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UVODNIK

Dne 11. in 12.junija je v mariborskem hotelu Habakuk potekal 2.letni Forum mednarodne Mreže ekonomije znanja (KEN), katere soorganizator je bila MO Maribor,  partnerji pa Institut Jožef Stefan, turška nacionalna agencija za znanost in tehnologijo, TUBITAK ter Mednarodni center za promocijo podjetništva, ICPE. Združenje opravlja posle sekretariata KEN mreže.
Tema letošnjega Foruma je bila »Razvoj ekonomije znanja skozi partnerstvo«. Udeleženci (108 iz 22 držav) so ocenili, da je bil Forum zelo uspešen in so preko elektronskega glasovanje že določili, da bo tematika naslednjega Foruma iz področja izobraževanja, ki je eno od štirih področij, s katerimi se KEN ukvarja. Ostala tri področja dejavnosti KEN so: R&D, inovacijska dejavnost in podjetništvo. 
Forum je imel kratek plenarni del, nato pa so se udeleženci razdelili v 10 tematskih omizij, ki so pokrivala številna področja, od modelov razvoja, univerzitetnih reform, sodelovanja med gospodarstvom in akademsko sfero, do vloge žensk v upravljanju podjetij, medgeneracijskega dialoga in kohezijske politike. Pred Forumom sta bili 2 delavnici, 11.aprila na IJS v Ljubljani ter 31.maja v Istanbulu v organizaciji TURBO – urada 4 velikih turških zbornic in združenj.
KEN mreža je tudi letos podelila priznanja za izjemne dosežke na omenjenih 4 področjih, ki so jih prejeli: Japonska - za univerzitetno reformo,  TUBITAK za javno financiranje R&D dejavnosti, Danska za inovacijski sistem ter Agencija za mala podjetja ZDA za podporo malemu gospodarstvu, posebej za podporo rizičnemu kapitalu (venture capital). Britanska radiodifuzna in TV družba BBC je prejela priznanje za svoj prispevek  k družbi in ekonomiji znanja na globalni ravni (80.obletnica BBC World). Poleg tega so bila podeljena priznanja za primere dobrih praks: Vojvodinski sklad za evropske adeve za prispevek k multikulturnemu izobraževalnemu sistemu, JV evropski center za podjetniško izobraževanje (CEECEM) za uspešno dejavnost v regiji ter Enota za transfer znanja univerze York iz Kanade za povezovanje univerze z gospodarstvom in lokalnimi organi oblasti v imenovanem mestu.
Kot doslej smo v Združenju za delavnice pripravili strokovna gradiva ter osnutek priporočil, kakor tudi osnutek Resolucije, ki je bila sprejeta kot delovni tekst, ki bo – kot je v okviru KEN že tradicija – deležna finalne dodelave po 10 dneh, v katerih bodo udeleženci se dostavili svoje predloge in komentarje.

Resolucija bo nato v finalizirani obliki predstavljena na posebni razpravi v Evropskem parlamentu, katere gostiteljica je dr.Romana Jordan. 

