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Food is everybody’s game

In the frame of the Group III conference on Food Policy (see page 2), Mr. Klaas Osinga,
Senior Advisor at LTO, a Dutch farmers’ organization, takes the floor.

Food is on everyone’s plate. As a
farmers’ son and having been working
with a farmers’ organisation for 16
years, I am lucky to experience its many
dimensions constantly.
Let’s take food security. Mr Sicco
Mansholt was a farmer who had
first-hand experienced severe food
shortage in the western part of the
Netherlands during 1944-45 when
20,000 people died because of hunger.
Many more suffered
health problems for
a long time after
that time. That very
personal experience
Mr Mansholt took
with him to Brussels
Sicco Mansholt
as he became the first
European Commissioner for agriculture
in 1958. His aim was securing European
food security. That’s what shaped the
Common Agricultural Policy (CAP).
Do we still need a CAP? Today, my
country, the Netherlands, no longer even
has a ministry of agriculture. We seem
to have forgotten the past. But I would
suggest that everyone study today’s
food security situations in Southern and

Eastern Africa, in the Middle East and in
many other countries. The FAO estimate
is that 800 million people on this planet
are still chronically short of food. The
Millennium Goal for food security was
to halve the percentage of people short

of food in developing nations. That goal
has not been reached. Still, we are now
aiming to completely eradicate hunger
in the world by 2030. This is number
two of the 17 Sustainable Development
Goals (SDGs). Another SDG is about
‘sustainable consumption’. All of this is
easier said than done. By 2030, the world
population will have grown beyond 8
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billion people. Actually, agreeing on 17
SDGs was the easy part. Where are the
people who are going to implement
the policy? I haven’t heard much since
September last year, when the SDGs
were agreed in New York. Shouldn’t

there be a bigger role for civil society?
Let’s look to another dimension, a
brighter one: food is culture. Sharing
food is a very social process. Food is
an expression of our cultural identity.
Just take eating times in Europe as an
example. Back on the farm in Friesland,
we would have our main meal at
11.30 a.m. (potatoes being the staple),

Klaas Johan OSINGA (NL)
Member of the Various
Interests Group

the evening meal would be at 6 p.m.
Further south, dinner is not until after
10 p.m. in Spain. Going north to our
Swedish friends, dinner may already
be on the table at 5 p.m. Is this because
of the temperature, or very short days
in winter? Has anybody studied this
phenomenon? And across Europe
all day round, TV stations are now
broadcasting cooking programmes,
which all have a huge following.
A food policy requires the involvement
of everyone, ‘from farm to fork’, farmers
and consumers being the two key
actors, I would add. Consumers also
play an important role as citizens who
enjoy the farming landscape and use
the countryside for recreation. It was
therefore most appropriate that the
EESC’s Group III debated the possibilities
for this type of food policy at its meeting
in The Hague in April.
Agriculture is one of the main pillars
of the European partnership between
Europeans. Let’s strengthen this
cooperation between consumers and
farmers in order to foster new support
for the unique policy Mansholt created
60 years ago.

From agricultural to food policy:

Towards a healthy & sustainable production and consumption

21 April 2016 At SER, Den Haag
Farmers, consumers, academics and policymakers were among the wide range of
participants at a Group III event in The
Hague (NL) to examine the future of food
production and
consumption.
Sustainable food
policy involves
many elements:
safeguarding
the livelihoods of farmers and workers in the
industry; promoting healthy eating – especially
among children; protecting the environment
and at the same time guaranteeing a supply of
good-quality affordable food products.
The EESC’s ‘Various Interests’ group wanted to
bring together as many different stakeholders

as possible, to draw up recommendations for
the Presidency of the EU Council.
During the remainder of the conference,
panelists discussed with approximately 100
participants what a comprehensive food
policy should consist of, and how it could be
implemented by authorities, in cooperation
with all the actors in the food chain. The panels

1st panel: Josta de Hoog, Franz Fischler,
Luca Jahier, Aldrik Gierveld

were moderated by representatives of three
major European organisations involved in the
process, namely COPA-COGECA, BEUC and EEB
and included speakers approaching the issue
from widely different perspectives. For instance,
environmentalists and nutritionists focused on
the need to induce people to eat less meat and
dairy products. Farmers and experts in land use
planning argued that we should make existing
production more efficient, while ensuring the
use of sustainable methods within the EU and
in trade with developing countries.
At the end of the conference, Group III President
Luca Jahier concluded that the need for a
comprehensive food policy was widely felt,
notwithstanding the differences in approaches
proposed by the participants. The Group III
president argued that policymakers should

