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Over 90% of European economic output is generated by small 
and medium-sized businesses and the Liberal Professions. 
SMEs with proprietorial responsibility and under the direct 
management of owners and their families are therefore the 
predominant form of independent professional activity, craft 
activities, liberal profession activities, production and sales. 
This also has an impact on civil society. As leaders of small 
entities, owners are expected to assume a social responsibility, 
given their direct contact with workers, customers and society 
around them. This social responsibility has become second 
nature to the owners of small and medium-sized enterprises, 
the independent Liberal Professions and craftspeople in 
Europe and in the past required no codification.   

The self-employed and owners of small businesses can be 
found on the boards of associations, among local and regional 
politicians, volunteers in churches and religious communities, 
trainers and instructors and of course in political parties.  

It goes without saying that an interest in attracting customers, 
an interest in contracts and in forming and shaping their 
immediate surroundings may play a role here. A commitment 
to workers and their social, sporting and cultural activities 
may of course be geared towards increasing efficiency, 
promoting team spirit and other business interests. However, 
it also mirrors and indeed meets the needs of society.  

Efforts currently under way in Europe to standardise and 
codify social responsibility in legislation represent an attempt 
to regulate, make compulsory and also transfer to other 
dimensions what small-scale entrepreneurs, self-employed 
persons and the Liberal Professions are already doing on the 
ground and in their social activities.  

Whether such a requirement would have a positive or negative 
impact on the culture of responsibility and the voluntary 
nature of community and civil society involvement has been 

the subject of critical discussion. The European Commission 
has opted for the voluntary approach. The debate in the 
European Economic and Social Committee about this 
voluntary approach and structures will provide important 
pointers as to how civil society wants to deal with this 
important aspect of society in future. I hope that we and our 
colleagues are successful in these debates. For Group III, the 
involvement of the social economy and consumer protection 
will play a role in this area.

One can but hope that balanced consideration is given to all 
points of view in the discussion and that decisions at European 
level do not destroy, but rather promote and underscore, the 
existing culture of shared stewardship, social responsibility 
and participation.  

Setting the agenda for the future of the 
European Policy Agenda on Volunteering
The EYV 2011 Alliance is an open, informal group of European 
networks active in volunteering. Since 2007, the EYV 2011 Alliance 
members have committed to working together on the promotion, 
lobbying, organisation and implementation of the EYV 2011. 
Currently, it consists of 39 European networks gathering around 
2000 direct member and partner organisations all over Europe 
and beyond, reaching out to hundreds of thousands of volunteers. 
One of the main objectives of the EYV 2011 Alliance is to achieve 
the development of the Policy Agenda on Volunteering in Europe 
(P.A.V.E). The Alliance members will present P.A.V.E to the European 
Commission at the EYV 2011 closing conference in December 2011 
in Warsaw, Poland. In this context, Europe III asked the chief co-
ordinator of the EYV Alliance to give us her perspective on how 
things are progressing and what she envisions for the future

EUROPE III: What is the result of Alliance’s work during the EYV 
2011?

P.A.V.E provides policy recommendations for a more efficient 
and effective policy framework in Europe to support and 
promote volunteers, volunteering and volunteer-involving 
organisations.  P.A.V.E aims to ensure a lasting legacy for EYV 2011 
by encouraging all stakeholders to address the shortcomings of 
current policies.  The recommendations, clustered according to 
the four EYV 2011 objectives, are directed to all stakeholders 
- the European institutions; member state policy-makers at all 
levels; social partners (employers from any sector - profit, non-
profit, public, private etc and trade unions) and civil society.   

EUROPE III: Would you like to highlight some of the main 
recommendations?

The development, maintenance and support for proper 
inter-service and inter-institutional co-ordination is crucial.  
The EU institutions should be at the forefront of setting 
the volunteering policy framework for Europe, alongside 
which individual member state policies should fit coherently 
and compatibly without any unnecessary harmonisation.  
Guidelines for volunteer engagement elaborated at the EU 
level should promote good practice and pay attention to the 
development of complementary and harmonious roles for 
volunteers and staff.

EUROPE III: How do you evaluate the cooperation with the EESC 
and its contribution to the Year?

