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Uvodnik
Na zadnjem Evropskem svetu smo spet doživljali klasično evropsko dramo. Pogajanja preko noči  in končno sprejeti kompromis, ki pušča pri vseh nekaj slabega občutka. Britanski premier Cameron ima še največ razlogov za zadovoljstvo: pretežno iz domačih političnih razlogov je zahteval, da se skupna poraba zmanjša in to je dosegel. Kanclerka Merklova lahko to v Berlinu tudi prikaže kot svojo zmago (saj so Nemci največji neto plačniki v bruseljsko blagajno, kar je v državi vse manj popularno). Švedi in Nizozemci (oboji med večjimi kontributorji) so prav tako zadovoljni, precej manj pa francoski predsednik Holland, saj zagovarja drugačno ekonomsko politiko, hkrati pa je Francija največja prejemnica sredstev iz Skupne kmetijske politike (9 mlrd €) in bo po tej poti nekaj izgubil.

Glede na svoje nove pristojnosti pa bo proračun sprejet šele, ko ga potrdi še Evropski parlament, ki pa z deseženim kompromisom ni zadovoljen: tudi po napovedi predsednika EP je pričakovati še resen odpor in težko je napovedati, kdaj bosta Svet in EP dosegla soglasje. Komisiji se pravzaprav ne mudi, kajti po veljavnih pravilih bodo EU institucije v primeru zamude prejemale dvanajstine po predhodnem proračunu, ki jih daje več sredstev kot predlog novega proračuna.

Kot smo zapisali v nedavni Občasni informaciji, je Slovenija lahko zadovoljna, da ostaja neto prejemnica in bo imela celo večji neto prihodek iz transakcij z EU, kot v predhodnih 7 letih čez 2 mlrd.€).

Zavedati pa se moramo, da kohezijska sredstva ne pomenijo avtomatičnega priliva, ampak zgornji limit možnega financiranja, dejanski obseg pa zavisi od kvalitetnih in pravočasno pripravljenih ter dobro realiziranih projektov. V tem smo imeli že doslej kar nekaj težav in morali se bomo potruditi, da bo v prihodnje bolje, še posebej, ker se bomo v naslednjih letih soočali z izzivi plačilno bilančnega primanjkljaja in obladovanjem javnega dolga.

Kaj pa se dogaja v Združenju?

Svet SGRZ je 20.decembra sprejel delovni program 2013 in zadolžil Upravo in tudi člane Sveta, da se bolj angažirajo za finančno trdnost Združenja, zlasti s pridobivanje novih članov. Prvi koraki so bili že opravljeni in obeta se nekaj novih članov ter okrepljeno so-financiranje s strani države. Predlagali smo tudi, da bi bil SGRZ vključen v Operativni program za črpanje kohezijskih sredstev za obdobje 2014-2020 in upamo, da bo vlada ta predlog sprejela.

V zadnjih tednih smo se dosti angažirali tudi v vlogi sekretariata KEN mreže. Iz finančnih razlogov letošnji Forum ne bo v Mariboru, pač pa 22-23.oktobra v Capetownu, Južna Afrika. Tema je »Podpora inovacijam skozi izobraževanje in raziskovalno dejavnost. Tamkajšnje Ministrstvo za znanost in tehnologijo je postalo tudi partner KEN mreže in nadejamo se plodnega sodelovanja.

Pred tem pa imamo s partnerji še vrsto konferenc in delavnic:  aprila v Prištini s Kosovsko Agencijo za diasporo o komunikaciji z diasporo, 13-14.maja na britanski univerzi v Wolverhamptonu o podjetniškem izobraževanju, 7.junija v Bangaloreju, s svetovalno družbo Infotech  o vlogi IKT v bodoči ekonomiji znanja  ter v začetku jilija v Istanbulu z agencijo TUBITAK delavnico o transferu tehnologij in inkubatorjih.  

Vabim vas, da se udeležite teh zanimivih razprav.  
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1. AKTUALNE NOVICE
· Političen dogovor o večletnem finančnem okviru EU
Voditelji članic EU so na vrhunskem zasedanju v Bruslju odločili, da smejo v novem večletnem proračunu EU, ki bo osnova za sprejem letnih proračunov EU v obdobju od leta 2014 do 2020, za dejanska izplačila na voljo 908 milijard evrov, za obveznosti (to je znesek, za katerega je dovoljeno objaviti razpise in podpisati pogodbe). Če bo evropski parlament ta dogovor potrdil, bo nov večletni proračun EU prvi, ki bo nižji od prejšnjega. Dogovor, ki so ga dosegli voditelji, predvideva, da bo tako zensek za obveznosti kot znesek za dejanska plačila v obdobju od leta 2014 do 2020 za 34 milijard evrov nižji od zneska za obveznosti in za plačila v obdobju od leta 2007 do 2013. Kljub temu so voditelji namenili 6 milijard evrov za novo pobudo za zaposlovanje mladih, sprejeta je nova pobuda za financiranje ključne evropske transportne, energetske in informacijsko-komunikacijske infrastrukture Povežimo Evropo, največji delež sredstev je še zmeraj predviden za skupno kmetijsko politiko in kohezijsko politiko. Za Slovenijo je predvideno, da bo ostala neto prejemnica sredstev iz proračuna EU. Iz bruseljske blagajne bo predvidoma dobila za slabih 2,6 milijarde evrov več, kot bo tja plačala. Za kohezijsko politiko bo, če bo dogovor voditeljev obveljal, v prihodnjih sedmih letih dobila okrog 3 milijarde evrov, v sedanjem sedemletnem obdobju ima na voljo 4,2 milijarde evrov. Zahodna Slovenija, ki po novem sodi med razvite regije EU, bo na podlagi posebne varnostne mreže upravičena do 60 odstotkov kohezijskih sredstev. Za skupno kmetijsko politiko bo Slovenija v prihodnjih sedmih letih predvidoma imela na voljo 1,6 milijarde evrov, od tega dobrih 744 milijonov evrov za razvoj podeželja. Skupaj bo Slovenija imela v obdobju od leta 2014 do 2020 v proračunu EU na voljo 5,3 milijarde evrov, od tega 4,5 milijarde evrov v okviru nacionalnih ovojnic, v katerih je denar že zagotovljen, samo za črpanje je treba poskrbeti. V skladu z lizbonsko pogodbo, ki velja od decembra leta 2009, mora predlog proračuna, ki ga sprejmejo voditelji, potrditi še Evropski parlament. Tam so do dogovora voditeljev v prvih odzivih precej kritični.
Več:
Povzetek dogovora voditeljev
in

Sklepi voditeljev
· Veljati je začel fiskalni pakt
V Evropski uniji je začela veljati medvladna pogodba o fiskalnem paktu oziroma fiskalni pakt, ki naj bi dolgoročno zagotovil ustrezno proračunsko disciplino. Voditelji vseh članic EU razen Velike Britanije in Češke so medvladno pogodbo o fiskalnem paktu podpisali marca lani. Temelj te pogodbe je fiskalno pravilo, ki določa, da morajo biti proračuni uravnoteženi ali v presežku, kar pomeni, da strukturni primanjkljaj (to je primanjkljaj, ki ne upošteva gospodarskega cikla, torej konjunkture in recesije) na letni ravni ne sme preseči 0,5 odstotka bruto domačega proizvoda. Fiskalno pravilo bodo morale pogodbenice v enem letu od uveljavitve pogodbe prenesti v nacionalne zakonodaje, in sicer z zavezujočimi in stalnimi določbami, pri čemer so zaželene ustavne določbe.
Več:
Sporočilo Sveta Eu o uveljavitvi pakta

in

Pogodba o fiskalnem paktu
· Poslanci podpirajo novo direktivo o koncesijah za gradnjo infrastrukture
Novo uredbo o koncesijah za gradnjo infrastrukture, športnih dvoran in drugih projektov so podprli evropski poslanci v odboru za notranji trg in varstvo potrošnikov. Strinjajo se s poenostavitvijo postopkov za oddajo takšnih koncesij zasebnim podjetjem. S seznama storitev, za katere je dovoljeno podeliti tovrstno koncesijo, so izključili igralništvo, storitve, za katere je potrebna ekskluzivna pravica, obrambo in zaščito, zaščito pred nesrečami, letalski promet in medije.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Leto 2013 je leto državljanov EU
Leto 2013 je v EU leto državljanov. Državljani lahko sodelujejo na različnih delavnicah, konferencah na ravni EU, pa tudi na državni in lokalni ravni ter se tako seznanijo s pravicami, ki jih imajo kot državljani EU. V Sloveniji je koordinator prireditev Urad vlade za komuniciranje. 
Več:
Spletna stran leta državljanov
· Pregled državnih pomoči
Evropska komisija je objavila pregled dodeljenih državnih pomoči, v katerem navaja, da so države članice bankam med oktobrom 2008 in 31. decembrom 2011 zagotovile 1600 milijard evrov državnih pomoči, kar je 13 odstotkov BDP EU. Državne pomoči, ki niso bile krizne narave, so leta 2011 znesle 64,3 milijard evrov ali 0,5 odstotka BDP v EU, gre pa predvsem za pomoč za raziskave in razvoj, za varovanje okolja, zagotovitev rizičnega kapitala srednjim in majhnim podjetjem.  
Več:

Poročilo
in

Spletna stran o državnih pomočeh
· Poročili o potrebah po poklicih
Evropska komisija je objavila poročili European Vacancy Report in European Job Mobility Bulletin s podatki o potrebah po poklicih v EU, ki kažeta, da imajo dobre možnosti za zaposlitev iskalci strokovnjaki za finance in prodajo (87 tisoč prostih delovnih mest), trgovci in  demonstratorji (66.700 prostih mest). Nasploh so v različnih sektorjih iskani visoko izobraženi tehniki in strokovnjaki, ugotavlja Komisija.
Več:

Spletna stran s poročiloma
· Nov seznam nalog za uresničitev načrta Digitalna agenda za Evropo
Evropska komisija je sprejela sedem novih prednostnih nalog za digitalno gospodarstvo, ki jih namerava uresničiti v letih 2013 in 2014. Te so ustvariti novo in stabilno zakonodajno okolje za širokopasovne storitve, dograditev nove infrastrukture s pomočjo instrumenta Povežimo Evropo, usposobiti ljudi z ustreznimi digitalnimi znanji, izboljšati varnost pred kibernetskimi napadi, spodbude za računalništvo v oblaku, začeti novo elektronsko industrijsko strategijo.
Več:

Spletna stran z novimi nalogami
2. KRATKE NOVICE

· Kakovost javnih izdatkov v EU
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo o kakovosti javnih izdatkov v EU kot pregled sestave javnih izdatkov v EU  v času krize in sanacije javnih financ. Učinkovitost javnih izdatkov je predstavila s poudarkom na zdravstvu in reformi javne uprave. V poročilu so navedene možnosti, kako zagotoviti, da bodo javni izdatki pomagali spodbujati gospodarsko rast. Pripravljavci poročila državam članicam svetujejo, naj povečajo izdatke za izobraževanje, raziskave, določene investicijske projekte, kajti to so izdatki, ki najbolj učinkovito vplivajo na gospodarsko rast. 
Več:
Poročilo
· Pojasnila glede obdavčitve osebnih avtomobilov
Evropska komisija je objavila pojasnila glede obdavčitve osebnih avtomobilov v EU. Njihov namen je olajšati državljanom in podjetjem, da ob preselitvi v drugo državo članico s seboj vzamejo tudi avtomobil, pa tudi olajšati najem avtomobilov za vožnjo čez mejo.  
Več:

Pojasnila Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran o obdavčitvi osebnih avtomobilov
· Poročilo Evropske komisije o programu za razdeljevanje sadja in zelenjave šolam
Evropska komisija ugotavlja, da je v šolskem letu 2010/2011 na podlagi programa EU sadje in zelenjavo dobilo 8 milijonov otrok v 54 tisočl šolah v EU. Med državami članicami, ki sodelujejo pri izvajanju the sheme, je tudi Slovenija. Prve ocene držav ččlanic kažejo, da se je na podlagi te sheme povečala poraba zelenjave in sadja v šolah, da bi ugotovili njen pravi učinek, pa jo je treba izvajati dalj časa. Evropska komisija v predlogu skupne kmetijske politike po letu 2014 predlaga nadaljevanje izvajanja sheme.
Več:

Poročilo
in

Sklep Evropskega parlamenta o imenovanju komisarja
3. NOVA ZAKONODAJA
· Nov seznam zdravstvenih trditev
S 14. decembrom lani je stopila v veljavo nova uredba s seznamom 222 zdravstvenih trditev za živila, ki so dovoljena v EU. S tem dnem je poteklo prehodno obdobje, ki so ga živilska podjetja imela na voljo za prilagoditve. Uredba je bila sprejeta 16. maja lani.
Več:

Spletna stran registra EU za zdravstvene trditve za živila
· Strožja pravila za preprečevanje davčnih utaj
Z novim letom  je začela veljati nova direktiva o sodelovanju uprav držav članic na davčnem področju. Ključna določba te direktive je odprava bančne tajnosti, uvaja enotne obrazce za izmenjavo davčnih podatkov, davčni uradniki lahko sodelujejo v postopkih v drugih državah članicah.  
Več:

Uredba
in

Spletna stran o sodelovanju davčnih uprav
· Nove smernice za uporabo pravil državnih pomoči za gradnjo širokopasovnih omrežij
Evropska komisija je objavila nove smernice za uporabo pravil za državne pomoči za gradnjo širokopasovnih omrežij, da bodo države članice lažje uresničile cilje iz načfrta Digitalna agenda za Evropo. Spremembe se nanašajo na tehnološko nevtralnost, ultra hitra omrežja, okrepitev odprtega dostopa, transparentnost.
Več:

Smernice 

· Nova pravila za zavarovanja
V skladu z novimi predpisi, ki so začeli veljati 21. decembra lani, morajo zavarovalnice v Evropi za enake zavarovalniške produkte ženskam in moškim zaračunavati enako ceno. Sodišče Evropske unije je razsodilo, da so različne premije za moške in ženske izključno na podlagi spola nezdružljive z načelom enakih cen za oba spola. S to sodbo je sodišče zavarovalnicam naložilo, da morajo do 21. decembra 2012 ustrezno spremeniti svoje politike oblikovanja cen.

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Veljati je začela uredba o shemah kakovosti kmetijskih pridelkov
V začetku leta je začela veljati nova uredba o shemah kakovosti kmetijskih pridekov, ki poenostavlja uporabo posameznih shem, hkrati pa krepi pravni okvir za zaščito in trženje kakovostnih kmetijskih pridelkov, pojasnjuje Evropska komisija. 
Več:

Uredba
in

Kratek povzetek novosti, ki jih prinaša uredba
· Manj onesnaževanja od avtobusov in tovornjakov
Konec leta 2012 je začela veljati nova uredba EU (Euro VI norma), ki zahteva zmanjšanje izpustov dušikovih oksidov in prašnih delcev iz novih tipov tovornjakov in avtobusov. Hkrati uvaja tudi usklajene postopke za teste in standarde, ki veljajo po vsem svetu.
Več:
Nova uredba
· Nova uredba za traktorje
Svet EU je potrdil uredbo, ki na novo ureja zahteve za varnost in okoljske standarde za traktorje. Namen uredbe je tudi poenostaviti veljavne predpise in vključtev tehničnih novosti.

Več:

Nova uredba
4. GOSPODARSKE NOVICE

· Nova direktiva o DDV
S prvim januarjem 2013 je začela veljati nova direktiva o DDV, ki določa, da imajo elektronski računi enak status kot računi, izdani na papirju, novost za majhna in srednja podjetja pa je, da jim DDV ni treba plačati, dokler ga ne dobijo od prodajalca oziroma pogodbenega partnerja. .
Več:

Pojasnila novih pravil
· Akcijski načrt za podporo podjetnikom
Evropa za obnovitev svoje gospodarske rasti in večjo stopnjo zaposlenosti potrebuje več podjetnikov. Evropska komisija je predstavila akcijski načrt, v katerem postavlja v ospredje ključno vlogo izobraževanja in usposabljanja pri vzgoji novih generacij podjetnikov, vključuje pa tudi posebne ukrepe za spodbujanje podjetništva med mladimi, ženskami, starejšimi, migranti in brezposelnimi. Del načrta je tudi odpravljanje ovir na poti do podjetništva in sicer z ukrepi, ki so v pomoč podjetjem v začetni fazi poslovanja in novim podjetjem ter omogočajo uspešnejši prenos lastništva podjetja, boljši dostop do financiranja ter še eno možnost po stečaju za poštene podjetnike.
Več:

Akcijski načrt
· Javno posvetovanje o ovirah na trgu EU za industrijske izdelke
Do 17. aprila Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira informacije o ovirah za trgovanje z industrijskimi produkti na trgu EU in o možnostih za poenostavitev predpisov. Evropska komisija pojasnjuje, da je pogoje in predpise treba prilagoditi potrebam in razmeram 21. stoletja. 
Več:

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
5. FINANČNE STORITVE

· Pravila za uveljavitev direktive o upravljavcih alternativnih skladov
Evropska komisija je objavila predlog pravil za uveljavitev določb direktive o upravljavcih alternativnih skladov. Če jim v treh mesecih države članice v okviru Sveta Eu in Evropski parlament ne bodo nasprotovali, bodo po objavi v uradnem listu EU začela veljati. Direktiva velja za v eč različnih vrst alternativnih skladov
Več:

Predlog pravil
· Tehnični standardi za uredbo o izvedenih finančnih instrumentih OTC
Evropska komisija je potrdila tehnične standarde kot dopolnilo k uredbi o izvedenih finančnih instrumentih OTC, centralnih nasprotnih strankah in repozitorijih sklenjenih poslov, ki je začela veljati 16. avgusta lani. Ti standardi omogočajo začetek uporbe določb o obveznem pojasnjevanju in poročanju o transakcijah.
Več:

Spletna stran o tehničnih standardih
· Pravne ovire za čezmejno prodajo zavarovalniških produktov
Evropska komisija namerava proučiti ovire za čezmejno trgovino z zavarovalniškimi produkti, ki jih povzročajo različne ureditve pogodbenega prava v državah članicah EU. Zato je objavila razpis za članstvo v skupini strokovnjakov, ki naj bi obravnavala to problematiko. Strokovna skupina bo ugotovila, v kakšnem obsegu razlike v pogodbenem pravu ovirajo evropska podjetja in potrošnike pri čezmejni distribuciji in uporabi zavarovalniških produktov. Na primer, državljani, ki se iz poklicnih razlogov preselijo v drugo državo članico EU, morajo morda skleniti novo avtomobilsko zavarovanje ali imajo težave pri uveljavljanju pravic iz zasebne pokojninske sheme, ki je sklenjena v drugi državi članici EU. Podjetja s podružnicami v več evropskih državah pa morajo mogoče skleniti več premoženjskih zavarovanj pod različnimi pogoji, namesto da bi z enotno polico zavarovala vse svoje premoženje. Skupina bo pripravila poročilo do konca leta 2013, Komisija pa bo nato odločila o morebitnih nadaljnjih ukrepih.

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
6. REGIONALNA POLITIKA

· Znani so nagrajenci RegioStars za leto 2013
Evropska komisija je razdelila letošnje nagrade RegioStar. Med nagrajenci ni nikogar iz Slovenije, prav tako ne med 27 finalisti, ki so se potegovali za pet nagrad. Natečaj za vsakoletne nagrade RegioStars je odprt za vse regije EU, predložijo lahko projekte, ki so prejeli sredstva v okviru regionalne politike EU od 1. januarja 2000.
Več:
Spletna stran RegioStars
7. TRANSPORT IN ENERGETIKA

· Za inovativne projekte za izrabo energije iz obnovljivih virov  1,2 milijarde evrov
Evropska komisija je dodelila več kot 1,2 milijarde evrov za financiranje 23 inovativnih predstavitvenih projektov s področja obnovljivih virov energije v okviru prvega razpisa za zbiranje predlogov za program za financiranje NER300. Sredstva NER300 bodo na voljo vsako leto ter bodo temeljila na izkazani uspešnosti (količina proizvedene zelene energije) in izpolnjevanju zahtev glede izmenjav znanja.
Več:

Spletna stran NER300
· Javno posvetovanje o plinu iz skrilavca
Do 20. marca je odprto javno posvetovanje o prihodnjem razvoju pridobivanja nekonvencionalnih fosilnih goriv, kot je plin iz skrilavca, v Evropi. V vprašalniku so tudi vprašanja v zvezi z možnimi ukrepi za zmanjšanje tveganja za zdravje in okolje, ukrepi za povečanje preglednosti poslovanja in splošnimi priporočili glede ukrepov na ravni EU.
Več:
Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
· Novo evropsko vozniško dovoljenje
Z 19. januarjem so morali uradni organi povsod v EU začeti obvezno izdajati nova evropska vozniška dovoljenja, ki so v formatu plastične kreditne kartice s fotografijo. Sprememba ne vpliva na obstoječa dovoljenja, ki jih je treba nadomestiti z novimi, ko jim poteče veljavnost ali najpozneje do 2033. Evropsko vozniško dovoljenje je dovoljeno prilagoditi z vključitvijo nacionalnih simbolov po presoji posamezne države članice.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Strategija EU za čista goriva
Evropska komisija je predstavila sveženj ukrepov za izgradnjo postaj za alternativna goriva po EU, za katere bodo veljali skupni standardi zasnove in uporabe. Do zdaj so se politične pobude večinoma osredotočale na goriva in vozila, manj pozornosti pa je bilo namenjene distribuciji goriv. Uvajanje čistih goriv upočasnjujejo tri glavne ovire: draga vozila, nizka sprejemljivost za potrošnike in pomanjkanje postaj za dovod goriva ali polnjenje. Gre za začarani krog. Postaje za dovod goriva se ne gradijo, ker ni dovolj vozil. Vozila so draga, ker je povpraševanje po njih slabo. Potrošniki pa ne kupujejo vozil, ker so draga in ni dovolj postaj za dovod goriva ali polnjenje. Komisija zato predlaga sveženj zavezujočih ciljev za države članice glede minimalne infrastrukture za čista goriva, kot so elektrika, vodik in zemeljski plin, ter skupnih standardov EU za potrebno opremo.
Več:
Sporočilo Evropske komisije 
· Četrti sveženj predpisov za železnico
Evropska komisija s četrtim svežnjem predpisov za železnico predlaga ukrepe za spodbujanje več inovacij na področju železnic v EU, in sicer s pomočjo odpiranja domačih trgov potniškega prometa EU za konkurenco ter korenitimi spremljajočimi tehničnimi in strukturnimi reformami. 
Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran z dokumenti
· Načrt in smernice razvoja transevropskega prometnega omrežja v obdobju 2014 do 2020
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta v odboru za gtransport in turizem so dopolnili predlog načrta in smernice za transportne projekte, ki bodo prišli v poštev pri delitvi evropskih sredstev prek novega instrumenta Povežimo Evropo. Poslanci zahtevajo, da bi morali s temi sredstvi graditi predvsem čezmejne projekte in manjkajoče povezave. 
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
8. EKOLOGIJA IN TRAJNOSTNI RAZVOJ

· EU bo za inovacije v vodnem sektorju letos razdelila 40 milijonov evrov
Letos bo EU razdelila 40 milijonov evrov za financiranje raziskav za podporo projektom za uresničitev ciljev evropskega partnerstva za inovacije v zvezi z vodo. To partnerstvo je bilo vzpostavljeno z namenom »opredelitve, preizkušanja, povečanja, razširjanja in uporabe inovativnih rešitev za 10 največjih izzivov, povezanih z vodami« do leta 2020. Zdaj je izbranih 5 prednostnih področij, ki so ponovna uporaba in recikliranje vode, čiščenje vode in odpadne vode, voda in energija, obvladovanje tveganja glede skrajnih pojavov, povezanih z vodo in ekosistemske storitve.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Rezultati raziskave o kakovosti zraka v EU
Sedem od desetih Evropejcev (72 odstotkov) ni zadovoljnih s prizadevanji javnih organov za izboljšanje kakovosti zraka, je pokazala zariskava Eurobarometer. Štirje od petih anketirancev (79 odstotkov) menijo, da bi morala EU predlagati dodatne ukrepe za zmanjšanje onesnaženosti zraka. Do 4. marca Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira mnenja in predloge o spremembah zakonodaje EU o kakovosti zraka.
Več:

Odgovori Slovencev, ki so sodelovali v raziskavi
in

Rezultati raziskave
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
in

Dokument, ki je v javnem posvetovanju
9. VARSTVO POTROŠNIKOV

· Akcijski načrt za maloprodajo in posvetovanje o nepoštenih trgovinskih praksah
Evropska komisija je sprejela evropski akcijski načrt za maloprodajni sektor in zeleno knjigo o nepoštenih trgovinskih praksah v živilski in neživilski dobavni verigi med podjetji. Ukrepi iz evropskega akcijskega načrta za maloprodajni sektor se nanašajo na pet ključnih prednostnih nalog: krepitev moči potrošnikov z boljšim informiranjem, izboljšanje dostopnosti do maloprodajnih storitev s spodbujanjem izmenjave dobrih praks med državami članicami glede trgovinskega in prostorskega načrtovanja, pravičnejši in bolj trajnostni trgovinski odnosi v živilski in neživilski dobavni verigi, zagotavljanje boljše povezave med maloprodajo in inovacijami ter ustvarjanje boljšega delovnega okolja, na primer z boljšim usklajevanjem potreb delodajalcev in usposobljenostjo osebja. Eden od namenov javnega posvetovanja na podlagi zelene knjige o o nepoštenih trgovinskih praksah v živilski in neživilski dobavni verigi med podjetji je zbrati dokaze o teh praksah.