SPECIAL FEATURE: From Agriculture to Food Policy:
Towards Healthy and Sustainable Production, the
farmer’s perspective
As spokesperson for the Farmer’s Category
at the EESC, I welcome the recent conference
which took place at The Hague on the 21 April
to discuss agriculture, food policy and the issue
of sustainability in food production. The panel
participants were from a variety of disciples
and all major stakeholders were represented in
order to have a balanced discussion regarding
the key issues at hand.
With the current ongoing global debate on
sustainable food production, coupled with
the manifold challenges faced in the sector
regarding the production of sufficient food to
support the growing world population, which
it is anticipated will reach 9 billion by 2050, this
was an opportune time for such a conference
to take place.
In terms of EU policy, the European Commission
is currently discussing reform of the current
CAP model, which will run until 2020. It is
clear that there is a requirement to evaluate
the benefits of the current version of the CAP
model when determining the best approach
for the CAP after 2020.
A cornerstone of the current CAP model, and
of the EU model of farming, is the importance
of high environmental, health and food safety
standards within the sector. Furthermore,
the importance of food security and food
sovereignty in Europe has been highlighted as
a key issue both by the European Commission

and national governments throughout the EU.
As with discussions regarding previous CAP
models, these policies are subject to intense
debate between the various stakeholders
involved. To further these discussions, the
Dutch presidency is holding an extraordinary
meeting of agriculture ministers in May 2016
to look at the future of the CAP and sustainable
food production.
There is empirical evidence supporting the fact
that farmers provide an essential public good
through food production, both in the delivery
of food products that meet the exacting
standards set by the EU, and also due to the
jobs generated by the sector. Farmers also
fulfil a vital role in environmental protection,
through their production activities, including
the protection of habits and water bodies,
and through their adherence to high animal
welfare standards.
Throughout the conference, a cohesive
message emerged from the panel of
speakers to the effect that society values the
contribution made by farmers to maintaining
food supply and to creating employment.
However, it was also clear that the various
stakeholders had differing views and levels of
acceptance regarding the contribution made
by farmers to environmental protection. The
farmers present pointed out that they were
subject to stringent environmental protection

controls. It was further argued from the floor
that, at a time when farmers are dealing with
the impact of declining incomes and falling
commodity prices, there was a need for
robust discussion on the issue of regulation,
particularly where increased regulation was
being proposed.
At present, EU farmers are required to meet
far more stringent environmental and food
safety standards (SPFs) than their international
counterparts. Examples include:
• New Zealand, a major dairy exporter
subject to significantly lower levels of animal
welfare and environmental standards than
producers within the EU;
• The US, a major dairy and beef exporter,
which has far more lenient health regulations
than the EU, including the use of growth
hormones and no individual animal
traceability; and
• South America, a major pork, beef, grain
and sugar exporter, which has negligible
environmental standards, with widespread
deforestation a significant issue, and low
animal welfare standards.
While it is clear that disparities exist in the
standards that are required within the EU
compared to outside the EU, it is evident from
the ongoing CAP discussions that the EU
Commission intends to implement even higher
environmental, animal welfare, and food safety

swiftly start working on this paradigm shift in
cooperation with the relevant stakeholders.
The wide-ranging recommendations (http://
www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.eventsand-activities-from-agricultural-to-foodpolicy-recommend) from the event call for
more sustainable agricultural production
to slow climate change and protect natural
resources, and cover public health, education
and awareness raising, research and innovation,
supply chains and food safety.

Mariëtte Hamer, President of SER &
Luca Jahier, President of Group III

John BRYAN (IE)
Member of the Various
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standards in the future. It is essential that
policy-makers not lose sight of the fact that
the implementation of these proposed higher
standards will come at a cost. There needs to
be a robust discussion regarding who will bear
the costs associated with any new standards
that are introduced. During the discussions at
The Hague, it was suggested by some panel
members that these increased costs would be
borne by EU consumers, however, it was also
argued by a number of the other stakeholders
that this approach was not feasible and that
consumers would be unwilling to bear any
additional costs. As an EU farmer, I am currently
selling my produce at the same price in 2016
as I received in the 1980s, despite the fact that
the cost of production has risen exponentially
during that same period. There is currently
no excess margin in the marketplace to allow
for the payment of any additional costs by
farmers.
While a lively debate on the major issue of
sustainable food production took place at
the conference, it was evident that while
the various stakeholders were in agreement
regarding higher standards and the need to
deal with wider environmental issues, none
of the speakers, from either the panel or the
floor, were clear on which party should be
responsible for bearing the costs associated
with these higher standards.