The EESC has shown great support not only in hosting several 
of our meetings but in inviting representatives from our 
working groups to contribute as speakers in the hearings on 
volunteering that the EESC has organised.  The contribution as 
a host to the 2nd EYV 2011 thematic conference with a focus 
on employee volunteering in May 2011 was also significant.  
The EESC members have engaged in constructive and open 
dialogue with us which has without doubt strengthened the 
P.A.V.E recommendations.  

EUROPE III: What would you suggest that EESC does in order to 
facilitate the implementation of your recommendations?

Help to develop a more co-ordinated and pro-active approach 
to volunteering policy at the EU level, recognising it as a 
cross cutting policy theme with an established permanent 
volunteering unit in the European Commission complemented 
by the required policy structures in the other EU institutions.  
This should ensure that the interests of volunteers and 
volunteer-involving organisations are recognised and 
respected in the relevant policy areas and that the adoption of 
restrictive legislation that would cause barriers to volunteering 
and volunteer-involving organisations is avoided.

EUROPE III: How would you like to ensure the legacy and is the 
Alliance going to continue its work somehow?

EYV 2011 has enabled strong and transparent multi-stakeholder 
partnerships to be developed and strengthened and has 
allowed for greater clarity of the conditions needed in Europe for 
volunteering to truly flourish.  The legacy of EYV 2011 must be 
to further support and facilitate this dialogue working towards 
the implementation of concrete actions as described in P.A.V.E.  
The EYV 2011 Alliance members are committed to continue to 
work together to ensure this legacy and the implementation 
of P.A.V.E.

For more information on volunteering, please visit:  
h t t p : / / w w w. e y v 2 0 1 1 . e u / e y v 2 0 1 1 / 4 5 - we l c o m e 
and  http://europa.eu/volunteering
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Quotes of the month…

“Being the richest man in the 
cemetery doesn’t matter to me. 

Going to bed at night saying 
we’ve done something wonderful, 

that’s what matters to me. 

Steve Jobs (1955-2011) 
American businessman, innovator and visionary,
pioneer of the personal computer revolution and

co-founder of Apple Inc.

News from Group III
UK Volunteers 
visit Brussels 
Five Group III members, representing 
the four countries of the UK, Sir Stuart 
Etherington (England), Maureen O’ Neill 
(Scotland), Tom Jones (Wales) and Jane 
Morrice and Michael Smyth (Northern 
Ireland) hosted a volunteer from each 
of their countries to come to Brussels to 
celebrate EU Year on Volunteering. They 
were representative of different ages 
and interests and enjoyed attending the 
SOC Section meeting, the Hearing on 

Employee Volunteering and the Study Group for the EESC opinion on the Year. A visit to the European Parliament was arranged 
as well as the opportunity to meet the Group III President, Luca Jahier (IT), SOC President, Leila Kurki (FI) and the President for 
the work on the EU Year, Pavel Trantina (CZ). The celebration also included a robust working/discussion lunch at the EESC hosted 
by NCVO, at which the EESC Secretary-General, Martin Westlake, former SOC President, Brenda King (UK) and John MacDonald, 
Head of the Task Force for the European year on Volunteering at the European Commission, were also in attendance. Some 
sightseeing in downtown Brussels was squeezed in and, overall, it was an intense few days, much enjoyed by everyone.

	  

Public Hearing at the EESC 
on “GMOs”
On 20th October last, the EESC held a well-attended public 
hearing on agricultural biotechnology. Environmental, scientific 
and consumer organisations and representatives of the 
ecological sector etc. took part in the event. The debate was 
intense, passionate and laden with opposing views and data 
from supporters and detractors. When it comes to biotechnology, 
it is difficult to ascertain the truth and to avoid being carried 

away by preconceived ideas or slogans which are repeated so often that they come to be accepted as proven facts. 
Few clear responses emerged from the debate, but it should be noted that some extremely important questions were 
raised concerning certain key aspects of biotechnology, which warrant calm and thorough consideration by civil society. 

