
 

ED.Editorial

How do the Republic of Lithuania, its civil 
society and citizens perceive the European 
Union and the role of Lithuania within 
the EU? What are the current and future 
opportunities and challenges facing 
the EU? What steps should be taken to 
deliver a social Europe and a Europe of 
citizens, notably in the run-up to the 
2014 European Parliament elections? 
How can Lithuanian civil society best 
organise itself in order to give a voice to its 
citizens? These were some of the issues we 
discussed in Vilnius on 23 October, during 
the conference organised by the Various 
Interests Group of the European Economic 
and Social Committee (EESC) at the 
Seimas (Parliament) of Lithuania entitled 
‘Lithuania in the Driving Seat of European 
Integration: a fresh look at Europe’. 

Bringing together approximately 160 
individuals from the EESC, the Lithuanian 
authorities, Lithuanian civil society and 
media, we were honoured by the presence 
of H.E. Mr Vydas Gedvilas, Deputy Speaker 
of the Seimas, Mr Rolandas Kriščiūnas, 
Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of the 
Republic of Lithuania and Mr Miroslavas 
Monkevičius, Secretary of the Vilnius City 
Council. The Lithuanian Presidency of the 
Council of the EU marks the first Presidency 
by a Baltic country and the first Presidency 
for a European Union of now 28 Member 
States. The six month mandate also marks 
the last full Presidency with the current 
European Parliament, so there have been 
great expectations of the Lithuanian 
Presidency. Might I add that the successful 
negotiations of the 2014 EU budget last 
month is indicative of their determination 
and skill. 

Top of the list of EU priorities is the necessity 
to build or even re-build trust between 
citizens and politicians, between the 
national and European levels, between 
the economic, social and political fabric 
of our societies. Crucially, trust will be  

re-built by delivering results and by better 
communicating Europe to its citizens. For 
in a few weeks the European Union will 
enter its sixth year of austerity and there 
are now some 84 million people in EU 
countries who are living below the poverty 
line and almost 27 million unemployed 
persons, many of whom are young. 
Inevitably, this leads to political extremism, 
demagogy, prejudice, whilst anger and 
apathy towards the EU are thriving. What 
we learnt in Vilnius is that today Lithuania 
is an economically performant country, 
ranked 3rd for its growth levels alongside 
Finland, the UK and Germany. 

However, Lithuania has important lessons 
to teach its European neighbours, lessons 
on how it overcame difficult economic 
reforms in the 1990s and again in the last 
four years. The lesson for all of us is that the 
EU finds itself at a historical turning point 
which requires fundamental structural 
changes. If Europe is to fulfil its ambitions 
and potential then it is necessary to invest 
in a united and politically stable continent, 
one which is ambitious, determined, 
mutually reinforcing and stronger than 
the sum of its individual parts.

What we discussed in Vilnius is that to 
combat austerity, the first results that need 
to be delivered include reinvigorating the 
Europe 2020 Strategy to adapt it to the 
Europe of 2050 and beyond. We need to 
complete the Internal Market and the 
Compact for Growth and Jobs, invest 

much more in re-industrialising Europe, 
in innovation, research and development. 
Once again, we can learn from Lithuania, 
which has become a world leader in 
biotechnology, in lasers, electronics and 
medical devises. But above all, we must 
strive to boost real growth and the real 
economy. We must aim to facilitate 
credit and invest much more in SMEs, in 
social economy enterprises, the liberal 
professions and the green economy. 
Crucially, we must seek holistic and 
equitable solutions to Europe’s recovery, 
by addressing the social consequences of 
the EMU, for example introducing more 
socially responsible investment, European 
Social Bonds and a European Education 
Network for Unemployed Workers. 

Before ending this Editorial, I would like 
to focus on two points. The first is that 
we must use austerity as a means to re-
launch and consolidate civil and social 
participation, which are at the heart of our 
European heritage and Western traditions. 
Particularly now in times of crisis, the 
issues of democratic accountability and 
participation are primordial. 

Unfortunately, according to a recent 
Eurobarometer study, only 31% of 
European citizens ‘trust’ the EU, whilst 
60% simply do not. We were pleased to 
learn that Lithuania is the exception, as 
80% of Lithuanian respondents consider 
that EU membership brings benefits. But 

during the conference in Vilnius we also 
exchanged views on how Lithuanian civil 
society has evolved since independence in 
1991, we learnt about the expectations, 
challenges and opportunities for citizens 
to organise themselves and to participate 
more actively in democratic life. We also 
exchanged views on the possibility of 
Lithuania setting up a National Economic 
and Social Council at some point in the 
future.  

