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The plenary assembly was attended by Mr Joaquín Almunia, Member of the European Commission, 
who spoke on the Union's economic and monetary affairs.  
 

1. ECONOMIC GOVERNANCE 
 
• Strengthening economic governance – The reform of the Stability and 

Growth Pact 
− Rapporteur: Ms Florio (Employees – IT) 
− Co-rapporteur: Mr Burani (Employers– IT) 

 
− Reference: Own-initiative opinion – CESE 244/2006 
 
− Key points: 
 
The EESC is seriously concerned about the current stalemate surrounding the issue of European 
economic governance, and intends to use this document to: 
 
− outline the various viewpoints which have driven the political and economic debate over the six 

years in which the Stability and Growth Pact has been in existence 
− provide an assessment of the process of reforming the Stability and Growth Pact which has got 

underway in recent months 
− outline guidelines on strengthening European economic governance. 
 
The EESC believes that the Stability and Growth Pact has, since its inception, played a key role in 
ensuring continued European economic growth within a common framework of monetary stability. 
 
The successes and failures of the first six years of this experience can essentially be described in terms 
of the two words which typify the Pact: it has been an unequivocal success as regards monetary 
stability but just as clear a disappointment when it comes to the EU's economic growth, which has 
been inadequate. 
 
Regrettably, along the way, there has been a lack of coordination of European economic governance 
and this at a time when international tensions have been – and are still – running high, both on the 
economic front and politically. 
 
There has been repeated pressure on the Pact during its six years of existence from a number of 
Member States calling for its reform. 
 
The reform process must be considered unfinished since it has not provided a guarantee that the 
process of coordinating European economic policy will genuinely be stepped up – a process which 
would enable us to make the most of the opportunities provided by Economic and Monetary Union 
for economic growth and job creation. 
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− Contact: Roberto Pietrasanta 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 93 13 - e-mail: roberto.pietrasanta@esc.eu.int) 
 

• Broad Economic Policy Guidelines (2005-2008) 
− Rapporteur: Mr Metzler (Various Interests – DE) 
 
− Reference: Own-initiative opinion – CESE 245/2006 
 
− Key points: 

 
The Committee expresses the view that – as an integral part of the Lisbon Strategy – a coordinated 
macropolicy that actively promotes growth and employment is needed to overcome the current 
economic and employment problems in the EU. It is essential for EU Member States to pursue a fiscal 
policy that is appropriate to their commitments. The social partners and Member State governments 
have a role to play in creating an innovation-friendly balance between flexibility and security. As well 
as an appropriate macroeconomic policy to stimulate growth and employment, microeconomic 
reforms are needed to strengthen the potential for growth. This means measures to strengthen 
competition and cut red tape, and further development of the EU internal market. Correct decisions in 
the areas of lifelong learning, equality of opportunity, support for families, education, research and 
innovation are key to the knowledge-based society. In general terms, the Committee also emphasises 
that promoting enterprise deserves particular attention. 

 
− Contact: Mr Gilbert Marchlewitz 

 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 93 58 - e-mail:  gilbert.marchlewitz@esc.eu.int) 
 

• Creation of a common consolidated corporate tax base in the EU 
− Rapporteur: Mr Nyberg (Employees – SE) 
 
− References: Exploratory opinion – EESC 241/2006 
 
− Key points: 
 
The deliberations that are needed are partly legal, partly tax technical, and partly economic. The 
Committee would urge the Commission and the Member States – despite the large number of 
technical details and the big differences between countries – to nevertheless be guided by the 
economic advantages that can be secured through a common consolidated corporate tax base. 
 
Our discussions to date can be summarised by the principles for a common consolidated corporate 
tax: broad bases, neutrality, simplicity, efficiency, stability, legitimacy, fairness, international 
competition, mandatory, interim/transitional rules, smooth decision making. We have chosen to focus 
on reasons of principle as we believe that once these principles are accepted, it is easier to choose 
between different technical solutions. 



- 3 - 

Registry CESE 26/2006  FR-DE-IT-EN-PL/HA/MR/CAT/hn .../... 