Kaj bi veljalo posebej izpostaviti med uvodnimi prispevki?  
Presednik kanadskega sveta za znanost, tehnologijo in inovacije in predsednik Mednarodnega svetovalnega odbora KEN mreže, prof.Howard Alper je podal pregled splošnih trendov, dobrih praks in težav v razvijanju ekonomije znanja po svetu. Poudaril je, da si vse več držav in regij uspešno prizadeva vzpostaviti pogoje za uspešen razvoj ekonomije znanja in to prav na vseh 4 zgoraj omenjenih področjih. Pri tem je poudaril, da so v številnih azijskih državah (Japonska, Koreja, Singapur, Tajvan) in v Arabskem svetu (zlasti Maroko in zalivske države), dosegli pomembne premike na področju srednjega in visokega šolstva. Evropa se težko poslavlja od preživelih metod počevanja in oranizacijskih modelov, z izjemo nordijskih držav, posebej Finske in Švedske. Na področju raziskovalne dejavnosti in inovacij so omembe vredni premiki v Turčiji, Indiji, Južni Afriki, Čileju, Braziliji, idr., v podjetništvu pa je viden napredek v vrsti latinoameriških in azijskih držav, začenši s Panamo, Argentino, Brazilijo, Indijo, Indonezijo, Malezijo, idr., medtem ko v Evropi – kljub številnim deklaracijam in programom EU – še vedno nimamo dovolj stimulativnega podjetniškega okolja in še zlasti podpore MSP. To velja tudi za podjetniško izobraževanje, ki ga je premalo tudi po drugih kontinentih.
Glavna slabost prizadevanj za ekonomijo znanja je nezadostna konsistentnost in koordinacija med posameznimi področji politike oz. politik, ki si praviloma postavljajo dobre cilje, vendar so posamezni instrumenti med seboj premalo usklajeni, včasih pa celo protislovni. Poleg tega mnogi politiki še vedno ne razumejo, kako usodno pomembno je dvigniti na znanju zasnovano konkurenčnost ter zato tem prizadevanjem ne namenjajo ustrezno prioriteto. 
Kot primer velja omeniti, kako v Kanadi vlada zagotavlja, da se parlamentarci zavedajo pomena vlaganj v R&D dejavnost. Vsak mesec imajo v parlamentu delovni zajtrk, kjer predstavniki sfere predstavljajo svoje delo in dosežke. Zato ni bilo težav, da je Kanada – ne glede na barvo vlade (pri njih nimajo tradicije koalicijskih vlad) – vztrajno povečevala delež BDP namenjenega R&D dejavnosti in v tem pomembnem kazalcu dosegla prvo mesto med državami skupine G-8. Ko nas je Prof.Alper pred nekaj leti seznanil s to prakso,  smo s tem začeli tudi pri nas, a žal le za kratek čas!? 
Drug izjemno odmeven nastop je imel Prof.R.A.Mashelkar, legenda indijske inovacijske politike in eden od ožjih sodelavcev predsednika vlade R.Singha. Predstavil je, kako in zakaj je Indija postala uspešna ekonomska sila, ki v svetovni konkurenci prodira z lastnim znanjem. Po dolgih letih razvojnega modela, ki je slonel na nadomeščanju uvoza blaga in kopiranju tujega znanja, so pred 20 leti odločneje odprli svoje gospodarstvo, hkrati pa začeli odločneje razvijati lastno znanje, naredili modernejši in konkurenčnejši izobraževalni sistem, kar je posledično spremenilo odliv možganov v kroženje možganov. Številni indijski strokovnjaki so se začeli vračati domov in tudi to je dvignilo gospodarsko rast. Vse to je povezal  s svojim modelom inkluzivnih inovacij, ki vključuje v inovacijski proces vse, ki imajo za to potencial in interes, hkrati pa željo, da bi razvili proizvode, ki odgovarjajo  resničnim potrebam potrošnikov in nimajo za osnovni cilj ustvarjati enormne profite – kot je primer z mnogimi farmacevtskimi proizvodi, z visokimi, monopolnimi cenami, ki so nedosegljive milijonom bolnikov po svetu, ne le v revnih deželah.
Zelo zanimiv je Mashelkarjev model inkluzivnega inovacijskega sistema z oznako »MLM« - More from Less for More, kar pomeni, da inovacija prinaša potrošnikom večjo uporabno vrednost, ob nižjih stroških ter lahko zato računa na veliko več potrošnikov, oz. kupcev. Gre za tržno logiko, ki ni v nasprotju z načeli, ki jih je pred stoletji zapisal oče moderne ekonomske teorije Adam Smith, katerega pa sodobni liberalni ekonomisti dezinterpretirajo in so ga naredili za očeta liberalne ekonomske doktrine (katerih posledice smo v zadnjih letih vsi dobro občutili in bomo še dolgo drago plačevali).
Ugledni brazilski strokovnjak za inovacijsko in R&D politiko iz Sao Paola prof.Hernan Chaimovich je predstavil izjemne rezultate na tem področju v zvezni državi Sao Paolo, ki je ekonomski in raziskovalno-tehnološki center 200-milijonske Brazilije. Eden od pomembnih dejavnikov njihovega uspeha je odločitev vlade te zvezne države, da za R&D dejavnost namenja 2% svojega proračuna.