Can the differing agricultural models in Europe co-exist? Is co-existence a myth or reality? How can we explain to 
farmers that they are banned from cultivating GMOs while imports are allowed? From a global point of view, why is 
the development of GMOs not generating such a heated debate in other countries, such as the US, Brazil and Canada? 
How does American civil society differ from European civil society in this regard? Can biotechnology be of use in tackling 
the challenge of food security or is it simply an obstacle? Does European legislation facilitate research and innovation 
by SMEs in the field of biotechnology?

At least there is a degree of consensus on two aspects. Firstly, the debate remains open and promises to carry on 
producing mixed reactions. Secondly, with regard to EU legislation, nobody is in favour of the status quo and everybody 
wants the current deadlock to be broken, with some wishing to restrict the use of transgenics and others wishing to 
promote them. These are two legitimate, but irreconcilable, aspirations.

Please consult this “Events & Activities” page of the NAT Section website for further details on the hearing, to view the 
programme and to runt the presentations: http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.events-and-activities-gmos-eu

Other news that matters

	  
Chairing the hearing, Pedro NARRO (ES), Member of Group III, 
President of the Study Group NAT/513”GMOs in the EU”

Platform against Poverty
Vice-President of Group III, Maureen O’Neill (UK), together with 
Brenda King (Group I) and Daiva Kvedaraite (Group II) met last 
month with the Portuguese ESC, NGOs and representatives 
from the Ministry to discuss the progress being made in relation 
to the National Reform Programmes in relation to poverty 
reduction.  The meetings were well attended and the discussion 
robust and passionate from all sides. The situation in Portugal 

is very difficult in relation to meeting the expectations of the Troika decisions about austerity measures and 
there was strong feeling on all sides that the views and proposed solutions from civil society were not being 
taken sufficiently into account.  The hearing is part of the EESC follow up to the Flagship initiatives in the 2020 
Strategy and a report will be published at the end of this year to contribute to the monitoring being undertaken 
by the EESC 2020 Committee.

Car sharing a big success
The Committee recently hosted the final conference of the MOMO project – a Europe-
wide programme to increase the use of car sharing. I attended on behalf of the Committee, 
welcomed the delegates and participated in what was an exceptionally interesting 
and informative day. There are now more than 600,000 car sharers in Europe and this 
is forecast to grow to 6 million by 2020. Car sharing is where people rent cars for short 
periods of time, often by the hour, and usually in city locations or near public transport 
hubs. Detailed research shows that each vehicle operating in a car share replaces ten 
personally owned vehicles.  For some, belonging to a car organisation means they 

don’t need to own a car at all, for others it replaces a second car. For the individual the main advantages 
are major cost savings, choice of a different vehicle to suit different needs – minicar to people-carrier 
or van – and ease of use. For the environment there are equally big benefits with a theoretical 90% 
reduction in parking space requirements in cities, big CO2 reductions, particularly in manufacture and a 
real stimulus to linked public transport. Of course car sharing is just one of the many ways of improving urban 
mobility and reducing transport’s environmental impact. The target is to get the numbers of car sharers to 
around 1% of the population in each member state over the next ten years. It is no longer a concept but a 
practical reality and whilst this seems small it would result in at least 250,000 fewer vehicles on the roads 
.Unfortunately car sharing gets no prominence in the EU’s transport policy in contrast, for instance, to electric 
cars which are effectively still in the concept and development stage. Could this be because car sharing is 
relatively low-tech and results in less production through more intensive use of resources; surely not?  Although 

the MOMO project is now concluding it has had a big impact on the spread of car sharing in Europe and 
by demonstrating the success of a wide variety of business models – private, public and co-operative – 
has stimulated interest from all sectors. 