 
− Contact: Ms Imola Bedö 

 (Tel. : 00 32 2 546 83 62 – e-mail:imola.bedo@esc.eu.int) 
 

2. CIVIL SOCIETY, CITIZENS' RIGHTS 
 

• The representativeness of European civil society organisations in civil 
dialogue 

− Rapporteur general: Mr Olsson (Various Interests – SV) 
 
− References: CESE 238/2005 fin – CESE 240/2006 
 
− Key points: 
 
The "right to participate", which has been claimed by civil society and organisations active at 
European level for a long time, is now of particular relevance. The issues and challenges faced by the 
European Union require the mobilisation of all grassroots-level players and their representatives. 
 
In this context, the EESC has already emphasised on several occasions that it is evident that only 
clearly established representativeness can give civil society players the right to participate effectively 
in the process of shaping and preparing Community decisions. In addition to being a fundamental 
democratic principle, the need for civil society organisations to be representative is consistent with the 
aim of giving them greater visibility and influence at European level.  
 
The drawing-up of this opinion thus takes place, first and foremost, in the context of clarification and 
rationalisation of the EESC's own relations with European organisations and networks. This opinion 
thus aims to give the dialogue with organised civil society greater credibility by enhancing the 
legitimacy of those organisations and networks. This aim is part of the drive to implement reinforced, 
structured dialogue between the EESC and European civil society organisations and networks. 
 
However, this opinion could also: 
 
• form a point of reference and material for consideration by the other institutions, especially with a 

view to consolidating democratic participation at European level and the establishment of a 
genuine European civil dialogue, and 

 
• open up a field of inter-institutional cooperation, including the exchange of good practice, 

particularly with the Commission and the European Parliament, without there being any question 
of interfering with their way of organising the dialogue with European organised civil society. 

 
Taking into account its previous work on the subject, the EESC believes that it is important to 
establish a clear, uniform and simple procedure to assess the representativeness of European civil 
society organisations. The procedure must provide for a criteria review that is tailored to the European 
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organisations' existing structure and operating methods. This procedure, which will involve 
organisations in the assessment process, should be based on five principles: openness; objectivity; 
non-discrimination; verifiability; participation by European organisations. 

 
Thus, the EESC suggests a procedure including three assessment criteria for the representativeness of 
European civil society organisations: 

 
• the provisions in the organisation's statute and their implementation; 
• the organisation's support base in the Member States; 
• qualitative criteria facilitating an assessment of the organisation's ability to contribute and its level 

of involvement in consultative processes implemented by the European institutions. 
 

Based on the principles and assessment criteria, the EESC should be able to develop a procedure 
enabling it to gauge representativeness. This procedure could be implemented by setting up a special 
evaluation instrument, initially with the Committee's Liaison Group for European Civil Society 
Organisations and Networks. 

 
− Contact : Mr Patrick Fève 
 (Tel. : 00 32 2 546 96 16 – e-mail: patrick.feve@esc.eu.int) 
 

• Fundamental Rights Agency 

− Rapporteur : Mr Sharma (Various Interests – UK) 
− Co-rapporteur : Ms Le Nouail Marlière (Employees – FR) 
 
− References : COM(2005) 280 final – 2005/0124 CNS – CESE 239/2006 
 
− Key points : 
 
The Committee welcomes the decision of the European Council to establish a European Union 
Agency for Fundamental Rights to enhance the Union principles and practices enshrined under Article 
6 of TEU. It will create a mechanism for the monitoring of fundamental rights in the Union that could 
serve to improve the coordination of the fundamental rights policies pursued by the Member States. 
 
The Committee has a major concern that the proposal does not promote or support wider 
representation from organised civil society in the Management Board and the Fundamental Rights 
Forum of the new Agency. 
 
The Agency should always include racism and xenophobia in the thematic areas of its activities within 
the Multiannual Framework. 
 