Več:

Akcijski načrt
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja 
· RAPEX
Hitri sistem obveščanja EU o nevarnih proizvodih, ki krožijo na evropskem trgu. Posodobitve za december 2012 – februar 2013:
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=496
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=495
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=494
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=489
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=488
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=486
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=485
10. RR IN INOVACIJE

· Začetek postopka za iskanje novega predsednika Evropskega raziskovalnega sveta
Evropska komisija je imenovala sedem izvedencev, ki bodo izbrali kandidate za naslednjega predsednika Evropskega raziskovalnega sveta (ERS), osrednje agencije Evropske unije za financiranje pionirskih znanosti. Odbor, ki ga bo vodil rektor Univerze v Cambridgeu in nekdanji britanski minister za znanost lord Sainsbury of Turville, bo Evropski komisiji priporočila podal pravočasno, da bo lahko naslednji predsednik ERS prevzel funkcijo s 1. januarjem 2014.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Raziskovalni projekt za iskanje alternative žveplovemu dioksidu
Evropski raziskovalci so naredili napredek pri iskanju alternativnih rešitev za dodajanje žveplovega dioksida rdečemu vinu in drugim živilom, kot je sušeno sadje. Evropska unija je financirala projekt z naslovom So2say, ki ga vodi neprofitni raziskovalni inštitut ttz Bremerhaven iz Nemčije, ki meni, da je našel kombinacijo dveh izvlečkov, ki bi se lahko uporabljala namesto SO2. Oba v vinu nastajata sama. Na podlagi ugotovitev projekta bi se prisotnost SO2 na primer v vinu zmanjšala za več kot 95 odstotkov.

Več:
Spletna stran projekta
· Med 302 uveljavljenimi vodilnimi raziskovalci je tudi Slovenec
Med 302 uveljavljenima vodilnima raztiskovalcema, ki jim je Evropski raziskovalni svet razdelil 680 milijonov evrov je tudi prof. dr. Dragan Mihailović z Instituta Jožef Stefan. Sredstva je dobil za projekt Koherentni trajektoriji skozi fazne prehode z zlomom simetrije. Evropska komisija pojasnjuje, da 2,5 milijona evrov na projekt izbranim znanstvenikom omogoča, da skupaj s svojimi ekipami uresničujejo najbolj inovativne zamisli na novih znanstvenih področjih.

Več: 

Seznam izbranih raziskovalcev po državah
in

Spletna stran Evropskega raziskovalnega sveta
· Evropska komisija išče strokovne svetovalce za Obzorje 2020
Evropska komisija je objavila razpis, s katerim strokovnjake z vseh področij poziva k sodelovanju pri oblikovanju programa Obzorje 2020, prihodnjega programa Evropske unije za financiranje raziskav in inovacij. Strokovne svetovalne skupine bodo delo začele spomladi letos, da bodo lahko svoje nasvete pripravile že za prve razpise programa Obzorje 2020, ki bodo predvidoma objavljeni do konca leta 2013. Rok za prijave se izteče 6. marca.
Več:

Spletna stran razpisa
· Nepovratrna sredstva za teoretične raziskave
Evropski raziskovalni svet je objavil rezultate zadnjega kroga svoje sheme dodatnega financiranja Potrditev koncepta. Do zdaj so bila tako nepovratna sredstva dodeljena skupaj 60 raziskovalcem, ki so že prejemniki sredstev Evropskega raziskovalnega sveta. Med 27 raziskovalci, ki so sredstva dobili v tem zadnjem krogu, ni nikogar iz Slovenije.
Več:

Seznam zadnjih 27 dobitnikov
in

Primeri izbranih projektov
11. KULTURA IN IZOBRAŽEVANJE
· Ocena za 500 univerz
Evropska komisija bo v svojem novem mednarodnem razvrščanju univerz ocenila 500 univerz. Nova lestvica U-Multirank se bo od obstoječih razlikovala po tem, da bo univerze ocenjevala glede na več dejavnikov učinkovitosti, kar naj bi zagotovilo bolj realističen in uporabnikom prijazen prikaz njihove ponudbe. V okviru novega razvrščanja bo univerze ocenila na petih ločenih področjih, ki so ugled raziskovalne dejavnosti, kakovost poučevanja in učenja, mednarodna usmerjenost, uspešnost pri prenosu znanja (na primer partnerstva s podjetji, tudi zagonskimi) in regionalna vključenost. Komisija univerze poziva, naj se k novemu razvrščanju prijavijo v prvi polovici leta 2013, prvi rezultati pa bodo objavljeni v začetku leta 2014. 

Več:

Spletna stran U-Multirank
in

Spletna stran o izobraževanju in usposabljanju
· Subvencije EU za univerze in raziskovalne ustanove v manj razvitih regijah
EU bo univerzam in raziskovalnim ustanovam v manj razvitih regijah na podlagi pobude za ustanavljanje mest predsednikov v Skupnem evropskem raziskovalnem prostoru (ERA) razdelila za 2,4 milijona evrov subvencij. ta sredstva bodo lahko dobile univerze in druge upravičene organizacije, ki bodo dokazale, da lahko zagotovijo objekte in okolje za odlične raziskave v skladu z Evropskim raziskovalnim prostorom (ERA). Ko bodo izbrane, bodo podelile mesta predsednikov tistim izstopajočim akademikom, ki so zmožni izboljšati standarde ter privabiti visoko usposobljen kader in denar iz drugih virov, kot so na primer financiranje raziskav s strani EU ali regionalni skladi. 

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
12. KMETIJSTVO

· Javno posvetovanje o državnih pomočeh v kmetijstvu in gozdarstvu
Do 20. marca je odprto javno posvetovanje o pravilih za državne pomoči v kmetijstvu in gozdarstvu. To javno posvetovanje je del predlogov Evropske komisije za spremembe pravil za državne pomoči. Sedanja zakonodaja za državne pomoči v kmetijstvu  večlja še do konca letošnjega leta, kar pomeni, da bodo z uveljavitvijo nove skupne kmetijske politike EU začela veljati nova, ki bodo sprejeta tudi ob upoštevanju mnenj in predlgov iz javnega posvetovanja.
Več:

Spletna stran za sodelovanje v javnem posvetovanju
· Javno posvetovanje o organskem kmetijstvu
Do 10. aprila je odprto javno posvetovanje, prek katerega Evropska komisija zbira mnenja in predloge o organskem kmetijstvu. Od sodelujočih med drugim žečlio izvedeti, kako bi sedanji sistem kontrol lahko poenostavili, pa bi hkrati lahko ohranili sedanjo raven kakovosti. Mnenja in predloge, ki jih bo dobila, bo Komisija upoštevala pri pripravi nove zakonodaje v letošnjem letu. 
Več:

Vprašalnik 
· Rezultati študije o izdelkih hribovskih kmetij
Evropska komisija je objavila rezultate študije o izdelkih hribovskih kmetij, v kateri navaja, da je treba v skladu z direktivo, ki je bila sprejeta novembra lani, vztrajati, da bo mogoče kot izdelke hribovskih kmetij označevati le tiste, za katere surovine in krma res prihajajo s hribov, pa tudi predelati jih je treba na hribovskih območjih.
Več:

Študija
in

Povzetek
· Strokovna skupina za vino je sprejela zaključke
V EU je treba ohraniti pravni okvir za dodeljevanje pravic za sajenje trte za vse kategorije vina, je eno od priporočil, ki jih je strokovna skupina za vino predala evropskemu komisarju za kmetijstvo. Ta priporočila bodo upoštevana v pogajanjih o novih zakonskih pfredpisih za skupno kmetijsko politiko po letu 2014.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Potrjen je nov režim za testiranje BSE
Države članice EU so v okviru stalnega odbora za prehransko verigo in zdravje živali potrdile nov režim za testiranje BSE. To pomeni, da bodo vse članice EU z izjemo Bolgarije in Romunije lahko od konca marca letos prenehale testirati zdrave živali v klavnicah. Testiranje za rizične živali ostaja nespremenjen.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije  

13. JUGOVZHODNA EVROPA IN SOSEDSKA POLITIKA

· Evropska komisija je Hrvaški odobrila zadnji program za predpristopno pomoč
Evropska komisija je Hrvaški odborila zadnji program za predpristopno pomoč. Prek njega ima na voljo 46,8 milijona evrov za okrepitev administracije, sodnega sistema in zaščito temeljnih pravic.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Predpristopna pomoč EU Makedoniji za izvedbo reform
Evropska komisija je Makedoniji zagotovila 56 milijonov evrov za ključne reforme, ki jih mora izvesti v postopku pristopanja k EU. ta sredstva ima na voljo na podlagi dveletnega programa za predpristopno pomoč. 
Več:
Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Črna gora ima v okviru predpristopne pomoči na voljo 21,3 milijona evrov
Evropska komisija je Črni gori v okviru predpristopne pomoči odobrila 21,3 milijona evrov za izvedbo reform, ki jih mora izvesti v procesu pristopanja k EU. Ta sredstva bodo namenjena tudi za vzpostavljanje povezav med črnogorskimi znanstveniki in znanstveniki v regiji in EU, za razvoj podjetništva, inovacije. 
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· BIH dobi od EU v okviru predpristopne pomoči 84,8 milijona evrov
Evropska komisija je BIH v okviru predpristopne pomoči za reforme, ki jih mora izvesti na poti približevanja k EU odobrila 84,8 milijona evrov pomoči. ta sredstva bodo med drugim na voljo tudi za transportni sektor. 