NCW Malta holds Second Conference 
of the EU Flagship Project on 
Volunteering
My organisation, the National Council of Women of Malta 
(NCW) held the Second Conference of the EU Flagship Project 
of the European year for Volunteering 2011 on Friday the 
23rd of September. The meeting took place at the Grand 
Excelsior Hotel in Floriana and I, Grace Attard (MT), chaired in 
my capacity as NCW President and EESC Group III Member. 
The Drama Troupe Choir opened the Conference setting 

the scene with two songs ‘Heal the World’ and ‘All Over the World’. The opening speech was delivered by 
Parliamentary Assistant within the Ministry of Education, Employment and the Family, Hon Dr Stephen 
Spiteri, who outlined the history of volunteering in Malta, which has over the years singled out the 
Maltese for their spirit of solidarity and generosity. The aim of the meeting, which is part of a series of 
meetings under the EU Flagship Project, is to introduce volunteering to the wider society. One of the many 
comments I made was that “we hope to bring awareness to the Maltese Society about the personal and 
social benefits of voluntary work, whilst inviting others to contribute”.  Over 150 enthusiastic participants, 
from all walks of life, were introduced to the EU vision and how Malta as an EU member can work towards 
sharing a renewed validation of volunteering. Through a wide range of  workshops, the participants 
familiarised themselves with the ongoing work on healthcare services, domestic violence, mental health, 
youth initiatives, the needs of the elderly, refugees, Caritas and inmates of prisons, sports, children, 
persons with special needs and band clubs, parish work and music and culture. It was indeed a warm 
spirit of solidarity and sharing of experiences on how individuals can contribute by giving some of their 
time voluntarily. 

The recommendations of the workshops highlighted the importance of citizenship, training and education, 
encouraging volunteering at an early age, the need for more information and the links between what citizens 
can do individually and the collective initiatives as stated in the Lisbon Treaty through the Citizens’ Right of 
Initiative. A full report is currently being compiled and will be submitted to local authorities and the EU 
Commission in preparation for an EU Strategy on Volunteering towards the end of the year.  
The full report can be viewed on the NCW website: www.ncwmalta.com

Group III members in the spotlight playing a key role

	  

	  

Richard Adams (UK)
Member of Group III
Vice-President of 
the Sustainable 
Development 
Observatory at the 
EESC

 
(From the left) Hon. Dr. Stephen Spiteri, Parliamentary 
Assistant, Ministry for Social Affairs, Employment and 
the Family, Group III member, Grace Attard, Chair and 
Doris Bingley NCW General Secretary 



News from civil society organisations close to Group III 

BEUC WELCOMES ADOPTION OF ‘NANO-DEFINITION’

On 19 October 2011, BEUC issued a 
press release in which it welcomed 
the publication of a Commission’s 

recommendation for defining the term ‘nano-materials’. “Clarity 
about this term is an important precondition to adopt specific 
safety requirements in legislation”, it states. BEUC is however 
disappointed that the definition contains two important flaws.

To read the full text of the press release, click here:  
http://docshare.beuc.org/docs/1/
BKBMKHMAEAJJBHKHPHCJKLLCPDWY9D7WGG9DW3571KM/
BEUC/docs/DLS/2011-09849-01-E.pdf

YOUTH AND COOPERATIVES

On 24 October 2011, CECOP 
published on its website a 
special edition of the CIOPA 

magazine “Work Together” containing various interesting 
articles on the general theme of: “Youth and Cooperatives”. 

To consult this publication, please click here: http://www.cicopa.
coop/public_docs/WT5_EN.pdf

 

NEW EU REPORT SHOWING POSITIVE IMPACT OF 
ANIMAL TRANSPORT

On 10 November 2011, 
Copa-Cogeca issued a 
press release in which 

it welcomed a new report from the European Commission, 
which shows that current EU animal transport rules have had 
a positive impact on animal welfare. In line with Copa-Cogeca 
views, the report stresses that better enforcement of current 
rules remains a major challenge.

To read the relevant press release, please go to: http://www.copa-
cogeca.eu/Main.aspx?page=HomePage

EU MUST STOP DUMPING DANGEROUS 
E-WASTE ON DEVELOPING COUNTRIES

In a press release issued on 9 November 2011, 
the EEB gave details of an open letter, which 

had been sent by human rights and environmental NGOs to 
European Environment Ministers who met in Brussels on 10 
November 2011, in which is stated that: “Europe must seize the 
chance to stop its e-waste from triggering human rights abuses 
and environmental damage globally.”