The Committee has concerns about the Agency's independence, not only with respect to the EU 
institutions but also to the Member States. 
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− Contact : Mr Pierluigi Brombo 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 97 18 – e-mail : pierluigi .brombo@esc.eu.int) 
 

• Women representation 
− Rapporteur : Mr ETTY (Employees – NL) 
 
− References : EP Consultation – CESE 238/2006 
 
− Key points : 
 
In January 2003, the European Parliament requested the EESC to give an opinion on the 
representation of women in the decision-making bodies of the social and economic interest groups as 
represented in the EESC. Most of the requests and demands made by Parliament to employers, 
workers and organised civil society as a whole in the EU has been addressed in a survey, based on a 
questionnaire, which in 2003 was sent to all of the EESC's (then) 222 members. 
 
• The EESC agrees with the European Parliament that it is very important to strenghten 

representation of women in the decision-making bodies of social and economic interest groups in 
the EU and for the organisations concerned and the European Commission to pay closer and more 
systematic attention to this issue; 

• the EESC recommends that all represented organisations make the results of their efforts in this 
area available to the Commission on a regular basis and that the Commission expands its 
databank and establishes appropriate indicators ; 

• the EESC thinks it worthwhile to promote separate and auxiliary structures and networks of 
female staff and members further; 

• the promotion of policies concerning training/education and work/care arrangements by the 
Commission remains a top priority; employers organisations and trade unions have an important 
role to play here; 

• the EESC recommends that quota arrangements, which, in some countries, have proven to be 
effective both inpolitics and in social organisations,  should be explored thoroughly by the 
organisations concerned and the Commission; 

• the EESC would be pleased to see a minimum target of 30% representation of the under-
represented sex to the EESC in the nominations made by Member States for the 2006-2010 
mandate, with the view to raising this target to 40% for the following mandate; 

• the EESC will revisit the findings of  its survey in 2006/2007 in order to see whether or not the 
policies and practices of organisations in the new Member States differ greatly from those in the 
old Member States; the Committee suggests that Parliament also review the situation. 

 
− Contact : Mr Torben Bach Nielsen 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 96 19 – e-mail : torben.bachnielsen@esc.eu.int) 
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• European Year of People with Disabilities 2003  
− Rapporteur : Ms ANCA (Various interests – LV) 
 
− References : COM(2005) 486 final – CESE 236/2006 
 
− Key points : 
 
The EESC welcomes the Communication as an opportunity to take stock of successes and 
shortcomings of the EYPD 2003 and to draw lessons for the preparation of other European Years. 
 
The EESC agrees that the success of the EYPD 2003, compared to previous European Years, stems 
from the fact that it has been called for by disabled people's organisations themselves as well as from 
their involvement in the planning and implementation of the Year.  
 
The EESC regrets the lack of information in the Communication on action undertaken at national and 
regional level and that steps taken to increase general awareness and visibility in the media have been 
assessed in terms of quantity, but not quality.  
 
The EESC believes that the success of the EYPD 2003 should have been translated into policies and 
legislation, and that the policy response is disappointing given the expectations raised by the Year. 
 
The EYPD 2003 spurred the Committee to undertake a number of initiatives: the creation of a 
disability task force in the committee; mainstreaming disability in its work; adoption of own init iative 
opinions concerning people with disabilities; accommodation of accessibility requirements in the 
renovation of its new headquarters and making changes in the Staff Regulations regarding 
employment of disabled people. 
 
− Contact : Ms Ewa Kaniewska 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 81 17 – e-mail : ewa.kaniewska@esc.eu.int) 
 

• Transnational mobility for education and training purposes: European 
quality charter for mobility  

− Rapporteur : Mr CZAJKOWSKI (Various interests – PL) 
 
− References : COM(2005) 450 final – 2005/0179 (COD) – CESE 235/2006 
 
− Key points : 
 
The EESC welcomes the Commission's proposal for a Recommendation of the European Parliament 
and of the Council on Transnational mobility for education and training purposes: European Quality 
Charter for Mobility. 
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The EESC proposes that special attention should be paid to the following areas: 
 

− information on the programmes provided by Member States at local and national levels; 
− information about equal opportunities for candidates; 
− clear, transparent and precise procedures for participants; 
− a clear definition of the range of tasks to be carried out by those in charge of the programme, in 

order to avoid future complaints or misunderstandings, for example between host and sender 
organisations; 

− further coordination of mobility policy at European level (rather than at the level of individual 
Member States) enabling the objectives set by the Commission and the Lisbon strategy to be 
achieved. 