Group III Members in the Spotlight playing a key role
Luca JAHIER (IT)
President of the Various Interests Group
On April 19, Consumer Co-operatives Worldwide (CCW), in conjunction with Euro
Coop (European Community of Consumer Co-operatives) organized a Global
Conference at the European Economic and Social Committee.
The Conference brought together representatives of consumer co-operatives throughout the
world, who engaged in a fruitful exchange of good practices and who shared their challenges and
successes alike in two mainstream areas for consumer co-operatives today – conventional retail
with COOP products and e-commerce.
One of the Conference’s highlights was the Keynote Speech, delivered by Luca Jahier, President
of Group III: Various Interests within the European Economic and Social Committee. Mr. Jahier
emphasised the benefits of the co-operative model for society especially in providing a participatory
system which safeguards democracy and promotes social responsibility. He outlined the political
dialogue on EU level in the past 10-15 years, which was initially marked with a strong support

for the social economy and model of
business during the Barroso years, but
with time a growing resilience surfaced
against the multi-business model system,
making structural change more difficult
within the EU. However, President Jahier
stressed that co-operatives have unique
assets – their structure, culture, and
history – which must be utilized by cooperatives so that they become the leader
within the social economy sphere, as this
would contribute to gaining more recognition by decision-makers. In his opinion, this recognition
is overdue because in the past 8 years of crisis, the only model of enterprise which has registered
any growth, regardless of which sector of the economy, was the co-operative enterprise.

Group III Members in the Spotlight playing a key role
Reine-Claude MADER (FR)
Member of the Various Interests Group

hearing was held on Financing services of general interests in the aftermath of the crisis: what
role for financial instruments?

Legion d’Honneur

Three round tables were dedicated to three very important subjects linked to the main subject,
all of which are undeniably timely and up to date: Challenges and perspectives for traditional
financing modes, moderated by Mr Hencks, EESC Member, European structural and financing
instruments: what opportunities?, moderated by Ms Angelova and Financing the most affected
SGIS, moderated by Mr. Liz.

The list of those to be appointed to the French Légion d’honneur on
14 July was published on Tuesday in the French Official Gazette. 544 people are being
honoured, two of whom will be awarded the order’s highest distinction, the Grand
Cross: Michel Rocard (84) and the mathematician Yvonne Choquet-Bruhat. Five months
after the UN Climate Change Conference (COP 21), Nicolas Hulot, François Hollande’s
Special Envoy for the Protection of the Planet, is being promoted to Commander of
the order. Those from the world of science who are being honoured include Reine-Claude MaderSaussaye, president of the consumers’ association CLCV, who also becomes a Commander.
“I must say I am astonished to have been nominated for such a prestigious award. I come from civil society. I am a
woman and I have not performed any feats of arms. The news made me think about why I might have deserved it.
In fact, I have been very lucky. When I finished my studies, I wanted to have a successful family life and a meaningful
career. When I was asked to work on consumer protection matters, the consumer movement was still in its infancy. I
discovered not only the legal issues with which some people were confronted, but also often worrying economic and
social problems. There was, and there still is, a great deal to do, and that was what motivated me. I never had a career
plan. The whole time I always tried to get things moving, along with others who were just as passionate as I was. This
award is a symbolic recognition of all the work done by the consumer movement for the benefit of consumers and
the economy, in which they occupy an important place.”

Thierry LIBAERT (FR)
Member of the Various Interests Group

Functional Economy and Nudge Thinking
Two new ground-breaking draft opinions will be in the spotlight in June at the
initiative of our colleague Thierry Libaert. The first is on the functional economy, which will be
the subject of a public hearing on the morning of 8 June. The functional economy is a part of the
circular economy which entails selling the use of products rather than the products themselves. For
example, Michelin has decided to stop selling tyres for its industrial vehicles and instead to charge
for them per kilometre driven. This approach often allows products to be used more intensively
and ultimately increases pressure for product design to be more robust, since the company remains
the owner, selling only the use of its products. Thus this is a new economic form that is becoming
established and which must be encouraged, while regulating it to prevent potential abuse.
On 23 June another public hearing will take place – likewise in conjunction with a draft owninitiative opinion – on the subject of “nudge thinking”. Nudge thinking is a tool for changing
people’s behaviour based on the idea that small changes in the way choices are presented can
bring about big changes in behaviour. The purpose of the opinion will be to foster the application
in EU policies of techniques from behavioural science, an approach which has the advantage of
combining often impressive outcomes with very low costs.
By looking at such issues, the EESC is showing that it can be ahead of the game and grapple with
novel subjects.