The full text of the press release can be read here: http://www.eeb.
org/EEB/index.cfm/news-events/news/eu-must-stop-dumping-
dangerous-e-waste-on-developing-countries and the text of the 
letter here:  http://www.eeb.org/EEB/?LinkServID=216C0514-
5056-B741-DBA4EBD1E08E40E5

ACCESS AND THE CITY – AWARDS 
INITIATIVES

Accessibility of the built environment is a key 
issue within the disability movement. On 14 
November 2011, the EDF published a paper on 

its website profiling three European initiatives that are aimed at 
improving the lives of 80 million persons with disabilities.  

To read more about these initiatives, please go to: http://www.
edf-feph.org/Page_Generale.asp?DocID=13855&thebloc=28619

 SMALL BUSINESS, BIG WORLD

By way of a press release, issued on 
9 November 2011, UEAPME warmly 

welcomed the “Small Business, Big World” communication 
released by the European Commission on that same day.

To read the full text of the press release, follow: http://www.
ueapme.com/IMG/pdf/111109_pr_internationalisation.pdf

ALL CHANGE AT THE TOP OF UEAPME

In a press release dated 11 October 2011, 
UEAPME announced that, following the 

resignation of Loek Hermans, Gunilla Almgren has been 
appointed as its new President.

To read the full text of the press release, follow: http://www.
ueapme.com/IMG/pdf/111011_PR_hermans.pdf

  THE EU-CHINA YEAR OF YOUTH 2011

On 24 October 2011, the EYF published details of 
various events organised in Beijing and Brussels 
to mark the closing of the EU-China Year of Youth 
in 2011.

 To read more, please go to: http://www.youthforum.org/index.
php?option=com_content&view=article&id=1128%3Athe-
eu-china-year-of-youth-2011-closing-events-take-place-in-bei
jing&catid=25%3Anews&Itemid=30&lang=en

 

 

 

 

 

 

OUR GROUP’S STRENGTH

The “Farmers” Category held a meeting on 23rd November 2011. In 
the morning an in-depth debate and exchange of views was held 
on the: “Future of the CAP”, with the participation of three experts in 
the field: Pierre Bascou, Head of Unit for Agricultural Policy, Analysis 
and Perspectives, at DG Agriculture and Rural Development of the 
European Commission, Shelby Matthews, Chief policy Advisor on 
The Future of the CAP and the WTO at Copa-Cogeca and Gérard 
Choplin, European Coordination Via Campesina, Brussels unit, 
responsible for the Common Agricultural Policy. 

More information on the work of the categories can be found on 
our website (http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.group-3), by 
contacting the spokespersons of the categories, or the Secretariat 
of Group III at: gr3@eesc.europa.eu.

Highlights of the October 2011 EESC Plenary Session

Mrs Renate HEINISCH (DE) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: 
“Partnership in Research and Innovation” – INT/599.

Mr Jorge PEGADO LIZ (PT) is the President of the study group for the 
opinion on: “A common European sales law to facilitate cross-border 
transactions in the single market” – INT/600.

Mr Seppo KALLIO (FI) is the President of the study group for the 
opinion on: “Multiannual financial framework for the years 2014-
2020” – ECO/308.

Mr Ioannis VARDAKASTANIS (EL) is the Rapporteur for the opinion 
on: “Common provisions on the European Regional Development 
Fund, the European Social Fund, the Cohesion Fund, the European 
Agricultural Fund for Rural Development and the European Maritime 
and Fisheries Fund covered by the Common Strategic Framework” – 
ECO/314.

Mr Etele BARÁTH (HU) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Specific 
provisions concerning the European Regional Development Fund and 
the Investment for growth and jobs goal” – ECO/316.

Mr Viliam PÁLENÍK (SK) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Support 
from the European Regional Development Fund to the European 
territorial cooperation goal” – ECO/318.

Mr Meelis JOOST (EE) is the President of the study group for the opinion 
on: “The Future of the European Union Solidarity Fund” – ECO/319.

Mr Michael SMYTH (UK) is the General Rapporteur for the opinion on: 

“Provisions relating to risk sharing instruments for Member States 
experiencing, or threatened with, serious difficulties with respect to 
their financial stability” – ECO/320.

Mr Krzysztof PATER (PL) is the President of the study group for the 
opinion on: “Common system of financial transaction tax” – ECO/321.

