol needs to be reinforced.
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