To se – med drugim odraža tudi v podvojitvi objavljenih člankov v mednarodnih znanstvenih revijah v zadnjih 10 letih. Znanstvena fondacija za R&D dejavnost FAPESP ima že od 1997.posebni program za mala in srednja podjetja, PIPE, ki je doslej finančno podprla že blizu 1.400 projektov, od tega 206 spin-off podjetij, z visoko stopnjo uspešnosti (le 8% jih je propadlo po zaključku financiranega projekta).
Naj povzamemo nekaj glavnih zaključkov Foruma:

· Človeski kapital je ključni dejavnik ekonomije znanja, zato je treba posvetiti izobraževanju in strokovnemu usposabljanju mnogo več pozornosti. Le malo držav se tega zaveda dovolj in te so modernizirale študijske programe in učne metode, tako, da je poudarek na razvijanju analitičnih sposobnostih in samostojnem razmišljanju – ne pa na pasivnem ponavljanju naučenih dejstev in podatkov. To je seveda mogoče le, če je učno osebje ustrezne kvalitete in dobro motivirano za svoje odgovorno delo. Npr. ko so v Kanadi to spoznali, so preko noči dvignili plače profesorjem za 100%! Na Finskem (vodilna v Evropi) študentje ocenjujejo profesorje in če so ocene slabe, in se po opozorilu predstojnika ne popravijo, bodo dotičnemu profesorju odpovedali delovno pogodbo.

· Brez zadostnega javnega in zasebnega financiranja R&D dejavnosti ni pričakovati rezultatov v smislu na znanju zasnovane konkurenčnosti. Evropa resno zaostaja v deležu BDP namenjenim raziskavam, tako za ZDA, kakor za Japonsko. Ta razlika se ne zmanjšuje in to je eden od ključnih razlogov za naraščujočo razliko v produktivnosti. Poleg samega obsega sredstev je pomembna tudi kvaliteta, oz. ustreznost mehanizmov financiranja, ki so v Evropi premalo povezani z rezultati, saj gre praviloma za kvazi-proračunsko financiranje institucij, namesto pravega projektnega financiranja. Posledično je v Evropi tudi manj uspešnih oblik kombiniranega javno-zasebnega financiranja raziskav. 
· Sodelovanje med gospodarstvom in akademsko sfero je bogato v najbolj razvitih  državah, drugod pa do pravega, dolgoročnega partnerstva ne prihaja – razlog naj bi bil v različni filozofiji (tk.zv. kulturni prepad med dvema sferama). V modernem svetu je to lahko kvečemu izgovor, kajti sodobni znanstvenik se dobro zaveda, da mora spremljati, kaj potrebuje »praksa« ter rezultate svojih  raziskav preverjati v praksi, sicer bo ostal izoliran v svojem »slonokoščenem stolpu«. Po drugi strani pa podjetnik lahko zagotavlja stalno konkurenčnost svojega podjetja samo pod pogojem, da z lastnim raziskovanjem ter preko sodelovanja z akademsko sfero nenehno išče nove rešitve in nove proizvode, sicer kmalu na trgu ne bo ničesar prodal. Seveda pa ostaja odgovornost regionalnih in državnih organov, da ustvarjajo pogoje, ki bodo tovrstno partnerstvo vzpodbujali in podpirali.
· Inovacijska politika je izjemno kompleksna in sega na mnoga področja – danes veliko bolj kot nekdaj, saj imamo bistveno spremenjen inovacijski proces. Poleg tehničnih inovacij se vse bolj zavedamo procesnih inovacij in inovacij na področju storitvenih dejavnosti. Poudarjeno je bilo, da v odprtem inovacijskem sistemu sodeluje mnogo ljudi – ne le raziskovalci in izumitelji. V ta namen pa je treba razviti ustrezno podporno okolje, ki mora biti učinkovito in hkrati dovolj enostavno. To so uspeli narediti npr.na Danskem, ki zato tudi beleži izjemne rezultate.