Mr Arno METZLER (DE) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Insider 
dealing and market manipulation: market abuse” – ECO/322.

Mr Pavel TRANTINA (CZ) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “EU 
Policies and Volunteering: Recognising and Promoting Cross-border 
Voluntary Activities in the EU” – SOC/431.

Mr Edouard DE LAMAZE (FR) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: 
“Towards an EU criminal policy” – SOC/432.

Mr Miguel Ángel CABRA DE LUNA (ES) is the Co-Rapporteur of the 
study group for the opinion on: “European Social Fund” – SOC/433.

Mrs Maureen O’NEILL (UK) is the President of the study group for 
the opinion on: “European Union Programme for Social Change and 
Innovation” – SOC/434.

Mr Krzysztof PATER (PL) is the President of the study group for the 
opinion on: “Employment guidelines” – SOC/435.

Mr Ludvik JÍROVEC (CZ) is the President of the study group for the 
opinion on: “European Globalisation Adjustment Fund (2014 - 2020)” 
– CCMI/097.

Mrs Dilyana SLAVOVA (BG) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Rules 
for direct payments to farmers under support schemes within the 
framework of the common agricultural policy, etc.” – NAT/520.

Mrs Dilyana SLAVOVA (BG) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: 
“Measures for agricultural products on the internal market and third 
countries” – NAT/525.

Mr Yves SOMVILLE (BE) is the Rapporteur, working alone, for the 
opinion on: “Distribution of food products to the most deprived 
persons in the Union” – NAT/532.

Mr Richard ADAMS (UK) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Basic 
safety standards for protection against the dangers arising from 
exposure to ionising radiation (Euratom)” – TEN/466.

Mr Antonio LONGO (IT) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Guidelines 
for trans-European telecommunications networks” – TEN/469.

Mr Carlos Alberto PEREIRA MARTINS (PT) is the President of the study 
group for the opinion on: “Guidelines for trans-European transport 
network” – TEN/471.

Mr Ionuţ SIBIAN (RO) is the Rapporteur for the exploratory opinion on: 
“The role of civil society in EU-Kosovo relations” – REX/347.

 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

 



Overview of our Members’ Work in the EESC 

At its plenary session on 26-27 October 2011 the European 
Economic and Social Committee (EESC) adopted the 
following opinions for which Group III members were 
Rapporteurs or Co-Rapporteurs.

Benedicte FEDERSPIEL (DK) – INT/582 
“Single Market Act - Twelve levers to boost 
growth and strengthen confidence: Working 
together to create new growth” - (EESC 
opinion 1583/2011)

In this opinion, the EESC recognises that the Commission’s 
communication is just the second step in a process, with 
many more steps needing to follow and notes that many 
of the levers proposed were not new as promised because 
they have been already included in the Commission’s work 
programmes for 2010 and 2011. However, the Committee 
would like to understand why the Commission chose only 
twelve out of many levers and calls upon the EC to continue 
to work with the remaining proposals listed in the initial 
Communication (COM(2010) 608) but not included in 12 levers. 
The EESC emphasises that responsibility for the development 
of the Single Market concerns many policy areas, such as the 
Digital Agenda and reiterates its call for a holistic approach. 
While it thinks that promoting growth and business potential 
is essential, the Committee finds however that the proposals 
should focus more on consumers and citizens as independent 
players in the creation of the Single Market. 

Ariane RODERT (SE) – INT/589 “Temporary 
suspension of duties in the /Canary Islands” 
(EESC opinion 1584/2011)

The Canary Islands belong to the outermost 
regions of the European Union, for which 

special measures may be adopted pursuant to Article 349 of 
the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union in order to 
overcome the economic disadvantages these regions suffer as 
a result of their geographic situation. The Spanish Government 
made a request on behalf of the authorities of the Autonomous 
Community of the Canary Islands to prolong the current regime 
providing for tariff suspensions on imports of certain industrial 
products. These measures are aimed at strengthening the 
competitiveness of local economic operators and thus securing 
more stable employment on the islands. The EESC supports the 
proposal, given its socio-economic importance and the fact 
that it is clearly legitimate for the Union to adopt it, in view of 
its exclusive competence regarding the customs field.