Secondly, before concluding I would also 
like to pay tribute to the determination of 
the Lithuanian Presidency of the Council 
of the EU to bolster a democratic Europe, 
the principal priority of which is to preserve 
and to reinforce freedom, peace and 
independence, which are fundamental 
values for our common European future. 
For let us not forget that next year Europe 
will commemorate the centenary of the 
First World War, the war which was meant 
to ‘end all wars’. As we all know, the events 
of 1914-18 were simply a precursor to 
a second equally horrifying chapter in 
human history. But these events ‘gave 
birth’ to the European project which 
strove to make war amongst its members 
materially impossible. It succeeded. 
And this is something that we need to 
remember at the bottom of our hearts. For 
despite all the difficulties currently facing 
our continent, we must be grateful and 
look optimistically towards the future. 
Lithuania, I am pleased to see, is doing 
exactly this and aims to join the Eurozone 
in 2015. So let all try to share your optimism 
and ‘fresh look’ at Europe!

The full programme, press release, 
presentations and photos may be 
found here: http://www.eesc.europa.
eu/?i=portal.en.events-and-activities-
lithuania-driving-integration
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Group III President, Luca Jahier (IT), delivering his keynote address

Press conference with Mr Luca Jahier, President of the 
Various Interests Group of the European Economic 
and Social Committee (EESC) and Mr Miroslavas 
Monkevičius, Secretary of the Vilnius City Council

Participants in the conference



News from Group III

In keeping with a new 
innovation introduced some 
months ago, experts from 
various fields of experience are 
invited to address our Group 
meetings on important and 
controversial topics of current 
interest to inform our members, 
provoke debate and facilitate 
an exchange views. 

On Wednesday 16 October 2013, 
we welcomed Mr Luuk Van Middelaar, (above, left in photo). He is the speech research 
assistant and writer for Herman Van Rompuy, President of the Council. He is the author of 

the book ‘Le passage à l’Europe’ which won the Socrates 2010 Award for the best book of 

philosophy written in Dutch. In his intervention he said: “The European Union is our answer 

to the fast moving world” and went on reminding that the problem of perceiving the EU as 

a foreign power was present almost from the start: “Europe is done, let’s start making the 

Europeans, and convince people that Europe is us”. This strategy runs into trouble when 

there are no results or bad results and the current comic crisis certainly does not help: “The 

problem of the EU at this moment is that it is not delivering what it promised in terms 

of growth and jobs”. Within this context it is crucial to “give people voice directly from 

the market squares to the decision making tables” and this can be achieved if everybody 

engages to make people aware of the fact that they are into Europe and that Europe is all 

of us. 

His intervention was followed by a lively discussion with the members of Group III.

OUR GROUP’S STRENGTH

The SMEs, Crafts and Liberal Professions Category held 
a meeting on Monday 28 October 2013, under the 
chairmanship of their newly-elected Spokesperson, Group III 
member, Panagiotis Gkofas (EL).

External guests presented examples of best practices on 
access to finance for SMEs on topics such as: ‘How to finance 
economic growth within the European Union Improving the 
access for SME’s to European and International Financial 
Markets by using a central market place’ and the ‘Hungarian 
best practice of a credit card for SME’s with a public 
guarantee’. Moreover, the Director of the Entrepreneurship 
and SMEs Department of BUSINESSEUROPE made a 
presentation on the follow-up to the Joint Report by the 
European Commission and the European Investment 
Bank proposing a new SME finance initiative, involving the 

Structural Fund. Representatives of the European Investment 
Bank and the European Commission were present to listen 
and each presentation was followed by a lively debate with 
them and the members of the Category.

To consult the full agenda and read the various presentations, 
please go to: 
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.smes-professions-
and-crafts-category-documents.29537

On 21 November the Social Economy Category held its last 
meeting of the year with a very busy agenda. Representatives 
of different Commission Directorates (Markt, EMPL, ENTR) 
participated to discuss the forthcoming Conference on 
Social Entrepreneurship (16-17 January), which the EESC is 
co-organising and is expected to be a key milestone in EU’s 

social entrepreneurship policy. Other items on the agenda 
included the draft opinion on “social impact measurement” 
(Ariane Rodert), the organisation of a joint conference with 
SOC in 2014 and an exchange of views with Social Economy 
Europe’s Director-General Marcel Smeets. The Category also 
unanimously endorsed the proposal for an own-initiative 
opinion on the European Mutual Statute.