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Srbija od EU dobi za izvedbo reform 171,6 milijona evrov
Evropska komisija je Srbiji v okviru predpristopne pomoči za reforme, ki jih mora izvesti na poti približevanja k EU, odobrila 171,6 milijona evrov. Del sredstev bo namenjen tudi za izvedbo reform na področju energije in varovanja okolja. Na podlagi drugih finančnih instrumentov ima Srbija na voljo še 19 milijonov evrov za raziskave in izobraževanje in podporo civilni družbi. 

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Kosovo ima za reforme na voljo 65 milijonov evrov evropskih sredstev
Evropska komisija je Kosovu odobrila 65 milijonov evrov za iozvedbo reform, ki jih mora izvesti na poti približevanja EU. ta sredstva bodo namenjena tudi za spodbude za razvoj zasebnega sektorja in krepitev trgovine.

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Pomoč EU za policijsko sodelovanje z državami Vzhodnega partnerstva
Evropska komisija je sprejela nov program za policijsko sodelovanje med EU in državami Vzhodnega partnerstva. V štirih letih bo za usposabljanje in izmenjavo dobrih praks, pa tudi za boj proti čezmejnemu kriminalu na voljo 5 milijonov evrov. 
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije 
· Pomoč Ukrajini na področju reforme energetskega sektorja
Evropska komisija je napovedala nov program za pomoč Ukrajini pri reformi energetskega sektorja in vključitev državljanov v lokalni razvoj. Za implementacijo energetske strategije je na voljo 45 milijonov evrov, za lokalni razvoj pa 23 milijonov evrov.

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
14. NAJAVE DOGODKOV

· Biorefinery for Food, Fuel and Materials 2013
Wageninen, april 07 - 10, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Everything European
Saint-Josse-ten-Noode, april 08 - 09, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· International Gas Value Chain Course
Amsterdam, april 05 - 12, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Insiders' Guide to EU Affairs
Bruselj, april 09 - 12, 2013 
Več informacij tukaj
· Light Rail World Europe 2013
Madrid, april 09 – 10, 2013
Več informacij tukaj 

· European Biomass to Power
Krakow, april 10 -11, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· 1st International Conference on Internet Science
Bruselj, april 10 - 11 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Corporate Governance Compliance Strategies 2013
Berlin, april 11 – 12, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Speed uppp Ukraine
Kijev, april 11 – 12, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· The essence of doing business with China
Bruselj, april 11, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Sustainable Wheat Quality
Gloucestershire, april 11, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Planning for the longterm: creating national renovation strategies

Bruselj, april 17 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· 2nd International Conference for Students IDENTITY
Riga, april 17 - 19, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· 7th European Conference on Sustainable Cities+Towns
Ženeva, april 17 - 19, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Black Sea Grain - 2013
Kijev, april  17 - 18, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· NanoScience and Micro-Nanotechnologies

Bilbao, april 24 - 25, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· Speed uppp POLAND
Varšava, april 24 – 25, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· e-Learning and Software for Education -eLSE
Buakrešta, april 25 - 26, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
· 4th European Conference on Renewable Heating and Cooling
Dublin, april 22 - 23, 2013
Več informacij tukaj
15. ZANIMIVE PUBLIKACIJE

· General Report on the activities of the European Union
· Innovation landscapes: A study on innovation approaches in three selected EU Member States
· Making Europe a safer, healthier and more productive place to work
· Harnessing the power of the sea: The future of ocean energy
· The Involvement of men in gender equality in the European Union
· Innovating for sustainable growth: A bioeconomy for Europe
· Review of current practices for taxation of financial instruments, profits and remuneration of the Financial Sector
· Information & communication: LIFE projects 2011
· PROGRESS annual performance monitoring report 2011: Monitoring of the performance of the European Union programme for employment and social solidarity (PROGRESS 2007–13)
· Streamlining European biodiversity indicator 2020: Building a future on lessons learnt from the SEBI 2010 process
· Local development strategies: LEADER Focus Group (FG) on better local development strategies
· European Court of Auditors Composition : March 2012
· Simplifying and modernising VAT in the digital single market for e-Commerce
· Satisfying labour demand through migration
· Air quality in Europe: 2012 report
· Satisfying labour demand through migration
· Agriculture and enlargement
· The citizen’s effect: 25 features about the Europe for citizens programme
· Finance for Europe's entrepreneurs
· Keeping Europe's cities on the move: EU-funded research to ensure urban mobility
· European research and innovation in materials science and engineering

· The EU citizens' agenda: Europeans have their say
16. PRILOGE
· PRILOGA 1: Learning from small countries? Contemporary Nordic sagas
CEPS/ Brussels
The experience of small countries becomes very important when it is taken around the world as evidence that a certain approach works best. Greece, the Baltic states and Iceland are examples of small countries whose experience is often adduced to argue for or against austerity. 
Paul Krugman, for example, argues that the fact that Latvian GDP is still more than 10% below its pre-crisis peak shows that the “austerity cum wage depression” approach does not work and that, Iceland, which was not subject to Brussels austerity and devalued its currency, seems to be much better off. Others have pointed out that Estonia avoided a financial crisis because it pursued a strict austerity policy in the wake of the crisis and is now growing vigorously again, whereas Greece, which delayed its fiscal adjustment for too long, experienced a deep crisis and is still mired in recession.

Both sides in these disputes, however, usually neglect to mention the key idiosyncratic characteristics and specific starting conditions that sometimes make direct comparisons meaningless. A first key point is that Latvia, like the other Baltic states, had enormous current account deficits when the crisis started. This implies that the pre-crisis level of GDP was simply not sustainable as it required capital inflows in excess of 20% of GDP to finance outsized consumption and construction booms. It was thus unavoidable that GDP would fall by double-digit percentages as soon as the capital inflow stopped. 
The observation that Latvia’s GDP is now still more than 10% below its pre-crisis peak is thus misleading if one does not add that at the peak the country ran a current account deficit of 25% of GDP which could not go on forever.

Any comparison of the Baltics with the Great Depression (or the US today) is thus meaningless. The Baltics simply had to adjust to a sudden stop in external financing, which was not the problem of the US during the 1930s, nor today. A better way to judge post-crisis performance is to look at the output gap, i.e. actual GDP relative to potential. 
According to the European Commission’s estimate, Latvia’s GDP was almost 14% above potential at the peak of the boom, and then fell to 10% below potential when the boom turned to bust. The government increased taxes during the bust to keep revenues roughly constant as a share of GDP, but a sizeable fiscal deficit arose nevertheless since social security expenditure, such as unemployment benefits, soared when the economy collapsed. With the almost V-shaped recovery, this expenditure fell again rapidly reducing the deficit. The recovery could only be partial because the previous level of output was unsustainable, but it was enough to allow the government to balance its books again. Latvia is thus today in a sustainable fiscal position with output close to its potential and growing.

Austerity might have temporarily worsened the slump in Latvia, but it did deliver a sustainable fiscal position without inflicting permanent damage to the economy. By contrast, the GDP of Greece, which was slow to adopt austerity, is still 12% below estimated potential and keeps falling. Does Iceland constitute a counter example to Latvia because its GDP fell much less, although it had similar current account deficits before the crisis? Iceland ran much larger fiscal deficits for a longer period of time and, in contrast to Latvia, let its currency, the krona, devalue massively. The devaluation was much less important than widely assumed. Icelandic exports did indeed perform very well, but they are natural resources (fish and aluminium), demand for which held up well during the global crisis of 2008. This provided an important stabiliser for the domestic economy, which the Baltics did not have. The better performance of the Icelandic economy should thus not be attributed to the devaluation of the Icelandic krona (which did little to foster its exports, given that they are natural resources) – but rather to global warming which pushed the schools of herring further North, into Icelandic waters.

Nor is Iceland a poster child for the thesis that ‘avoiding austerity works’. In small, open economies, higher deficits are, in any event, unlikely to sustain domestic output as most additional expenditure goes towards input. It is thus not surprising that, despite the large devaluation, Iceland still runs a high current account deficit, thus adding to its already large foreign debt.

The consequence of avoiding austerity is a public debt at 100% of GDP in Iceland, compared to only 42% of GDP for Latvia. Part of the difference is of course due to the differences in starting conditions and the cost of bank rescues. But there can be no doubt that by keeping deficits under control, the public finances of Latvia are in much better shape today with public debt no longer a problem. Both countries had rather low debt levels before the crisis.

This is still by and large the case for Latvia, whose debt-to-GDP ratio is less than one-half the EU average. By contrast, the debt level of Iceland has become so large that it is likely to constitute a break on future growth.

Thus, one has to be careful when drawing general lessons from the experience of small countries with sometimes very special characteristics. The one conclusion that appears to hold generally is that avoiding austerity does not allow one to avoid the problem of achieving both fiscal and external sustainability.
· PRILOGA 2: The EU Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF): agreement but at a price
EPC/ Brussels
Following the traditional overnight negotiation marathon, EU leaders finally agreed the next EU Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) for 2014-2020 at the end of last week. After the expected failure to reach agreement last November, this time round most commentators expected a deal, involving further cuts to assuage the net payers, especially Germany and the UK.