The subject of the 3rd Round Table, which Mr. Liz moderated, is one of the utmost importance
and is of great topical interest. Actually, some years ago, (March 2008), in a discussion paper drawn
up by European experts on an Analysis of the implications of the Lisbon treaty on Services of
General Interest and proposals for implementation, for the Economic and Social Council of the
Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, to which I contributed as a member of the EESC, how to finance SGIs
was already predicted to be one of the most complex issues when considering the multiplicity
of public service obligations (universal service in some specific sectors), the diverse European
legislation (sectoral directives), the different reality in the Member States and the lack of consensus
on the GEI concept and its dynamic aspect, since a service considered to be of GEI may change in
content as the technology or people’s tastes change.
That study, which is worth bearing in mind, stated that, usually, any public service obligation (PSO)
“cannot be sufficiently provided by the market mechanism. If a public authority considers that
certain services need to be provided, that public authority can provide it either directly by giving
this task or mission to an own public firm, or indirectly by outsourcing this task to other (private or
public) firms.”
Meanwhile the EESC adopted more than ten very important opinions on this subject, by several of
its members, namely Mr Raymond Hencks, Mr Hernandez Bataller and Mr J Simons.
These opinions demonstrated the importance of the discussion that took place during the 3rd
round table of the EESC hearing.
As a general conclusion, throughout the hearing, it appeared that no ideal financing system exists
and that bidding could be the most competitive system in cases where there is no market.

Euranet debate on Schengen
On 19 April, Group III president Luca Jahier participated in a Euranet Plus radio debate on Schengen.
He expressed his fear that national measures are currently destroying the Schengen zone, which
unfortunately still lacks a common external border management system. Mr Jahier argued that the
arrival of refugees is a structural problem. There are still millions of people displaced in and around
Syria and who might come to Europe. Moreover, we will face a large number of climate-change
refugees in the years to come. Therefore, according to Mr Jahier, it is in our own interest to develop
a long-term strategy instead of continuing with the current fear-mongering.
Full debate here: http://euranetplus-inside.eu/citizens-corner-debate-with-or-without-schengen/

Jorge Pegado Liz (PT)
Member of the Various Interests Group

The role for financial Instruments on Financing the Most Affected
Services of General Interests in the Aftermath of the Crisis
On 19 April 2016, at the EESC headquarters, under the chairmanship of Ms Milena Angelova,
President of the EESC’s Permanent study group on services of general interest, a public

News from Group III
GERMANA TAPPERO MERLO, SPECIAL GUEST AT GROUP III MEETING
During the Group III meeting, Germana Tappero Merlo, senior analyst in counterterrorism and
security at Global Trends & Security, Università Popolare UNINTESS and SISM (Italian Society for
Military History), gave a presentation on the current geopolitical situation in the Middle East
and its relation to Europe.
She underlined the complex intermingling of civil wars, identity conflicts, religious terrorism
and geostrategic rivalries that has destabilised the region in recent years. According to Ms
Merlo, the West seems to lack awareness about this reality, and economic interests continue
to overshadow geostrategic policy. She concluded that if Europe really wants to fight terrorism
and contain identity-based fragmentation in the Middle East, Member States should stop
taking unilateral action on the basis of economic self-interest. Instead, we need to manage
crises as one Europe, and prioritise the issue of human dignity.

A HOPE FOR EUROPE!
CULTURE, CITIES AND NEW NARRATIVES
How can culture and cities help build hope and a
new narrative for Europe? How does Culture drive
economic growth? How can cities transform
cultural diversity into social innovation, cohesion
and trust? Conversely, how can Culture and the Arts
reconvert and regenerate cities, giving them a new identity? What role can Art and Culture play
in articulating and consolidating Europe’s identity and relations with our neighbours? Is it time
for a New Renaissance for a New Europe?
These are some of the questions which will be explored at the high-level conference to be
organised by the Various Interests Group of the European Economic and Social Committee
(EESC) in Brussels, on 20 and 21 June 2016. Working in close partnership with the Culture and
Education Committee of the European Parliament, the Council of Europe and the Centre for Fine
Arts (Bozar), the event will explore how, why and when Culture matters today in Europe.
Concretely, the conference will explore four themes:
• Culture as a vehicle for economic growth
• Culture as an instrument for reconverting cities and territories
• Culture as a tool for integration and inclusiveness
• Reshaping European identity within Europe and beyond.
The event will also provide the opportunity for the inaugural presentation of the eponymous
study which was commissioned by the EESC to Culture Action Europe and United Studies and
Local Government (UCLG-Agenda 21).