To consult the full agenda and read the various presentations, 
please go to: 
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.social-economy-
category-documents.29861

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.

	  

 

Highlights of the October 2013 EESC Plenary Session

Mr Viliam PÁLENÍK (SK) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “Standard 
VAT declaration” – ECO/358.

Mr Ioannis VARDAKASTANIS (EL) is the President of the study group for the 
exploratory opinion on: “The development of the Adriatic-Ionian macro-
regional strategy” – ECO/359.

Mr Gerfried GRUBER (AT) is the Rapporteur for the opinion on: “New EU 
Forest Strategy” – NAT/624.

Mr Nikolaos LIOLIOS (EL) is the President of the study group for the opinion 
on: “Community vessels traffic monitoring” – TEN/539.

Mr Roberto CONFALONIERI (IT) is the President of the study group for the 
opinion on: “Multimodal travel” – TEN/540.

Mr Carlos Alberto PEREIRA MARTINS (PT) is the President of the study 
group for the opinion on: “Implementation of TEN-T corridors” – TEN/541.

 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
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During our extraordinary Bureau meeting and 
conference in Vilnius on 23 October 2013, we visited the 
Vilnius TV Tower, which is 326.5m high and is located 
in the Karoliniškės micro-district of the city. It is the 
tallest structure in Lithuania and is the home-base of 
the SC Lithuanian Radio and Television Centre. The TV 
tower played a major role in the events of 13 January 
1991, when 14 unarmed civilians lost their lives and  
700 were injured opposing the Soviet military seizure 

of the tower. A small museum dedicated to the January 

1991 battle is housed on the ground floor and various 

markers in the surrounding area indicate places where 

Lithuanian citizens died while trying to maintain the 

blockade against Soviet troops. 

At the memorial, at the foot of the tower (photo), we lit 

candles and paused for a moment to show respect for, 

and solidarity with, those who lost their lives and were 

injured in the conflict.

Other news that matters

 

Learning about the struggle for freedom and independence in Lithuania



Group III Members in the Spotlight playing a key role
Maureen O’ NEILL (UK)
President of the SOC Section
Member of Group III

UK In EUropE 40 YEarS:  What haS thIS MEant for 
Scotland?

This event was to mark the UK being in Europe for 40 years and to consider the issues surrounding 
membership of the EU in the changing political landscape of a more entrenched scepticism amongst 
a part of the population against membership of the EU and the debate on Scottish independence. 
All this was in the context of the elections to the European Parliament in May next year. This 
conference was very well attended and considered the footprint of European integration found in 
Scotland and the benefits it has brought to the population in agriculture, fisheries, infrastructure, 
EU funding and social affairs.  In addition a stronger emphasis on the role of the regions has had 
a large impact. The keynote address was given by Professor Jo Shaw, Salvesen Chair of European 
Institutions, Edinburgh University.  She was joined by the Chairperson Paola Buonadonna; Christina 
McKelvie MSP, Chair of the European and External Relations Committee at the Scottish Parliament 
and David Grant Lawrence, former Director-General at the European Commission for a panel debate 
on whether Scotland has made the most of the opportunities the EU has offered it.  There was a 
lively debate in which the point was made that it was as important to consider what Scotland/
UK put into the Union as to what benefits it gained and there was a strong feeling that Scotland 
would wish to continue as a member of the EU whatever the outcome of the Referendum on 
Independence. There was a robust discussion between four prospective European Parliamentary 
candidates on their views on the EU and the role of the European Parliament.

EUrocItIES confErEncE In BElfaSt octoBEr 2013
 
It was a great privilege to be invited to participate 
in this conference which involved members of 
Eurocities meeting together to discuss innovations; 
programmes; partnerships and practical issues of 
implementation.  The Conference was hosted by 
the City of Belfast and involved plenary sessions; 
study visits and speed-dating! Three of us were 
given the rather daunting task of responding to 
the two excellent keynote speakers and then in an 
‘on the sofa’ session responding to whatever the 

participants felt like asking.  The whole conference was hugely illuminating and the topics ranged 
from youth employment; managing divisions in the community; peace building; equalities and 
the importance of risk taking to move forward. My study visit was to an amazing ‘women’s centre’ 
which has provided an oasis for women from all backgrounds to develop their own programmes 
for community and self- development, nurturing and creativity – hence Tate.  The speed dating 
allowed us to move tables to hear about a range of projects from different European cities which 
included, amongst others, care for older people and environmental developments.