 

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/310 
“Amendments concerning repayable 
assistance and financial engineering” (EESC 
opinion 1587/2011)

The EESC approves the proposed amendments 
which clarify the concepts of repayable and non-repayable 
assistance and thus offer needed legal certainty in the framework 
of financial engineering instruments used in cohesion policy 
projects. These amendments proved to be necessary to include 
a general definition of repayable assistance, and to determine 
further as regards financial engineering that assistance that is 
repaid should be kept in a separate account to be reused for the 
same purpose or in line with the objective of the programme 
under which the original repayable assistance was granted. 
The Commission’s proposal thus clarifies the legality of the 
use of repayable forms of assistance at project level, which is 
an existing legal practice which furthermore has been well 
established since the programming period 2000-2006. The 
proposal is financially neutral as no new funding is involved.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/311 “Amendments concerning 
provisions in the financial management of the Structural 
Funds regarding Member States in difficulties” (EESC opinion 
1588/2011)

The Committee approves the proposed amendments, which 
will help Member States that have been most affected by 
the crisis and have received financial support from the BoP 
mechanism or the EFSM. However, the EESC regrets that the 
Commission, building on its “Communication Regional Policy 
contributing to smart growth in Europe 2020”, has not gone 
one step further and proposed a 100% EU financing facility 
for Innovation and R&D-related projects, which could notably 
benefit SMEs.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/312 “Amendment regarding 
certain provisions relating to financial management for certain 
Members States experiencing or threatened with serious 
difficulties with respect to their financial stability” (EESC opinion 
1589/2011)

The EESC approves the proposed amendment to Article 70 
of Regulation (EC) 1698/2005 which will help Member States 
that have been most affected by the crisis to receive financial 
support from the BoP mechanism or the EFSM in order to 
continue the implementation of the programmes funded 
under EAFRD.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/313 “Amendments regarding 
the European Fisheries Fund relating to financial management 
for certain Members States experiencing or threatened with 
serious difficulties with respect to their financial stability” (EESC 
opinion 1590/2011)

The EESC approves the proposed amendments which will 
enable the Commission to make increased payments to 
countries affected by the crisis and receiving assistance from 
the EFSM or BoP mechanisms for the period that they are 
under these support mechanisms, but without increasing 
their overall allocation under the Union’s cohesion policy for 
the programming period 2007-13. The proposal is therefore 
financially neutral and no new funding is involved. The 
proposal modifies articles 76 and 77 of the EFF Regulation, and 
sets the calculation rules and ceilings for the EU contributions 
by applying a 10 percentage points top-up of the applicable 
co financing rates for the priority axis. This will not impose 
additional financial requirements to the overall budget since 
the total financial allocation for the period from the EFF to the 
countries and the programmes in question will not change.

 

Eugene LUCAN (RO) – SOC/491 “The Problem 
of homelessness” (EESC opinion 1592/2011)

In its own-initiative opinion, the EESC makes 
twelve specific recommendations amongst 
which are that: the European Union should 
allocate more resources under the Structural 

Funds (ERDF in particular) to tackling the issue of homelessness, 
with a particular focus on building permanent housing; the 
European Commission should set up a European agency on 
homelessness and develop an ambitious strategy on the issue 
of homelessness and support the Member States in developing 
effective national strategies; the problem of homelessness must 
be made an integral part of the Open Method of Coordination 
in the social domain; innovative models and guides to good 
practice at national and European levels should be shared;  
integrated strategies which can be used to establish adequate 
and additional services in every domain corresponding to 
the panoply of recipients’ needs, particularly social housing 
should be implemented; and European policies and strategies 
should be shaped together with organisations delivering social 
services, homeless people, public authorities and the scientific 
and research community.