Germana Tappero Merlo and Luca Jahier

In the evening of 20 June, a cultural event will be organised at the EESC, demonstrating how
Culture can become a global instrument of dialogue, understanding and peace-building.

Overview of our Members’ Work in the EESC
At its plenary session on 27-28 April 2016 the European Economic and Social
Committee (EESC) adopted the following opinions for which Group III members
were Rapporteurs or Co-Rapporteurs.
Cillian LOHAN (IE)
Circular Economy - NAT/676
The EESC is hopeful that the Commission’s
ambition to boost transition to a circular economy
will be a first step to achieving a paradigm shift
in behaviour and practice. It recalls its opposition
to the withdrawal of the previous Circular Economy Package
published in 2014.
There is room for improvement when it comes to the level of
ambition of the package. The EESC recommends reinstating the
targets of the 2014 Package on waste treatment, while making
sure they can be cost-effectively achieved.
The Committee is willing to explore the feasibility of an open
European platform for the circular economy bringing together
stakeholders and civil society from the public, semi-public or
private sectors involved in resource-efficiency, hosted by EESC.
Jorge Pegado Liz (PT)
Company law - INT/780
The EESC fully supports the consolidation,
codification and thereby simplification of the
text of the proposal relating to certain aspects

of company law, which is in line with what it has suggested on
several occasions in its opinions.
The EESC would however have wished for a more ambitious
exercise that aimed to codify aspects that are still spread across
other legislative instruments.
Digital contract rights - INT/775
The EESC agrees that a number of the matters raised in the
Communication on Digital contract rights need to be regulated
but considers that other factors, which it identifies in this opinion
on digital content and online sales of goods, are far more
important than contractual rights in contracts for the online sale
of tangible goods.
In principle, consistent with its previous positions, the EESC
is in favour of a regulation instead of a directive and disagrees
with the legal basis chosen by the Commission. The Committee
proposes that the measures adopted should be based on
minimum harmonisation.
Panagiotis GKOFAS (EL)
Integration of refugees in the EU - SOC/532
Investment in integration measures is costly in
the short and middle term, but should be seen as
an investment in people, which will pay off in the
long term. If integration is successful it will lead to social cohesion,
economic growth and job creation. The resources of the Asylum,

Migration and Integration Fund (AMIF), as well as the European
Social Fund (ESF), should therefore be increased as appropriate
in order to achieve better co-financing of measures to integrate
refugees. The EESC has noted the potential positive effects of a
financial transaction tax for public finances, by securing a fairer
contribution from the financial sector. Due to the exceptional
circumstances, and in line with the Stability and Growth Pact, the
additional costs of hosting refugees should not be recognised in
the public deficits of the Member States.
Bernardo HERNANDEZ BATALLER (ES)
Portability of online content services - INT/781
The EESC welcomes the Commission’s initiative
to address “cross-border portability” through
a regulation. It considers it necessary for a
subscriber’s “Member State of residence” to be
clearly defined in order to ensure that the other Member States
can be identified by default as countries where the subscriber is
temporarily present. It also considers that where users qualify as
customers or subscribers to a service and are shown to be linked
to a Member State and identified by their IP address or internet
connection or other equivalent indicator, this should ensure
cross-border portability.
NOTE: The complete texts of all EESC opinions are available in various
language versions on the Committee’s website:
http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.opinions-search

OUR GROUP’S STRENGTH
The Farmers’ Category will meet in the morning of Wednesday 15 June 2016. Category
members will hold an exchange of views with the rapporteurs for the current study groups on
‘the CAP post-2020’ and ‘the Role of Agriculture in Bilateral and Regional Trade negotiations in
the light of the Nairobi WTO Ministerial meeting’. Mr Breffni Carpenter, Agriculture Counsellor
at the Permanent Representation of Ireland to the European Union, will give an overview of the
ongoing agricultural trade discussions.