 
Dilyana Slavova (BG)
President of the NAT Section
Member of Group III

challEnGES In food SEcUrItY froM a GloBal and EU 
pErSpEctIvE

FAO’s most recent estimates indicate that, globally, 842 million people – 12% of the global 
population – were unable to meet their dietary energy requirements in 2011–13, down from 868 
million reported for 2010–12. One in five people today suffer from hunger and malnutrition. Thus, 
around one in eight people in the world are likely to have suffered from chronic hunger, not having 
enough food for an active and healthy life. The vast majority of hungry people – 827 million – live 
in developing regions, where the prevalence of undernourishment. 

So Global food security will remain a worldwide concern for the next 50 years and beyond?
Addressing the challenge of global food security through the twenty-first century is linked with 
other global issues, most notably climate change, population growth and the need to sustainably 
manage the world’s rapidly growing demand for energy and water. Climate change could 
potentially interrupt progress toward a world without hunger. Climate change may affect food 
systems in several ways ranging from direct effects on crop production (e.g. changes in rainfall 
leading to drought or flooding, or warmer or cooler temperatures leading to changes in the length 
of growing season), to changes in markets, food prices and supply chain infrastructure. 

The relative importance of climate change for food security differs between regions. For example, 
in southern Africa, climate is among the most frequently cited drivers of food insecurity. In other 
regions, though, such as parts of India, other drivers, such as labour issues and the availability 
and quality of ground water for irrigation, rank higher than the direct effects of climate change 
as factors influencing food security. Because of the multiple socio-economic and bio-physical 
factors affecting food systems and hence food security, the capacity to adapt food systems to 
reduce their vulnerability to climate change is not uniform. Improved systems of food production, 
food distribution and economic access may all contribute to food systems adapted to cope with 
climate change, but in adopting such changes it will be important to ensure that they contribute 
to sustainability.

What is the Role of the EU?
The EU`s development policy, which focuses more broadly on achieving the MDGs, places food 
security at the heart of the fight against poverty. It links together food security with rural and 
agricultural development, the sustainable management of natural resources, health (including 
access to water), infrastructures and households economy (social transfers). For several years the EU 
has been a prominent international actor in terms of food security. Its policy has evolved over the 
years: from simple food aid distribution primarily using Community stocks of agricultural surpluses 
to food security support strategies at the national, regional and world levels. From 1996 to 2006 
Europe’s policy on food security was reformed extensively and implemented through the food aid 
and food security budget line (FSBL). This budget line provided a single instrument that combined 
emergency and development operations and the three fundamental pillars of food security. It 
earmarked 500 million euro a year (on average) for national programs, multilateral initiatives and 
local and international NGOs. New orientations since 2007: a global vision. During the reform of 
Community external aid within the framework of the financial perspectives 2007-2013, the food aid 
and food security budget line (FSBL) was replaced by the food security thematic program (FSTP). Its 
budget for the period 2007-2010 is worth just over 925 million euro. This amount does not include 
funding for humanitarian food assistance that now comes under the responsibility of ECHO within 
the European Commission.

The EU has a range of instruments for funding various types of food security operations over varying 
periods in the short, medium and long terms. Their diversity makes it possible to respond flexibly 
and adequately to needs.

•	 The	European	Development	Fund	(EDF)	is	the	main	financial	instrument	for	providing	Community	
development aid in the countries of sub-Saharan Africa, the Caribbean and the Pacific (ACP). This 
long-term aid program funds national/regional and horizontal programs.

•	 The	 Development	 Co-operation	 Instrument	 (DCI)	 operates	 geographically	 (Latin	 America,	
Central Asia, etc.), but also funds thematic programs (FSTP, human rights, environment, etc.). It 
also covers a program of subsidies for NGOs, including those intervening in food security and 
rural development.

•	 The	European	Neighbourhood	and	Partnership	Instruments	(ENPI)	cover	countries	adjacent	to	
the European Union to the south and east (North Africa, Eastern Europe, Middle East).

•	 The	Instrument	for	Stability	finances	short-term	and	medium-term	food	security	programs	and	
is implemented by the Directorate- General for External Relations (DG RELEX). It contributes to 
maintaining and restoring stability in the world. As a result, it is able to play a part in consolidating 
food security in a given country.