· Čeprav se na podjetništvo danes po svetu gleda bistveno drugače, kot pred leti, pa je še vedno v večini držav premalo podjetniškega izobraževanja (od mladih let), podpora novim in malim podjetjem je še marsikje nezadostna, v Evropi pa še vedno ne znamo vzpodbujati pripraljenost ljudi na prevzemanje rizika. 
Poleg Foruma, so imeli člani KEN mreže še svojo redno letno skupščino, zasedal pa je tudi Mednarodni svetovalni odbor mreže. Glavni sklepi in priporočila obeh sestankov so bili naslednji:

· Cilji Mreže, programske kategorije in oblike delovanja so dobro opredeljene, vključiti pa je treba elemente inkluzivnega inovacijskega procesa in prispevka ekonomije znanja k trajnostnemu razvoju;

· mreža naj se intenzivneje globalizira (trenutno so med 58 člani samo 4 izven Evrope) in temu primerno je treba iskati partnerje in izbirati lokacije za pomembnejše dogodke;

· pri širjenju članstva Mreže naj bo poudarek na kvaliteti, spoštovati je treba regionalno in Quadraple Helix strukturo;
· razvijati je treba mreženje s sorodnimi mrežami in združenji;

· resolucija Foruma-2012 in priporočila naj bodo čim širše distribuirana in v tem smislu je zelo dobrodošla razprava 26.junija v Evropskem parlamentu;

· v Mednarodni svetovalni odbor je treba vključiti dodatne predstavnike, s poudarkom na ženskah in mladih.
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1. AKTUALNE NOVICE

· Priporočila Evropske komisije
Slovenija je na podlagi ocene nacionalnega programa reform in proračunskega programa od Evropske komisije dobila sedem priporočil. Komisija je ponovila vsa priporočila od lani in dodala še enega novega. Ponovila je priporočilo, da je treba zagotoviti dolgoročno stabilnost pokojninskega sistema, zagotoviti dovolj kapitala za okrepitev bank, izvesti je treba ukrepe za odpravo neskladij na trgu dela, sprejeti je treba dodatne ukrepe za odprtje trga strokovnih storitev in v posvetovanju s socialnimi partnerji in v skladu z nacionalno prakso za socialni dialog je treba zagotoviti takšno rast plač vključno z minimalno plačo, ki bo podpirala konkurenčnost in odpiranje novih delovnih mest. Slovenija je med 12 članicami EU, za katere je evropska komisija februarja ocenila, da potrebujejo zaradi groženj, da utegnejo zaradi gospodarskih neravnovesij zaiti v težave, dodatno analizo, ali so zanje potrebni dodatni ukrepi. Na podlagi te analize Slovenija ni dobila dodatnih priporočil. Je pa Komisija med drugim izpostavila, da je treba pozorno spremljati razdolževanje podjetij, stabilnost bank in neugoden razvoj v zunanji konkurenčnosti. Kombinacija rasti trgovinskega primanjkljaja in neučinkovitega zadolževanja ni ustrezen razvojni model za prihodnost. V priporočilih za območje evra, Komisija izpostavlja predvsem problem brezposelnosti mladih.