 
The EESC considers that the Commission should suggest a date for the Charter to enter into force, as 
an impetus for action by the Member States. 
 
− Contact: Ms Ewa Kaniewska 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 81 17 – e-mail : ewa.kaniewska@esc.eu.int) 

 

• Management of migration flows 
− Rapporteur: Ms Le Nouail Marlière (Employees – FR) 
 
− References: COM(2005) 123 final – 2005/0046 (COD) – 2005/0047 (COD) – 2005/0048 (CNS) 

– 2005/0049 (COD)) – CESE 234/2006 
 
− Key points: 

 
The Committee: 
 
− supports the proposal to set up a European Fund for the Integration of Third-country Nationals for 

the period 2007-2013, a European Refugee Fund following on from the existing fund, and an 
External Borders Fund; 
 

− asks the Council to examine and adopt together the draft Communication defining the framework 
of the general programme “Solidarity and management of migration flows” and the decisions 
setting up specific funds for implementing the general programme; 
 

− calls upon the Commission to take account of the EESC’s recommendations in its action plan 
linked with the Hague Programme; 
 

recommends that the Council and the Commission: 
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− ensure the transparency of operation of these new structural funds by making an explicit 
connection between the Hague Programme and the Communication under consideration; 

  
− include practical provisions in the decisions setting up these various funds to ensure that non-state 

operators are associated at as early a stage as possible in the annual and multi-annual framework 
of guidelines drawn up by the Member States and by the Commission itself. 

 
− Contact: Ms Susanne Johansson 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 84 77– e-mail:   susanne.johansson@esc.eu.int) 
 

3. ENERGY 
 

• Energy efficiency 

− Rapporteur: Mr Buffetaut (Employers – FR) 
 
− Reference: Exploratory opinion – CESE 242/2006 
 
− Key points: 

 
Significantly improving energy efficiency must be a key element of the European Union's future 
energy policy. The Committee fully supports the plan to reduce energy consumption by 20%. and 
feels that it is vital not only to quickly reach the objective of a 1% annual reduction in energy 
consumption but to also set an effective reduction target of 2% as part of a second phase.  
 
Public awareness campaigns can also play a useful role. To be successful, these campaigns must take 
place as close as possible to end consumers and to the professional sectors concerned. It is, therefore, 
up to the national and local authorities to take responsibility for such action. 
 
The search for energy efficiency has become a necessity for enterprises; accordingly, in most cases, 
voluntary agreements rather than legislation should provide an adequate solution. Several legal 
instruments have already been adopted whose implementation must still be assessed.  
 
As the two sectors with the largest energy consumption, the transport and construction industries must 
be the focus of intense efforts and the search for innovation. 
 
The European Union and the Member States must become strongly involved in convergent policies 
aimed at promoting energy efficiency, the ongoing, gradual introduction of efficient, energy saving 
innovations, the exchange of best practices, the distribution of the best technologies as well as 
information and incentive campaigns for households and consumers. The European Union could play 
a particularly useful role in this field.  
 
− Contact: Siegfried Jantscher 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 82 87 - e-mail:  siegfried.jantscher@esc.eu.int)  
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4. HEALTH AND CONSUMER PROTECTION 
 

• Health and consumer protection 
– Rapporteur: Mr Pegado Liz  (Various Interests – PT) 
 
– References: COM(2005) 115 final – 2005/0042 COD – CESE 230/2006 
 
– Key points: 
 
The EESC has formed the broad opinion that the proposed decision establishing a joint programme 
for Community action on health and consumer protection is not sufficiently justified or elucidated in 
many respects: the reasons given do not seem convincing enough to make this a valid option. 
 