•	 The	EU	adopted	a	facility	for	rapid	responses	to	food	price	volatility	in	December	2008.	Endowed	
with one billion euro for the period 2008-2010, the facility actively complements other funding 
instruments. It aims to support an increase in the agricultural supply in developing countries, 
chiefly by improving access for smallholders to inputs (fertilizer, seeds) and to agricultural services

And something very important: The EU continues to be the top importer of products from developing 
countries. On average between 2009 and 2011, 72% of EU imports came from developing countries 
(€67 billion). This share is significantly higher than the 43% share in total agricultural imports of the 
“Big 5” taken together: Canada, US, Australia, New Zealand and Japan. Moreover, EU imports from 
developing countries are growing. In 2011 their value reached €75.4 billion (+15% on 2010).

What we could do further?
Long-term commitment to mainstreaming food security and nutrition in public policies 
and programs is key to hunger reduction. Keeping food security and agriculture high on the 
development agenda, through comprehensive reforms, improvements in the investment climate, 
supported by sustained social protection, is crucial for achieving major reductions in poverty and 
undernourishment
The author was co-chair of the Panel Session dedicated on food security in the framework of the 
Crans Montana Forum 2013 - BUSINESS AND GLOBAL & NATIONAL SECURITY held on 17 October 
2013 in Switzerland.

SoME thoUGhtS froM dIlYana on thE 2030 fraMEWorK for EnErGY and 
clIMatE polIcIES

The EU is on track to meet its 2020 targets. This is good news, but as the IPCC reconfirmed last month, 
we need to look forward and see what more we can do, because this will not be a contribution 
strong enough for the global temperatures to stay below a 2 degree increase. In a few weeks’ 
time the UN climate change negotiations will start in Warsaw, hopefully leading up to a strong 
international agreement in Paris in 2015. It is more important than ever that the EU is active and 
shows leadership in this process. But to be credible it has to lead by example. To show leadership 
and have more influence on the international negotiations the EU needs to commit itself firmly to 
more demanding targets for 2030 and to demonstrate how the implementation of such targets 
is an integral part of its plans for economic recovery and transition to a more sustainable future. 
Our Committee is therefore urging the full implementation of all existing carbon-related targets for 
2020. The EESC asks for a tightening of the 2020 Green House Gas target to a 25% reduction on the 
way to the agreed 80-95% reduction by 2050. In order to make the 2050 target a feasible reality, we 
also need interim targets of 40% by 2030 and 60% by 2040. All these targets need to be followed-up 
with legally binding policies that would actually ensure the delivery of these reductions. Such long-
term indicative targets are needed as benchmarks to give predictability and stability for investors 
and decision takers within Europe. They would also provide a strong benchmark level of ambition 
for the international negotiations. Ambitious and realistic measures and targets should be built 
up by consensus and through interaction with those who will be called upon to put the actions 
into effect. It is therefore of great value that the Commission has made an extensive stakeholder 
consultation on the EU’s 2030 policies, and we look forward to seeing how these stakeholder in-
puts are reflected in the upcoming proposals.

 

 



Overview of our Members’ Work in the EESC 

At its plenary session on 16-17 October 2013 the European Economic and Social 
Committee (EESC) adopted the following opinions for which Group III members were 
Rapporteurs or Co-Rapporteurs.

Gerd WOLF (DE) – TEN/528 “Energy Technologies and Innovation” 
(EESC opinion 3996-2013)

The EESC supports the Commission’s planned measures, in particular 
the perspective of a joint, coordinated, consistent and cooperative 
approach that involves all energy policy stakeholders. The EESC 
recommends that bureaucratic inflexibility, risk aversion and market 

distortions be avoided at all costs when implementing new measures. For Europe’s civil 
society it is vital that first and foremost the driving forces behind new ideas and concepts 
get promoted. In order to progress on the number one task, i.e. the technical and scientific 
development of energy technologies and innovation, appropriate instruments are needed 
that strike a sound balance between carefully planned project development, on the one hand, 
and openness to various new approaches and competition between them, on the other. The 
Committee believes that the anticipated shortfall in funding in the Commission’s Horizon 
2020 R&D budget and in Member States’ R&D budgets makes it all the more important to 
make use of the EU Structural Funds, the European Investment Fund and revenue from the EU 
Emissions Trading System, and in particular to steer the investment potential of the market 
economy towards addressing this major challenge.