Več:

Spletna stran z dokumenti za Slovenijo
in

Priporočila in predlogi za območje evra
· Poročilo Evropske komisije za zagon gospodarske rasti
Evropska komisija je sprejela usmeritev za boljše delovanje pravil enotnega trga v praksi in predložila ukrepe za boljše delovanje storitvenega sektorja, kar je po njeni oceni zlasti pomembno, saj direktiva o storitvah predstavlja več kot 45 odstotkov BDP Evropske unije. Na podlagi ocene napredka držav članic pri izvajanju direktive o storitvah je bila opravljena ekonomska analiza, ki je pokazala, da bo izvajanje direktive v naslednjih petih do desetih letih ustvarilo dodatnega 0,8 odstotka BDP EU. Ta delež pa bi bilo mogoče povečati na 2,6 odstotka, če bodo države članice bolj odpirale trg storitev, ki ga ureja direktiva. V poročilu o boljšem upravljanju enotnega trga Komisija navaja, da se je treba osredotočiti na sektorje z največjim potencialom rasti. V letih 2012–2013 sta to sektorja storitev in mrežnih dejavnosti. Komisija predlaga boljše izkoriščanje orodij informacijske tehnologije za krepitev moči državljanov in podjetij. Države članice zato poziva, naj izboljšajo orodja za reševanje problemov in vzpostavijo središča enotnega trga za lažje spremljanje delovanja njegovih pravil. V poročilu o izvajanju direktive o storitvah Komisija države članice poziva, naj odpravijo diskriminatorne predpise, ki se še vedno uporabljajo na področju storitev. To so recimo diskriminiranje na podlagi nacionalnosti ali države prebivališča, zahteve, da ponudniki storitev opravijo preverjanje gospodarskih potreb. Opozorila je, da bo proti državam članicam zaradi kršitev direktive o storitvah začela postopke. Poleg tega Komisija namerava sodelovati z državami članicami za doseganje čim večjih gospodarskih koristi direktive o storitvah, na primer z uvedbo korenitih strukturnih reform na področjih, ki jih prej niso spreminjale. Posebno pozornost bi bilo treba nameniti ključnim sektorjem, kot so poslovne storitve, gradbeništvo, turizem in prodaja na drobno, saj predstavljajo skoraj 30 odstotkov BDP v EU.

Več:

Poročilo o boljšem upravljanju enotnega trga
in

Poročilo o izvajanju direktive o storitvah
· Poročilo o vplivu staranja prebivalstva na gospodarstvo in javne finance
V EU bo leta 2060 živelo malo več ljudi kot danes, a kar 30 odstotkov jih bo starejših od 65 let, v poročilu o vplivih staranja prebivalstva na gospodarstvo in javne finance navaja Evropska komisija. Medtem ko zdaj za enega upokojenca delajo štirje zaposleni, bosta leta 2060 za enega upokojenca delala le dva zaposlena. Slovenijo je Komisija spet omenila med državami članicami, kjer se bodo izdatki za pokojnine najbolj povečali, če ne bo izvedla ustrezne pokojninske reforme.
Več:

Poročilo Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran z dokumenti
· Poslanci predlagajo poostritev predpisov za odpravo razlik med plačami moških in žensk  
Evropski parlament je z zakonodajno pobudo pozval Evropsko komisijo, naj izboljša zakonodajo za zmanjšanje plačne vrzeli med spoloma , vključno s sankcijami za delodajalce, če bo treba. Razlika v plačilu med moškimi in ženskami v EU namreč še vedno znaša povprečno 16,4 odstotka.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Javno posvetovanje o predlogu smernic za gradnjo širokopasovnih omrežij
Predlog smernic za državne pomoči za gradnjo širokopasovnih omrežij se je Evropska komisija odločila preveriti z javnim posvetovanjem, ki je odprto do 1. septembra. V svojem predlogu Komisija predstavlja uporabo pravil državne pomoči, uporabo načela zasebnega vlagatelja pod tržnimi pogoji na področju širokopasovnih omrežij. Če v projektu sodelujejo zasebni vlagatelji, je osnovni pogoj, da prevzamejo poslovno tveganje, povezano z naložbo, pod enakimi pogoji kot javni vlagatelj. To velja tudi za druge oblike državne pomoči, kot so ugodna posojila ali jamstva. Predlog smernic vsebuje tudi razlago in pogoje za državno pomoč za postavitev širokopasovnega omrežja kot storitev splošnega gospodarskega pomena na podlagi sodbe sodišča EU v primeru Altmark.
Več:

Predlog smernic
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
2. KRATKE NOVICE

· Nova pravila za čezmejne elektronske transakcije
Evropska komisija je predlagala nova pravila za čezmejne elektronske transakcije v Evropi. Predlagana uredba bo posameznikom in podjetjem po njeni oceni omogočila, da bodo lahko za dostop do javnih storitev v drugih državah članicah EU, ki imajo sisteme elektronske identifikacije, uporabili lastne nacionalne sisteme e-identifikacije. Ustvarja tudi notranji trg za čezmejne e-podpise in povezane varne spletne storitve ter zagotavlja, da bodo te storitve delovale prek meja in imele enak pravni status kot tradicionalni postopki, ki temeljijo na papirju.

Več: 

Predlog uredbe
in 

Spletna stran z dokumenti
· Portal z enotno vstopno točko za hiter dostop do informacij
Evropska komisija je odprla nov spletni portal, ki državljanom omogoča, da bodo do informacij o postopkih odločanja Evropske komisije dostopali lažje. Portal omogoča neposreden dostop do informacij o zakonodaji, o strokovnih skupinah in svetovalnih odborih, o posvetovanjih, o zastopanju interesov in lobiranju, o dostopu do dokumentov, o prejemnikih sredstev EU.

Več:

Spletna stran portala
· Zaključki Sveta EU o DDV
Svet EU v zaključkih, ki jih je sprejel po razpravi o prihodnosti DDV, med drugim podpira predlog, da mora v EU biti sistem DDV bolj enostaven, bolj učinkovit, nevtralen in odporen proti goljufijam.  

Več:
Zaključki Sveta EU
· Države članice naj izvajajo svoje nacionalne načrte za integracijo Romov
Evropska komisija je države članice EU pozvala, naj izvajajo nacionalne strategije za izboljšanje ekonomske in socialne vključenosti deset do dvanajst milijonov evropskih Romov. Komisija ugotavlja, da so si države članice prizadevale razviti celovit pristop za vključevanje Romov, vendar poudarja tudi, da je treba še veliko storiti pri zagotavljanju zadostnih sredstev za ta cilj, vzpostavljanju mehanizmov spremljanja ter boju proti diskriminaciji in segregaciji.
Več:

Poročilo
in

Spletna stran o Romih
· Podatki o davkih v EU
Evropski statistični urad Eurostat je objavil podatke o davkih v EU. V publikaciji predstavlja stopnje DV v državah članicah, podatke o obdavčitvi podjetij, deležih pobranih davkov v BDP, o davkih na osebne prejemke, podatke o obdavčitvi premoženja. 
Več:

Publikacija
3. NOVA ZAKONODAJA

· Sprejeta je uredba o znižanju cen za mobilno gostovanje
Svet EU je sprejel uredbo o znižanju cen za uporabnike mobilnih telefonov in za prenos podatkov prek spleta v tujini, to je v času gostovanja v tujih omrežjih (roaming). V veljavo bo stopila julija in bo veljala do konca junija 2022. Evropska komisija bo konec junija 2016 objavila analizo o učinkih izvajanja nove uredbe.  

Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
· Nova direktiva o elektronskih in električnih odpadkih
Svet EU je sprejel novo direktivo o elektronskih in električnih odpadkov, ki naj bi prek vzpostavitve odgovornosti za te odpadke spodbudila proizvajalce, da bodo oblikovali in izdelovali naprave, ki se jih bo v večji meri kot zdaj izplačalo popravljati, jih bo mogoče nadgrajevati in podobno.  
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU 
· Seznam zdravstvenih trditev za živila

Evropska komisija je objavila seznam 222 zdravstvenih trditev, ki jih je dovoljeno uporabljati za živila. Seznam, ki temelji na zanesljivih znanstvenih ugotovitvah, se bo uporabljal po vsej EU in bo pripomogel, da bodo zavajajoče trditve pred koncem leta umaknjene s trga, pojasnjujejo na Komisiji. Proizvajalci živil imajo za prilagoditev svojih praks novim zahtevam na voljo šest mesecev.
Več:

Spletna stran s seznamom odobrenih trditev 

4. GOSPODARSKE NOVICE

· Javno posvetovanje o izzivih morskega in obalnega turizma 
Evropska komisija do 9. julija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira predloge in mnenja o izzivih in priložnostih morskega in obalnega turizma. Med drugim jo zanima, kaj bi bilo treba narediti, da bi bila ta vrsta turizma bolj konkurenčna, kako se lotiti okoljskih vplivov, kako vključiti družbeno-kulturne vidike.
Več:

Dokument, ki je v javnem posvetovanju
in

Vprašalnik
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja 

· Pravila za državne pomoči podjetjem zaradi podražitve električne energije
V skladu s pravili, ki jih je objavila Evropska komisija, bodo proizvajalci jekla, aluminija, bakra, umetnih gnojil, papirja, kemikalij in določenih vrst plastike lahko dobili državno pomoč, če se jim bo cena električne energije podražila zaradi uporabe nove sheme za trgovanje z izpusti toplogrednih plinov z letom 2013. Evropska komisija je to pomoč predvidela za podjetja, ki jim grozi, da jih bodo lastniki zaradi previsokih stroškov sicer preselili iz EU.
Več:

Pravila
· Javno posvetovanje o industrijski politiki EU
Evropska komisija bo do 7. avgusta prek javnega posvetovanja zbirala mnenja in predloge o prihodnji industrijski politiki EU. Od sodelujočih pričakuje odgovore na štiri glavna vprašanja: katere so glavne prednostne naloge za današnjo industrijsko politiko EU, kako lahko podjetja in poslovni sektor sam odgovori na izzive, kaj lahko naredi politika na ravni držav članic, na ravni regij in na lokalni ravni, pa kaj lahko politika naredi na ravni EU.
Več:

Vprašalnik
in

Spletna stran o industrijski politiki EU
· Panevropske poti za kulturni turizem
Evropska komisija je objavila zemljevid poti za kulturni turizem, ki povezujejo različne države in regije s podrobno kulturno dediščino. Namen tega projekta je spodbuditi zavedanje, da mora biti tudi turizem okolju prijazen, pa tudi, da je treba v turizem vključiti srednja in majhna podjetja.

Več:

Spletna stran o kulturnem turizmu
· Priporočila za pomoč avtomobilski industriji
Evropska komisija je objavila priporočila za pomoč avtomobilski industriji kot odziv na sedanje gospodarske razmere. Predlaga jim financiranje EU za raziskave, zlasti za nove tehnologije, znižanje stroškov s pametnimi predpisi in podpore za internacionalizacijo industrije.

Več:

Priporočila 

· Svet EU je dosegel dogovor o ključnih elementih novega programa za podjetja COSME
V okviru dogovora o ključnih elementih prihodnjega programa za konkurenčna podjetja in srednja in majhna podjetja COSME za obdobje od leta 2014 do 2020 Svet EU izpostavlja namero po poenostavitvi postopkov in zmanjšanju administrativnih ovir. Nekatere delegacije so izpostavile vlogo sektorja turizma, nekatere so se zavzele za okrepitev mreže Enterprise Europe Network.
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
5. FINANČNE STORITVE