In the end, the deal involves an upper limit of commitments of 1.0% of EU GNI (Gross National Income), with payments expected to be 0.95% of EU GNI, equivalent to 908 billion Euros. These are reductions compared to the current MFF of 3.5% and 3.7% respectively, despite the increased responsibilities at EU level, raising the open question of whether all EU policy ambitions can be met through this budget. However, there will be a review after two years (2016) to determine whether this ‘austerity’ budget needs to be adjusted in light of economic circumstances.

Progress of sorts

The two biggest spending blocs, agriculture and cohesion policies, suffered large decreases, while at the same time the funding for ‘growth and jobs’, such as research, infrastructure investment and education, received a significant boost. This follows a long-term trend of a shift away from the more traditional spending areas, although they clearly remain very large – agriculture/natural resources still constitutes 40% of overall spending.

While this shift is to be welcomed, it does represent a reduction in aspiration: the European Commission’s more ambitious spending proposals on research funding and on infrastructure investment, through the Connecting Europe Facility (CEF), were cut back in the negotiations.

Little has happened with regard to the revenue side of the EU budget. Revenue sources remained largely unchanged. From the start of the negotiations, member states were reluctant to move substantially, so a new EU ‘tax’ was always unlikely. The UK rebate was also defended staunchly and, to appease some of the net payers, a number of countries got a lump-sum rebate.

Reacting to the crisis

Some attempts have been made to target parts of the EU budget specifically on the crisis countries, including the creation of a youth employment initiative, with six billion euros. But overall, the budget has to be seen as an opportunity missed. There has been no substantial redirection of expenditure, nor has there been a significant attempt to change what will be done with the money, despite all the attempts to emphasise better spending in the deal.

The demand by the Summit that the new MFF should be fully functioning by January 2014 seems highly optimistic. There is likely to be a time delay in the start of many spending programmes, given the postponement from November – not to mention the ratification and implementation process, which must still follow. Any positive economic effects of the spending  will take a long time to materialise.

Political games

The outcome, predictably, led all countries to claim victory, pointing to a particular aspect of the deal with which they most strongly identified. Of course, this does not guarantee that domestically they will be seen as bringing home the spoils, but even in countries where the response to the deal was muted, such as France, it is unlikely to affect the final agreement. In the UK, whose government had adopted the most hardline pre-summit position on cuts after having been dealt a House of Commons defeat, the papers reacted favourably, making it likely that the agreement will be passed.

The big question mark is what the European Parliament is going to do, given that its consent is necessary – and MEPs will vote in a secret ballot, shielding them from direct pressure by governments. The major parties all indicated that the deal was not good enough to deliver European priorities. There was also significant concern expressed about the gap between allocations and payments, amid remarks that this represents a form of ‘deficit’.

But will the EP really risk paralysing the EU when it comes to the final vote? This seems unlikely. While it might well extract some further concessions – for example, on flexibility or a stronger commitment to the eurozone fiscal capacity – in the end it is likely that the deal will pass.

Innovative?

While much of the spending is still going to be allocated to the traditional blocs, many changes and innovations have also been introduced. These range from “more widespread use” of alternative financial instruments and the greater role of the European Investment Bank (EIB) to climate-action mainstreaming (with at least 20% of the budget earmarked to contribute to this objective), macroeconomic conditionality and increased flexibility. The latter was offered as one of the key bargaining chips for negotiations with the EP, with unspent money potentially being retained at EU level rather than being transferred back to the member states.

Many of the innovations lack clarity and still need to be tested, so it is unclear what impact they will have. But although some seem to be little more than instruments to make political points or to try to address the particular concerns of each negotiating party, others might have longer-term implications. In particular, the potential increased flexibility may alter Commission incentives: in future, prudent spending in areas which are not high priorities might well produce funding which can be directed at high-priority, emerging issues. 

The long term

Now the political drama is largely over, the tendency will be to go back to business as usual. Many will be glad that this issue is off the table, and there is no appetite for any further debates on MFF reforms. 

This is short-sighted: the negotiations on the current MFF (2007-2013) had gone to the wire, prompting the Budget Review which was meant to lead to fundamental reform but failed to deliver in the end. This time round, we even had an abandoned summit and an overdue deal, but there is not even any attempt to aim for fundamental reform ahead of the next negotiations. Maybe leaders are pessimistic about the prospects of reform, but do they really expect the process to be any easier next time?

Changing the negotiation process

In the end, if we want an EU budget capable of addressing European policy priorities, we need to change the way the budget is negotiated. The current negotiation process will always lead to each country arguing over net receipts/expenditure, producing a status quo bias. A reformed structure of the budget, direct political responsibility for expenditure – including linking the budget with the European Commission and Parliament’s mandates – or a genuine own resource with spending and revenue responsibilities at EU level might all change the game. Alas, the reason why neither the negotiations nor the process will change is the same: each country has a veto and countries will not give up control over the process.

The next programming period

The only way forward is to do the best we can with a flawed tool: trying to genuinely achieve better spending outcomes (which will depend on how this general agreement is now translated into actual policies and programmes) and using the innovative changes in the next MFF as effectively as possible.  We should also not forget that the MFF is not the only tool we have available at EU level to produce the outcomes that people care about most, especially in this crisis: growth and jobs. The Single Market continues to be one of the key drivers of EU economies. And, almost unnoticed, the Summit took another step towards negotiations for a comprehensive trade deal with the US and further trade deals with other countries.  Let’s hope that Europe’s leaders prove to be better at delivering these than at reforming the EU budget.

· PRILOGA 3: Is the Euro Crisis Over?
Bruegel/ Brussels
Financial crises tend to start abruptly and end by surprise. Three years ago, the euro crisis began when Greece became a cause for concern among policymakers and a cause for excitement among money managers. Since the end of 2012, a sort of armistice has prevailed. Does that mean that the crisis is over? 

By the usual standards of financial crises, three years is a long time. A year after the collapse of Lehman Brothers in September 2008, confidence in the United States’ financial system had been restored, and recovery had begun. A little more than a year after the 1997 exchange-rate debacle triggered Asian economies’ worst recession in decades, they were thriving again. Has the eurozone, at long last, reached the inflection point? 

Many battles were fought in the last three years – over Greece, Ireland, Spain, and Italy, to name the main ones. The European Union’s financial warriors are exhausted. Hedge funds first made money betting that the crisis would worsen, but then lost money betting on a eurozone breakup. Policymakers first lost credibility by being behind the curve, and then recouped some of it by embracing bold initiatives. Recent data suggest that capital has started returning to southern Europe. 

The current change in market sentiment is also motivated by two significant policy changes. First, European leaders agreed in June 2012 on a major overhaul of the eurozone. By embarking on a banking union, which will transfer to the European level responsibility for bank supervision and, ultimately, resolution and recapitalization, they showed their readiness to address a systemic weakness in the monetary union’s design. 

Second, by launching its new “outright monetary transactions” scheme in September, the European Central Bank took responsibility for preserving the integrity of the eurozone. The OMT program was a serious commitment, and markets interpreted it that way, especially as German Chancellor Angela Merkel backed it, despite opposition from the Bundesbank. Moreover, Merkel visited Athens and silenced the voices in her coalition government who were openly calling for Greece’s exit from the euro. 

Unfortunately, however, there remain three reasons to be concerned about the future. For starters, politics lags behind economics, which in turn lags behind market developments. Sentiment on trading desks in New York or Hong Kong may have improved, but it has deteriorated on the streets of Madrid and Athens. 

Indeed, the economic and social situation in southern Europe is bound to remain grim for several years. As things stand, all southern European countries are facing the prospect of a true lost decade: according to the International Monetary Fund, their per capita GDP will be lower in 2017 than it was in 2007. As long as sustained economic improvement has not materialized, political risk will remain prevalent. 

Political upheaval in any of the southern countries would be sufficient to reignite doubts about the eurozone’s future. Furthermore, French competitiveness, and the gap between its performance and that of Germany, is a growing cause of anxiety. 

The second reason to worry is that there is limited consensus in Europe on what, exactly, is needed to make the monetary union resilient and prosperous again. Banking union is a positive development, but there is no agreement on additional reforms, such as the creation of a common fiscal capacity or a common treasury. 

In particular, northern Europe continues to interpret the crisis as having resulted primarily from a failure to enforce existing rules, especially the EU’s fiscal-stability criteria. Southern Europe is more inclined to view the crisis as having resulted from systemic flaws. Furthermore, northern Europe regards austerity as the mother of all reforms, while southern Europe fears that governments may not have enough political capital to do everything at the same time. 

Finally, the last three years have revealed a clear pattern in the management of crises: Almost no decision results from serene deliberation, with most taken under financial-market pressure in an attempt to avoid the worst. Each time the pressure abates, plans for policy reform are put off – an attitude best captured in Merkel’s famous ultima ratio: action is undertaken only if it is indispensable to the survival of the euro. In other words, Europe displays a strong sense of survival, but not a strong sense of common purpose. 