	
  

of several Member States, the European Commission and the European Parliament, in order to
exchange views on the concrete policies that could be developed by the EU in order to promote
the further development of the social economy within Europe.
The SMEs, Professions & Crafts category met on 12 May 2016, chaired by spokesperson for
the Liberal Professions, Arno Metzler, Vice-President of Group III. The category welcomed Martin

Frohn (head of unit at DG GROW), who talked about the Commission’s work concerning the
The Consumers and Environment Category will meet on 7 June 2016. The morning will be
dedicated to discuss financial matters, such as consumer information, over-indebtedness and regulation of the liberal professions. Karin Van der Sanden (policy officer at DG EMPL) presented
mortgages. The afternoon will focus on the transparency of vehicle emissions tests. The category the latest developments in the field of recognition of skills and competences in the Internal
Market. The category members also discussed the possibility of organizing a Liberal Professions
will welcome several external speakers from Consumers and Environmental associations.
The Social Economy Category will meet for the entire day of 29 June. Following a morning Day. At the suggestion of Ronny Lannoo, there was an introductory exchange of views on the
session dedicated to internal issues, in the afternoon, the category will welcome representatives topic of providing safeguards for the self-employed.

For more details, please consult the web pages: http://www.eesc.europa.eu/?i=portal.en.categories

Welcome Slovakia!
Upcoming Slovak presidency of the Council of the EU
Vladimír Báleš (SK)
Member of the Various Interests Group

our ability to reach compromises, while at the same time
acting as a negotiator and mediator who can unite the
different interests of the EU’s Member States.”

On 1 July 2016, the Slovak Republic will take
over the presidency of the European Council
for the first time in the history of our EU membership.
Slovakia, and in particular Bratislava, will be at the heart of
European policy for six months. We hope to demonstrate
that not only are we one of the most dynamic developing
countries in the EU, but that we are also good hosts!

The presidency is an opportunity to present Slovakia as
a country with a rich culture and traditions, but also as
a modern and dynamic member of the EU. It is also an
incentive for Slovaks to discuss European themes in their
own country.

Our aspiration at the domestic level is to develop the
Slovak presidency across all layers of civil society. The
Slovak Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Miroslav Lajčák, has stated that “the presidency is
an opportunity for us to demonstrate our maturity and

The Economic and Social Committee
of the Slovak Republic is working
together with the government to
fulfil the objectives of our republic’s
presidency. On 13-14 June, we will
welcome the EESC Bureau in Slovakia, followed by Groups
I, II, and III in September and October. We look forward not

only to discussing the priorities of the Slovak presidency,
but also to demonstrating Slovakia’s hospitality. We will
welcome Group III in Bratislava on 27-28 October 2016.
Our commissioner, Maroš
Šefčovič, will also take part in
the talks. The main theme of
our discussion will, of course,
be energy union and related
topics.
On 13 July, we will open an interesting exhibition of
photography from Slovakia at the EESC headquarters in
Brussels, and on 14 December we are planning to arrange
a Slovak evening at the EESC. You are cordially invited to
attend both of these events.

http://www.eu2016.sk/sk

Highlights of the April 2016 EESC Plenary Session
Group III members co-ordinating the work on new opinions
Christian MOOS (DE) is the Rapporteur of the study group
for the opinion on: “Future proof regulation (Exploratory
opinion from the Slovak presidency)” - Sub-Committee
SC/045
Mindaugas MACIULEVICIUS (LT) is the President of the study
group for the opinion on: “Mid-term evaluation of Horizon
2020 (Exploratory opinion from the Slovak presidency)” INT/792
Cristian PIRVULESCU (RO) is the Rapporteur of the study
group for the opinion on: “Entry/Exit system” - SOC/544

Cillian LOHAN (IE) is the Rapporteur of the study group for
the opinion on: “The making available on the market of CEmarked fertilising products” - NAT/691
Ioannis VARDAKASTANIS (EL) is the Rapporteur of the study
group for the opinion on: “Sustainable Development:
A Mapping of the EU’s internal and external policies
(Exploratory opinion at the request of the European
Commission)” - NAT/693

Arno METZLER (DE) is the President of the study group for
the opinion on: “Enhancement of the EU-Turkey bilateral
trade relations and the modernisation of the Customs
Union” - REX/468

Bernardo HERNANDEZ BATALLER (ES) is the President of the
study group for the opinion on: “Aviation Package part II” TEN/597

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
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