Gabriel SARRÓ IPARRAGUIRRE (ES) – NAT/608 “A multiannual 
recovery plan for Bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and 
Mediterranean” (EESC opinion 4349/2013)

The Committee welcomes this amendment to Regulation (EC) No 
302/2009, as it shows that real results are being achieved in the 
recovery of Bluefin tuna in the Eastern Atlantic and the Mediterranean. 

The Committee again urges the European Commission to apply this Regulation as strictly 
as possible to all the Member States and ICCAT Contracting Parties. The EESC reiterates its 
acknowledgement of the efforts made over recent years by the European Commission, the 
Member States and fishermen to comply with the demanding multiannual recovery plan, 
with the ensuing social and economic consequences that should be taken into account.

Reine-Claude MADER (FR) – INT/706-707 “Antitrust Damages 
Actions/ Quantification of harm” (EESC opinion 4975/2013)

The Committee welcomes the Commission’s proposal to facilitate 
access to justice and enable victims to obtain compensation and 
also supports the leniency programmes which make it possible to 
identify numerous infringements. Nevertheless, it considers that the 

proposal offers too much protection to undertakings benefiting from those programmes, 
to the detriment of the victims. Certain provisions of the proposed directive limit their 
scope for action because they are based on the notion that those requesting leniency 
programmes should be heavily protected against actions for damages. The EESC agrees with 
the Commission’s assessment of how useful it might be to have out-of-court settlements, 
providing that they are well formulated, independent and remain optional. It feels that 
alternative dispute settlement mechanisms cannot be a credible solution for victims unless 
there are effective mechanisms for judicial remedies, particularly class action. In conclusion, 
the Committee regrets that the introduction of a class action in competition matters, which 
should have been an effective mechanism for consumers, has been left out and included only 
in a non-binding recommendation.

Dr. Renate HEINISCH (DE) – INT/712 “Antitrust Damages Actions/ 
Quantification of harm” (EESC opinion 5169/2013)

The EESC welcomes the Commission proposal, which makes an 
important contribution to the further improvement of medicinal 
product safety and the transparency of the assessment processes. 
It calls on the Commission to ensure that, simultaneously with the 

introduction of the new fees, national fees charged for the same activity are abolished.  The 
EESC welcomes the proposal that the EMA will levy an annual flat-rate fee from marketing 
authorisation holders for pharmacovigilance activities. However, the Committee notes that 
the pharmacovigilance activities are only available to a limited extent, if at all. The Committee 
therefore suggests that the flat-rate fee be suspended pending availability of these services. 
Finally, the EESC welcomes the Commission’s proposal that fees should be shared as fairly as 
possible between all market authorisation holders affected and suggests that the proposed 
approach involving “chargeable units” should be reconsidered.

Michael SMYTH (UK) – ECO/354 “Long-term financing of the 
European economy” (EESC opinion 5189/2013)

The EESC welcomes the proposed regulation from the Commission and 
accepts most of the Commission’s analysis of the expected demand for 
ELTIF’s and of the regulatory barriers currently inhibiting institutional 
and retail investment in new cross-border infrastructure projects. The 

proposed regulation has the potential to stimulate a meaningful single investment market 
in long-term projects. The Commission’s proposal to introduce closed-ended funds open to 
both institutional and retail investors is probably the best approach especially given the likely 
emergence of the secondary market in units or shares in ELTIF’s. As the proposed regulation 
breaks new ground in European investment markets, there is a need to carefully monitor its 
implementation. 

 

Panagiotis GKOFAS (EL) – REX/375 “Irregular immigration by sea 
in the Euromed region” (EESC opinion 2533/2013)

In this own-initiative opinion, the EESC emphasises the importance of 
upholding human rights insisting that the human rights of irregular 
immigrants must be upheld at all times and that anyone in danger 

at sea, or at risk, including irregular immigrants, must be rescued. It also insists that the EU 
must adopt a disembarkation policy that does not increase the burden on those Member 
States that are already facing disproportionate influxes. On the issue of the right to asylum 
the opinion also stresses that all persons requiring international protection must be able 
to submit an application in the EU and that the European return policy should promote a 
voluntary approach and be based on the greatest possible regard for humanitarian values. 
A key requisite for improving the situation of irregular immigrants is the adoption of a 
comprehensive European policy on irregular immigration based on solidarity: EU solidarity 
with those Member States that, because of their geographical location, have to deal with 
large numbers of victims of criminal trafficking networks, who arrive by irregular means, 
should be enhanced. Finally, the European borders agency - Frontex: should continue to be 
restructured into a genuine European external borders agency, with a broader coordinating 
role vis-à-vis joint EU action on the external borders of its Member States. This should include 
action to prevent and combat people smuggling. 