None of this means that the euro will collapse. The widely held conviction that letting the monetary union break up would amount to collective economic suicide provides a strong motivation to weather storms and overcome obstacles. Moreover, the results achieved so far may well prove sufficient to contain risks in the near future, while plans for a fiscal capacity, common bonds, and the creation of a European treasury are still being sketched. So, in practical terms, the difference between reforms that could be implemented and those that are being or will be implemented is less significant than it seems. 

But, by consciously eschewing discussion about which reforms would make membership in the eurozone less hazardous and more beneficial for all, European leaders are missing an opportunity to signal that the euro is a stepping stone toward a prosperous, resilient, and cohesive union; and they are missing an opportunity to signal that the harsh economic adjustment that continues to dominate the policy agenda for much of the continent is not an end in itself. 

· PRILOGA 4: A New Agenda for EU-Asia Relations
Friends of Europe/ Brussels

Perhaps it was the US “pivot” to Asia, perhaps the Eurozone crisis or possibly a much-belated recognition of the need for stronger Asia-Europe engagement?  Whatever the reason – or mix of reasons - European leaders have been spending some much-needed time and energy on improving their Asian connections.

Leading European officials EU Council President Herman Van Rompuy, European Commission President Jose Manuel Barroso and Catherine Ashton, the EU high representative for foreign and security policy attended key Asian gatherings in 2012.  The EU also signed up to the Treaty of Amity and Cooperation, Southeast Asia’s peace blueprint.

 
The efforts are paying off.  There is heightened awareness of European-Asian economic interdependence; trade and investments are booming despite the Eurozone crisis and the global economic slowdown; after years of watching from the sidelines, the EU is becoming involved in Asia’s security discussions; there is recognition that tackling 21st Century challenges requires more forceful Asia-Europe cooperation.


Following progress in EU-Asia relations made in 2012, the time is ripe to take relations to a higher level.  This requires that both sides switch from a focus on visits, meetings and issuing statements and communiques to a more substantive and meaningful strategy for stronger mutual engagement.

 

The time for photo-opportunities is over.  Official visits - however welcome and needed – must be backed up by a fresh vision for a stronger, more sustainable EU-Asia strategic partnership which  underlines areas where the two regions can work together to meet the challenge of living together in a rapidly changing and very complex world. 

 

The new blueprint need not be long or all-comprehensive. Asia is much too diverse and the challenges it faces are much too complex to lend itself to such an approach. Europe too is changing fast.

In the end, it’s simple: In an inter-dependent, globalised world where no one nation, bloc or region can claim to lead the rest, where security is about more than military spending and where nations’ are connected to each other by a dense web of trade and investments, Europe-Asia cooperation is the only option.


It’s not about whether Europeans have the time, energy or interest in Asia or whether Asians think Europe is still relevant.  It’s about the economy, moving beyond the Eurozone crisis and the challenge of ensuring sustained global growth.  It’s about dealing with climate change, pandemics, humanitarian disasters and poverty.  It’s also about preventing tensions and conflicts which can endanger global peace and security.


Here are a few suggestions for engineering a truly qualitative step forward in EU-Asia relations.
Move from an event-focused relationship to a partnership based on common concerns and tackling shared challenges.  This shift can be made within the Asia Europe Meetings (ASEM), in relations with ASEAN and on a bilateral level.  The agenda set for such meetings is often an endless laundry list of areas of cooperation.  These should be narrowed down to a smaller list of core issues which require joint reflection and action.  This should include (a) new global challenges such as climate change and urbanisation, (b) trade and economic questions, (c) politics and security, (d) regional integration initiatives and (e) people-to-people contacts.    

 

Use the ASEM network of 51 nations and organisations to advance discussions on the list of issues above and foster stronger personal contacts between European and Asian leaders and policymakers.  The fact that the next ASEM summit will be held in Brussels in autumn 2014 under Lisbon rules (ie the EU Council and the European External Action Service will set the agenda rather than an individual European government) provides a welcome opportunity for discussions to focus on EU-wide interests rather than narrower national priorities.

 

Continue to enhance ties with ASEAN (Association of Southeast Asian Nations).  The ambitious plan of action agreed at the EU-ASEAN ministerial meeting in 2013 is a good step forward in relations but needs to be accompanied by three important steps: the organisation of an EU-ASEAN summit, reflection on recognising ASEAN as a key strategic partner and the appointment of a special EU envoy to ASEAN. Such moves will not only give EU-ASEAN relations a stronger foundation but also signal the EU’s recognition of ASEAN’s “centrality” gin ensuring peace and stability in the Asia Pacific and leading regional integration initiatives.

Leverage economic and trade ties to forge an integrated strategy for EU-Asia relations.  Economics has long been the backbone of EU-Asia links and the EU has been pro-active in negotiating free trade agreements and investment treaties with leading Asian nations, including South Korea, Singapore, Vietnam, India and Japan.  Business summits are also often held with many Asian countries, including with ASEAN.  These trade initiatives need to be made part of the EU’s overall Asia strategy.  This is especially important given that Asian nations are involved in an array of regional trade networks, including their own Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) initiative and the US-led Trans Pacific Partnership (TPP). 

Engage in security discussions. As it seeks to gain entry to the East Asia Summit, the EU should make sure that leading European policymakers participate in Asian security fora such as the ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF) but also the informal Shangrila Dialogue held every year in Singapore and ASEAN-linked security discussions.  Although there is no European military presence in Asia, the EU can make constructive contributions to the region’s security discussions in areas such as preventive diplomacy, conflict resolution and disaster management.

  

Move away from confrontational narratives.  EU-Asia relations have been complicated for far too long by a narrative of competition which paints a picture of the EU as reluctant to adapt to a rapidly changing world and uncertain and uneasy Europe in the face of a self-confident and assertive Asia.  The discussion has been useful in focusing Asian and European minds’ on the changing world order and spotlighting the need for stronger Asia-Europe understanding and engagement. But it is time to move on.   Asia-Europe relations in this new era must be based on partnership to deal with complex 21st Century challenges.  Europe in particular needs to change the tone and style of its inter-action with Asia.

 

In addition to seeking a stronger regional influence, the EU should of course continue apace with its diplomatic, trade and economic ties with individual Asian countries.   Stagnant South Asian regional integration in particular needs to be given a new lease of life.  

 

EU policymakers like to say that 2012 was a “pivotal” year for relations with Asia.  One year is not enough, however.  The effort has to be sustained over the long-term.

· PRILOGA 5: We don't need full-scale treaty change to save the euro
Europe’s World/ Brussels

EU leaders are confronted with the dilemma of either opting for political union of some sort or patching up the eurozone with less controversial but temporary solutions. Niels Thygesen, one of the architects of the euro project, argues that there is a middle way When EU governments signed the Maastricht treaty in 1992 they made two bold assumptions as to the functioning of EMU – the new economic and monetary union. The first was that the centralisation of monetary policy that moving to a single currency implied would be feasible even when other economic policies were left as national responsibilities subject only to relatively mild fiscal rules for limiting strongly deviant fiscal behaviour. The second was that the Single Market, an active competition policy and the greater transparency associated with a single currency would keep national cost and price trends broadly parallel, so that major changes in competitiveness and the associated current account imbalances would not arise. 

These assumptions were a priori neither unreasonable, as is often claimed by those who now find the design of EMU “basically flawed” or “premature”, nor were they dictated solely by the consideration that monetary union alone was all that political concerns about national sovereignty would permit. There were solid economic and political arguments for the design. Spill-overs from monetary policies across borders seemed more disturbing than those of other national economic policies. Fiscal policy would become more effective the firmer the exchange rate, so scope had to be left in the system for national fiscal policies while paying attention to the long-term sustainability of national public finances and preventing the EMU from drifting into a coalition of debtors. The main political argument was that national responsibility for fiscal and other economic policies should not be weakened; in the long run that should remain the foundation for convergence, and would act as a brake on antagonisms between creditor and debtor countries. 

These assumptions were gradually undermined over the decade following the euro’s launch in 1999. Some might say that it doesn’t matter whether the original design was flawed or just weakened by naïve assumptions, but it does matter if the original design is judged to deserve another chance once the current crisis has subsided. The EMU framework was fatally weakened by over-ambitious policies to stimulate domestic demand in several member states; these either involved growing public sector deficits or booms in construction financed by very rapid credit expansion. In either case, severe imbalances arose between domestic demand and production. The fiscal rules were neither respected nor monitored by partner countries, and the signs of weakening competitiveness and growing external imbalances were not watched. Financial market participants also failed completely in their monitoring role by pushing convergence of interest rates on sovereign bonds in the EMU very far as late as 2009. Only that year’s sharp downturn and the emergence of a massive and initially under-reported Greek fiscal crisis put an end to the amazingly happy co-existence in the EMU of divergent performances and policies. 