Lutz RIBBE (DE) – NAT/491 “Our life insurance, 
our natural capital: an EU biodiversity strategy 
to 2020” (EESC opinion 1600/2011)

In this opinion, whilst the EESC again welcomes 
the fact that the Commission makes it clear that 
much more needs to be done if the objectives 

set by the European Council are to be met. However, it is critical 
of the fact that the Commission does not really analyse the 
reasons why requirements which have been known for years 
and which have always been welcomed by the Committee 
have been inadequately implemented, if at all. An analysis 
of the reasons for the non-implementation or failure of the 
comprehensive programme of actions contained in the 2006 
Biodiversity Action Plan is particularly important because only 
on that basis will it be possible to draw up new, more promising 
actions and strategies. 

Politicians have not yet found the strength or the will to 
implement measures which have been acknowledged to be 
necessary for years, although the communication repeatedly 
makes the point that society and the economy will benefit 
equally from a stringent biodiversity policy. Not even the 
EU’s central nature conservation directives have been fully 
implemented by the Member States – 19 or even 32 years after 

their entry into force. The EESC does recognise that there have 
been partial successes in maintaining biodiversity and points 
out that it is of the greatest importance that the forthcoming 
political reform processes (e.g. fisheries, agricultural, 
transport, energy and cohesion policy) be closely linked to 
the biodiversity strategy. But the EESC believes that there are 
still major shortcomings in this respect. This also applies to 
the plans submitted for the 2014-2020 financial perspective, 
which do not appear to the EESC to be suitable for ensuring 
sufficient financial resources. The Commission must take its 
own biodiversity strategy more seriously! In conclusion, the 
EESC points out that there is a clear need for information and 
knowledge about biodiversity and its complex interactions with 
development and employment as well as for the identification 
and support of success stories and it urges the Commission 
to finally submit the list of environmentally harmful subsidies 
which it promised as early as 2006.

Gabriel SARRÓ IPARRAGUIRRE (ES) – 
NAT/517 “A multiannual recovery plan for 
bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean” (EESC opinion 1603/2011)

The EESC endorses the European 
Commission’s proposals and acknowledges 

the efforts that both the Member States and fishermen are 
making to comply with the ICCAT’s tough bluefin tuna recovery 
plan. The plan is now yielding results, but its implementation is 
having serious socio economic effects, which should be taken 
into account. To ensure that recovery can be observed and the 
best management measures can be adopted in the future, the 
Committee calls on the Member States and the Commission to 
continue supporting applied scientific research.

Jorge PEGADO LIZ (PT) - TEN/457 “The open 
internet and net neutrality in Europe” (EESC 
opinion 1608/2011)

The EESC welcomes the European Commission’s 
Communication on net freedoms. However, this 
Communication fails to meet the Committee’s 

legitimate expectations, because the Commission is advocating 
a “wait and see” approach although it recognises certain 
situations which might lead to the violation of the open internet 
and net neutrality principles. The EESC is recommending a set 
of principles which, in its opinion, would guarantee an open 
and neutral internet. The EESC believes that these principles are 
paramount to the future development of the internet and as 
an essential condition for fulfilling the WSIS Targets defined in 
Geneva (2003) and Tunis (2005). 

Bernardo HERNÁNDEZ BATALLER (ES) – 
TEN/458 “Functioning and application of 
established rights of people travelling by air” 
(EESC opinion 1609/2011)

In this exploratory opinion, requested by the 
European Parliament, the EESC considers that 

there is a need to undertake a legislative reform of Regulation 
No 261/2004 in order to consolidate all air passenger rights 
into a single text, guarantee a high level of protection for the 
passengers and ensure that they are clearly notified of their 
rights. Airlines bear the sole and exclusive responsibility for 
compliance with the obligations of Regulation 261/2004, but 
may, on occasions, seek compensation from third parties that 
are unconnected with the travel contract between the airline 
and the passenger, but that have caused delay or cancellation. 
The EESC calls for more transparency in the compensation 
procedures, which should be harmonised, accessible and 
more efficient, subject to specific deadlines and with 
binding decisions. When it comes to the charging for an air 
transport ticket, the final price and its different elements and 
components should always be clearly specified. Moreover, the 
European Commission should cooperate with the enforcement 
bodies and consult with all relevant stakeholder organisations, 
including those representing persons who are disabled or have 
reduced mobility, in drawing up interpretative guidelines for 
the definitions contained in the regulation. 
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