Jorge PEGADO LIZ (PT) – INT/719-720 “Legal acts providing for 
the use of the regulatory procedure with scrutiny” (EESC opinion 
5530/2013)

The collective alignment of 165 legal instruments (regulations, 
directives and decisions) from 12 different areas does in fact raise a 
number of legal and practical issues. For example, some aspects of 

the delegation procedure are still far from clear (the concept of “non-essential elements” has 
yet to be defined). A precise evaluation of how the mechanism actually works in practice also 
needs to be carried out, and some proposals for regulations contain options which misinterpret 
the framework established by the basic legislative acts, going so far as to allow for delegation 
to be exercised for a period of unspecified length or setting very short deadlines for scrutiny 
by the Parliament and the Council.  The Committee would therefore advise the Commission 
to tailor this collective alignment more closely to the individual contents of some of the basic 
legislative acts, and the Council and the Parliament to exercise maximum vigilance and to 
conduct a detailed evaluation of all the acts included in this alignment.

Benedicte FEDERSPIEL (DK) – INT/688 “The Single Market Act - 
identifying missing measures” (EESC opinion 3154/2013)

In this additional opinion, the EESC has identified areas of 
improvement in the digital Single Market ranging from net neutrality 
to data protection, copyrights and digital products. As for goods and 
services, the opinion underlines that there is still no Single Market 

for retail financial services for consumers because of business and commercial obstacles. The 
free movement of workers should be improved by eliminating obstacles in the recognition 
of qualifications and deepening coordination in the healthcare sector and social security 
systems and create a one-stop-shop to facilitate registration procedures. Transposition, 
implementation and enforcement are still key issues, also for consumers as illustrated by the 
situation with regards to unfair commercial practices. The Standardisation of pre-contractual 
information for consumer contracts is also an area needing improvement as are e-commerce 
and cross-border delivery. A better business environment implies less administrative 
burden, especially for SMEs, while applying Smart regulation at EU and national level and 
guaranteeing access to finance. The EESC also calls on the Commission to put an end to the 
proliferation of unfair terms in air transport contracts. 

Andris GOBIŅŠ (LV) – REX/387 “Sustainable changes in transition 
societies” (EESC opinion 4534/2013)

In this exploratory opinion, requested by the Lithuanian Presidency, 
the EESC states that the EU, its Member States and its civil society are 
an incredibly rich source of transition experience which should be 
used better to achieve stability and contribute to sustainable change 

in transition societies. Democratic change, sustainable development, inclusive economic 
growth and a stable market, together with improved welfare and employment, can best be 
underpinned by good governance and a strong rights-based approach. Practice shows that a 
strong civil society, in particular when organised, is the best guarantee of success.  An Action 
Plan on the use of transition experience in the programming process should be designed and 
The European Transition Compendium as well as other suggestions from recent EU documents 
should be operationalized without delay.  The EESC believes that the external policy of the EU 
should be geared towards promoting human rights, fundamental freedoms the rule of law 
and help to create an enabling and democratic environment allowing individuals and CSOs’ 
to participate in policy formulation and monitoring of the implementation. Currently, many 
potential promoters of sustainable development are banned from receiving EU support due 
to discriminatory administrative and other rules. Positive discrimination (not allowing any 
room for manipulation) and a requirement that partners with recent transition experience 
should be involved in development projects are needed to place players with backgrounds 
scoring lower in current evaluations on an equal footing. The quality of projects and results 
must come first. Actors affiliated with authoritarian regimes and/or non-democratic practices 
(e.g. GoNGOs, Yellow Unions, etc.) should be excluded from support.

Etele BARÁTH (HU) – ECO/351 “The added value of macro-regional 
strategies” (EESC opinion 5146/2013)

A macro-regional approach can genuinely address challenges faced 
by regions. The principles underpinning Europe’s two macro-regional 
experiments to date have proved successful, functioning as effective 
instruments to boost social, economic and territorial cohesion 

and convergence. The EESC agrees with the report’s main conclusions, amongst which are 
that a strong political commitment is needed and red tape should be cut. The Committee 
points out that macro-regional cooperation is part of the process of building democracy in 
the EU, and of strengthening bottom-up initiatives. Such cooperation is a positive catalyst, 
defending and complementing the EU’s fundamental values. A focus on sustainability and on 
infrastructure development is a natural consequence of macro-regional thinking. It generates 
European added value. In conclusion, the EESC believes that the “three no’s” rule is outdated. 