Since early 2010, the EMU governments and the Commission have been engaged in a double-purpose strategy to restore confidence through minimising the future risk of similar failures and helping to resolve the current crisis. Both steps are needed to restore confidence in EMU participants’ ability to manage the system they had created and to assure the survival of the European project. In fact, much has now been achieved to reduce the risk of future crises: an extension of the rules beyond the strong focus on public finances, an earlier start to the annual review of national budgets (the “European Semester”), a more precise formulation of how to approach the norm for the public debt ratio – all incorporated into secondary legislation in 2011 – and the so-called Fiscal Compact, currently in the process of ratification, to anchor the fiscal rule of balanced budgets in national legislation. These longer-term efforts haven’t really received the credit they deserve. Levels of mutual trust have fallen so low that many critics believe no agreement is likely to stick, while others claim that the only key to restoring confidence lies in the second part of the agenda – a determined exit from the current crisis. It’s worth dealing with these two objections in turn. 

Why should rules that were largely unobserved prior to the crisis suddenly work? One reason for optimism is that the rules are now better articulated and can more readily be implemented. A second and more powerful reason is that the evidence on the alternatives to prudent management is so vivid. Whether that alternative is to have to ask for a programme with the European institutions along with the IMF, or to be exposed to major doubts in the financial markets as to the quality of sovereign debt, the perception that a “bail-out” at modest cost by one’s partners would be an option has effectively been dispelled. 

These arguments have in themselves clearly proved insufficient to restore confidence. Unless there is an EMU left to save, robust future rules will not impress anybody. In addressing the challenges of crisis management, the second of their tasks, policymakers have been less convincing than in their first, even though here too they have moved well beyond what could have been anticipated by setting up an institutional framework of safety nets with strict conditionality and by establishing intensive co-operation with the IMF on surveillance. The urgency is much greater than in the design of a future system, and the gap between the time horizon of impatient market participants and the needs of 17 eurozone governments that all have to contend with increasingly sceptical electorates has proved extremely hard to bridge. 

This tension is aggravated by the need to move beyond current treaty provisions for most of the crisis resolution steps under discussion, while better prevention of future crises has proved manageable inside or outside the treaty. In a note preparing the June 2012 European Council, its president Herman van Rompuy wrote of four major steps towards a European Union in banking, fiscal management, competitiveness, and political cohesion and legitimacy. The first two will at very least require a treaty revision, and German Chancellor Angela Merkel has mentioned this coming December’s European Council as the time to launch the Convention needed to prepare these revisions. 

It should boost confidence around Europe that the EU’s largest member state does not shy away from a statement of this kind. But at best it will take several years to agree on new proposals, with the prospects for ratification uncertain in some countries and clearly negative in others and not just the United Kingdom. The likelihood of prolonged political uncertainty will undermine the confidence being generated by the ambitious proposals now emerging. The fact that they are so ambitious must also raise doubts as to the adequacy of the longer-term crisis prevention steps already agreed. 

The situation as it now stands presents European integration with a particularly acute dilemma; should the crisis be used as the opportunity to push ahead towards much deeper political integration and greater transfers of national sovereignty to the European level, or should the original Maastricht design with its near-exclusive national responsibilities for economic policy other than monetary be retained, with the remedies for the crisis presented as exceptional and temporary? This second option would imply a strict time limit for crisis management measures. Ensuring that some of the more radical ideas for reforming EMU governance have only a short life span could facilitate their adoption, and would probably shorten the span of political uncertainty that treaty revisions provoke. The best illustration of this is provided by the two areas that have figured prominently in recent reform debates – banking and financial supervision in a “banking union”, and more joint fiscal responsibilities in a “fiscal union”. They are, of course, the first two priorities on van Rompuy’s list. 

A full-scale banking union would mean creating a European banking supervisor in charge, at very least, of large cross-border institutions, a common resolution framework for failing institutions and a common deposit insurance system. These wide-ranging proposals reflect the way that bank rescues in some countries, most recently in Spain, have not seemed to be handled safely by national authorities, and that European safety nets would have to be involved. Spain’s bail-out was made conditional on supervisory powers being vested in the European Central Bank (ECB), but it remains unclear whether that is going to make supervision more effective, particularly in the short term, and how the ECB will be able to take on supervisory tasks in relation to individual institutions without running into conflicts of interest with its monetary policy role. 

A common deposit insurance system may be desirable in the very long term, but it would inject massive risks into government finances, particularly at a time when some national schemes have been depleted. The co-ordination of such schemes has improved, and could yet be pushed further still. 

The one area where a larger European element may be easiest to justify is establishing common principles of resolution, and engaging national public finances but with a stronger commonality. If it proves impossible to agree on treaty change that would permit European-level decisions in this area, which may well be the case because the UK seems very unlikely to agree to it, the same approach as for the Fiscal Compact with an inter-governmental agreement suggests itself. 

Shifting the ultimate competence for some fiscal policy decisions from the national to the EMU level is going to need significant and therefore controversial treaty changes. The issuing of joint debt – “Eurobonds” – implies a decisive role for the EMU political authorities, so it is logical to link such issues to treaty change. But there are models for bonds of this type that limit their role in time and scope. Some of these focus on short-term debt and the automatic expiry of the provisions between two and four years, while the debt redemption proposal made by Germany’s Council of Economic Experts assigns part of a debtor country’s revenues to a longer term reduction of debt beyond a norm in return for a joint refinancing with its partners. These proposals deal with the accumulated stock of debt, not with responsibility for the flow of new debt, which is explicitly barred in the treaty. That being said, their structure reduces the risk of moral hazard and offers an opportunity to proceed more pragmatically yet still efficiently towards resolving the present crisis without all the lengthy uncertainties that are inevitably linked to full-scale EU treaty revisions. 

· PRILOGA 6: Happy New European Citizens' Year?
EU Observer/ Brussels
The "European Year of the Citizens" in 2013 will put a spotlight on one of the hardest-fought-for EU reforms, the European Citizens' Initiative (ECI).  This new instrument - which says that if 1 million EU citizens from at least seven member states call for a new law, then the European Commission must take notice - lurched into life in Spring last year.  Over the past few months, people filed 23 ECIs with the commission's registry, covering issues such as the environment, health and public morality.

One (the second call for a nuclear-free policy proposal) is still pending, two have been withdrawn (including the Happy Cow initiative on animal welfare) and six have been refused by the commission on legal grounds that they address issues outside its area of competence. But the majority of the ECIs made it to the decisive phase of the whole process - the gathering of signature.  Fourteen are currently up and running, but just a few of them have started a real dialogue between citizens indifferent countries. 

In the six months since the ECI started in April, not one of the 14 campaigns was been able to gather signatures online. The reason? The so called "free" Online Collecting System (OCS) developed and offered by the EU simply did not work and the administrative costs of fixing it were too high for the organisers.  When the OCS did start to work (using "free" servers in Luxembourg) it was held back by a host of bugs which kept many people's names off the registries.  The developments showed that many of the ECI campaigners and EU authorities were badly prepared and badly resourced. 

By mid-December the 16 active ECIs reported total funding of less than €500,000. Just three of these accounted for more than 90 percent of the money pot, while three others had no financial contributions at all. Meanwhile, most of them did not take the trouble to register a draft legal act (for potential submission to the commission) and three of them did not even have a website (!) where potential supporters could learn more. So what to do in 2013 to give the ECI a boost?  Here are three proposals. 

Train the trainers

The ECI imposes an obligation on our public authorities, as they are not only decision-making and implementing bodies but also institutions of public service to all citizens.  This means they have to invest in informing EU citizens about the new principle, in making the procedure user-friendly and in making the support provided accessible to everyone.  They need to be fully and properly trained. But it is not just the authorities who need to improve - other stakeholders such as potential organisers, supporters and observers (in the media and academia) also need more ECI-specific education in order, for example, to better assess the accessibility criteria for initiatives. 

Support the infrastructure

The ECI could be called the very first tool of "super democracy," as it enshrines all the key features of modern 21st century representative rule: it is direct, transnational and has a digital profile.  Having said this, it is obvious that it is not yet a robust, well-known and simple instrument that can be used easily and correctly by EU citizens.  As the 'owner' of the ECI, the EU needs to dramatically step up its efforts, from comprehensive Europe-wide information campaigns about the new right to reimbursement schemes for initiatives which can demonstrate a serious level of support - at least 50,000 signatures, for example. 

Improve understanding

The early days of the ECI have shown that most ECI organisers do not know what they are doing. Civil society - including academia and the media - need to help generate an adequate level of public understanding - a contribution which would offer critical knowledge as to what direct democratic tools can contribute to representative democracy and what it takes to successfully conduct an ECI, including the need for effective fundraising.  As a basic rule, at least one euro per signature is needed to cover the cost of collecting signatures and promoting an initiative. Organisers who intend to gather 1 million statements of support will have to raise at least €1 million. The ECI is here to stay, as is the principle of transnational participative democracy.  What we have seen so far is just teething pains. 
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