The legal bases of the two policies, which are defined respectively in Articles 152 and 153 of the 
Treaty, are of a very different nature. It is therefore important to avoid the perverse effect of bringing 
consumer protection policy into line with the strict complementarity and subsidiarity criteria that 
underpin public health policy, to the detriment of the EU's own powers in this field. This could also 
result in an unwanted "consumerisation" of public health, confusing the concepts of "user" and 
"consumer" and lumping them together as common aspects of "citizenship". 

 
− Contact: M. João Pereira dos Santos 
 (Tél. : 00 32 2 546 92 45 – e-mail : joao.pereiradossantos@esc.eu.int)  
 

• Eco-labelling schemes for fisheries products 
– Rapporteur: Mr Sarró Iparraguirre (Various Interests – ES) 
 
− References: COM(2005) 275 final – CESE 237/2006 

 
– Key points: 
 
The Committee considers that, at the present moment, it is preferable to choose the third of the 
options set out in the Commission communication on eco-labelling schemes for fisheries products, 
that proposes the establishment of minimum requirements for voluntary eco-labelling schemes. It 
points out, however, that these minimum requirements must be sufficiently rigorous and be backed up 
by rules preventing, and laying down sanctions for, infringement.  
 
The Committee believes that:  
 
− eco-labels should be clearly differentiated from general rules on the labelling of food  products. 
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− the label for fisheries products, like any other extractive or aquaculture product, may be awarded 
in respect of non-processed products or processed fish products. In the first case, the eco-label 
must guarantee compliance with the Food and Agricultural Organisation’s Code of Conduct for 
Responsible Fisheries. In the second case, the correct application of traceability rules for food 
products must be guaranteed.  
 

− a clear mechanism has to be established for the accreditation of certification bodies, the award of 
eco-labels, the settlement of disputes, supervision and sanctions in the event of abuse and non-
compliance differentiating the labelled product from other fisheries products 
 

− SMEs and developing-country operators may in certain circumstances have difficulty in gaining 
access to eco-labels. The rules adopted should therefore include intervention mechanisms 
involving producer organisations, fishermen’s associations and partnership agreements. The rules 
should also take particular account of the possible validity of eco-labelling for the fisheries 
industry, with the costs being passed along the commercial value chain without detriment to 
consumers 
 

− a major educational and publicity effort is needed and public-sector institutions should finance 
information and awareness-raising campaigns for operators and consumers 

 
− Contact  Ms. Yvette Azzopardi   
  (Tel. : 00 32 2 546 98 18 – e-mail : yvette.azzopardi@esc.eu.int) 
 

•  Aquaculture – Animal health rules 
− Rapporteur: Mr Fakas(Various Interests – EL) 
 
− References: COM(2005) 362 final – 2005/0153 CNS – CESE 233/2006 
 
− Contact: Ms. Yvette Azzopardi   
 (Tel. : 00 32 2 546 98 18 – e-mail : yvette.azzopardi@esc.eu.int) 
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5. EXTERNAL RELATIONS 
 

• EU-Mexico relations 
− Rapporteur : Mr RODRÍGUEZ GARCÍA-CARO (Employers – ES) 
 
− Referral : Own-initiative opinion – CESE 246/2006 
 
− Key points : 
 
Since December 1995, when the EESC adopted an opinion on this matter, considerable progress has 
been made in EU-Mexico relations, resulting in the EU-Mexico Economic Partnership, Political 
Coordination and Cooperation Agreement, signed in October 2000, which provided for a free trade 
area. 
 
One specific aim referred to therein is the need to develop stronger links between civil society in the 
two regions, which could be achieved by setting up an EU-Mexico Joint Consultative Committee.  
 
The EESC has therefore drawn up an opinion which will serve as a basis for launching this initiative 
and will also update and assess the considerable progress made in EU-Mexico relations since 1995, in 
particular in view of the undertakings made by the EESC in the Declaration adopted at the Third 
Meeting of European Union, Latin American and Caribbean civil society organisations, which it must 
now fulfil.  
 