In order to promote innovation, SMEs, networking and employment, there should be more 
understanding of the change to the “three yes’” when evaluating macro-regional strategies 
from the perspective of support policy.

Thierry LIBAERT (FR) – CCMI/112 “Product lifetimes and consumer 
information” (EESC opinion 1904/2013)

In this own-initiative opinion, the EESC states that planned 
obsolescence is associated with a form of industrial production that 
relies on a minimum renewal rate for its products. Although product 
renewal is necessary, certain abuses need to be addressed and it 

would like to see a total ban on products with built-in defects designed to end the product’s 
life. The EESC recommends that companies make their products easier to repair. This should 
be done in three ways: technical possibilities and the possibility of replacing components 
within five years purchasing the product. Purchases should be accompanied by information 
on the possibilities of repair and how to have repairs carried out. The Committee believes 
that improving the quality and durability of manufactured products will create lasting jobs 
in Europe and should therefore be encouraged. The EESC advocates providing information 
on a product’s estimated life expectancy so that consumers can make informed purchasing 
decisions and suggests that warranties should include a minimum operating period, during 
which the cost of any repairs should be borne by the producer. In conclusion, the EESC 
recommends that the Commission should carry out studies on the issue to shed light on the 
large volume of frequently conflicting information in circulation. 

Ludvík JÍROVEC (CZ) – CCMI/114 “Incentivising the growth 
potential of the European beer industry” (EESC opinion 2391/2013)

In this own-initiative opinion, the EESC draws the attention of the 
European Commission, the European Parliament, the Council and 
Member States to key policies that should be seriously considered 
if the European brewing sector is to realise its full growth potential. 

More specifically, it wants the decision takers to achieve progress in building a balanced 
regulatory environment allowing Europe’s brewers, of all sizes, to brew and market beer in 
Europe and beyond and the Committee calls on them to include beer as a priority area that 
requires positive reciprocal treatment in free trade agreements under discussion with other 
EU commercial partners. Moreover, the EESC equally encourages action at Member States, 
regional or local level to continue partnership development with the brewing industry and 
NGOs aimed at promoting responsible consumption and reducing alcohol-related harm  and 
use the dynamics in the brewing sector to create employment by removing obstacles to 
further growth by ensuring a predictable and stable tax regime at Member States level for 
the sector and its delivery chain and by addressing distortions in the market brought about 
by fluctuations of tax rates. An improvement in this regard would be in the spirit of furthering 
the completion of the Single Market. In this opinion the Committee feels that brewing 
companies should maintain efforts to make the brewing sector attractive to the younger 
generations as an area for stable and adequately paid employment, through the fostering 
of apprenticeship programmes and vocational training schemes. Finally, they should widen 
existing cooperation of a medium to long-term nature with local producers of hops, grains 
and other products essential for beer production.

 

Ákos TOPOLÁNSZKY (HU) – SOC/489 “Effective Roma integration 
measures in the Member States” (EESC opinion 5155/2013)

The Committee welcomes the proposition of the European 
Commission but regrets that the objectives of the framework strategy 
find serious difficulties in terms of implementation and political 
commitment at national, regional and local level. It draws attention to 

the shortcomings pointed out by civil society organisations on the framework strategy and the 
national strategies and thinks that it is vital to take these shortcomings seriously and remedy 
them. The EESC considers that the Council should make use of its power to adopt legally 
binding acts in order to alleviate the distress and great poverty that endangers people’s lives 
and to combat the most extreme effects of discrimination, racism and anti-Roma prejudice. 
Equality authorities and national contact points should be strengthened by legal and other 
necessary guarantees. In order to increase the effectiveness of strategy implementation and 
remedy the loss of trust observed within these communities, it is vital to properly involve and 
mobilise the Roma in all of the areas of action. The Committee stresses the need for decision-
makers to unambiguously distance themselves from racist pronouncements about the Roma. 
Outbreaks of violence and hate speech should be condemned, and legal, administrative, 
regulatory and public relations instruments should be put in place.
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Quote of the month…

“Education is the most 
powerful weapon which 

you can use to change the 
world.”

Nelson Mandela (1918-)
South African anti-apartheid revolutionary 

President of South Africa from 1994 to 1999.
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Nelson_Mandela

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