As stated in the Mexico Declaration, the EESC must, through its activities, strive towards the three-
fold objective of deepening the partnership between the European Union, Latin America and the 
Caribbean, establishing an agenda for the promotion of social cohesion, and strengthening the role of 
organised civil society. That is why this opinion is important. If the EESC does not act, it will be 
going against the commitments it has made. 
 
In order to enable civil society to participate in Mexico's development, the EESC believes that an EU-
Mexico JCC could be set up. The EESC is firmly in favour of the creation of an opposite number in 
Mexico. The EU-Mexico JCC should be a consultative arm of the Joint Council and would be 
involved in the development, monitoring and application of the Global Agreement. It would issue 
opinions on the basis of referrals from the Joint Committee or Joint Council, on such topics as they 
decide. It could also issue own-initiative opinions or recommendations on matters relating to the 
Agreement. 
 
In order to study the possibility of setting up an EU-Mexico JCC, the EESC believes it necessary to 
pursue relations with Mexican civil society – which have thus far been sporadic – in a more 
systematic fashion. It therefore calls on Mexican civil society to appoint, by consensus, three 
representatives from each civil society group (employers, employees and the third sector). For its part, 
the EESC could appoint three representatives from each of its three groups, as a counterpart. The 
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purpose of this Joint EESC-Mexican civil society working group would be to draw up a proposal for 
the establishment, membership, duties and rules of procedure of an EU-Mexico JCC. 
 
Moreover, the EESC would be willing – to the best of its ability and insofar as there were a consensus 
within Mexican society – to support the creation of an equivalent, national body in Mexico. The 
EESC believes that this body should reflect the pluralism of Mexican civil society and should 
therefore comprise the three sectors mentioned above. Like the EESC, it should be based on the 
principles of representativeness, independence and legitimacy. 
− Contact: Ms Beatriz Porres 
 (Tel: 00 32 2 546 91 31 – e-mail : beatriz.porresdemateo@esc.eu.int) 
 

6. JUSTICE 
 

• The service of documents in civil and commercial matters 
− Rapporteur: Ms Sánchez Miguel (Employees – ES) 
 
− References: COM(2005) 305 final – 2005/0126 COD – CESE 231/2006 
 
− Key points: 
 
The EESC congratulates the Commission on the content of the proposed reform, which clarifies the 
Regulation – a Regulation that has such a key role in making the area of freedom, security and justice 
a reality in the EU – and will make it easier to comply with. Some of the new points create a degree of 
confusion, however, as to how its content should be interpreted. 
 
The EESC wishes to express its concern at the lack of consideration the Commission gives to the 
Regulation's implementation in the new Member States, despite having adapted the annexes to 
accommodate this new situation. 
 
In any event, the EESC wishes to state that the procedure adopted in the reform is the right one. 
 
− Contact: Mr João Pereira dos Santos 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 92 45 – e-mail: joao.pereiradossantos@esc.eu.int)  
 

• Settlement of small claims litigation 
– Rapporteur: Mr Pegado Liz  (Various Interests – PT) 
 
– References: COM(2005) 87 final – 2005/0020 COD – CESE 243/2006 
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– Key points: 
 
The EESC congratulates the Commission on the technically and legally sound nature of the proposal, 
the balance struck between the different interests concerned, and the additional provision of a well-
structured, well-thought out and clearly-presented impact assessment. 
 
The sole purpose of the EESC's general and specific comments is to enhance the proposal and to fine-
tune some of its mechanisms. 
 
− Contact: Mr João Pereira dos Santos 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 92 45 – e-mail: joao.pereiradossantos@esc.eu.int) 
 

7. TRANSPORT 
 

• The role of railway stations in an enlarged EU 
− Rapporteur : Mr Tóth (Various Interests – HU) 
 
− Reference: Own-initiative opinion – CESE 232/2006 
 
− Contact: Anna Wagner 
 (Tel.: 00 32 2 546 83 06 – e-mail: anna.wagner@esc.eu.int)  
 

_____________ 
 

 
 