· Predlog ukrepov za reševanje bank v prihodnosti
Evropska komisija je Svetu EU, ki med evropskimi institucijami predstavlja države članice, in Evropskemu parlamentu poslala v obravnavo in sprejem predlog pravil za reševanje bank v prihodnosti. Osnova teh pravil je, da bank ne bodo več reševali davkoplačevalci, ampak bodo banke plačevale za banke.
Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran z dokumenti
· Prvi tehnični standardi za bonitetne agencije
Evropska komisija je v uradnem listu EU objavila prve tehnične standarde za bonitetne agencije. V njih je med drugim navedeno, katere podatke mora bonitetna agencija poslati regulatorju, ko se hoče registrirati, katere informacije mora posredovati, da je mogoče primerjati bonitetne ocene.   
Več:

Standardi
· Od bank je treba zahtevati, da povečajo kapital
Poslanci odbora za ekonomsko in monetarno politiko v Evropskem parlamentu menijo, da je treba od bank zahtevati povečanje kapitala, da bodo bolj odporne zoper krize, pa tudi, da bodo lažje kreditirale majhna in srednja podjetja.  

Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
6. REGIONALNA POLITIKA

· Razprava o bolj učinkoviti porabi denarja iz strukturnih skladov
Poslanci odbora za regionalno politiko so v razpravi z evropskim komisarjem za regionalno politiko Johannesom Hahnom predvsem izpostavljali, da je v tem času pri porabi denarja za regionalni razvoj posebej pomembno najti ustrezno kombinacijo med učinkovitostjo in prožnostjo. 
Več:
Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Odprt je natečaj za nagrado za najbolj invalidom prijazna mesta
Evropska komisija je odprla letošnji natečaj za nagrado Access City, ki je namenjena mestom, ki so najbolj prijazna za invalide in ljudi z omejitvami gibanja. Prvo to nagrado je dobilo špansko mesto Avila, kjer so zagotovili, da so vse javne stavbe in turistične znamenitosti dostopne za invalide. Lani jo je dobilo avstrijsko mesto Salzburg za bistveno izboljšanje dostopnosti za invalide. Na natečaj se do 5. septembra lahko prijavijo mesta z več kot 50 tisoč prebivalci. 
Več:
Sporočilo z navodili za prijavo
7. TRANSPORT IN ENERGETIKA

· Smernice Evropske komisije za oblikovanje cestnin
Evropska komisija je objavila smernice, v katerih države članice opozarja, da zakonodaja EU ne dovoljuje cestnin, ki so diskriminatorne do tujih voznikov. Komisija kot prednosten podpira sistem zaračunavanja cestnin glede na prevoženo razdaljo, ker je sam po sebi pravičnejši in bolj učinkovit pri pošiljanju cenovnih signalov kot časovno omejen sistem z vinjetami v obliki nalepk. Če sistemi vinjet niso skrbno zasnovani, lahko povzročijo nezaželene težave tujim voznikom, ki le prečkajo državo, opozarja Komisija.
Več:

Poročilo Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran Evropske komisije o cestninjenju
· Poročilo o izvajanju direktive o opremljanju tovornih vozil z ogledali 
Evropska komisija v poročilu o izvajanju direktive o naknadnem opremljanju težkih tovornih vozil z ogledali ugotavlja, da se je število prometnih nesreč, v katere so bila vpletena težka tovorna vozila, motoristi, kolesarji in pešci, po namestitvi ogledal zmanjšalo. A Komisija tudi opozarja, da ne gre pozabiti na usposabljanje in opozarjanje udeležencev v prometu na nevarnost mrtvih kotov.

Več:

Poročilo
in

Spletna stran z dokumenti
· Poročilo in pozivi Evropske komisije o obnovljivih virih energije
Evropska komisija državam članicam sporoča, da bo cilj za povečanje deleža obnovljivih virov energije na 20 odstotkov do leta 2020 na ravni EU mogoče doseči le na stroškovno učinkovit način, če se vse trenutno veljavne politike izvajajo v vseh državah članicah in poenotiti je treba sheme za podporo investitorjem. Ker so tovrstne investicije dolgoročne, investitorji pravočasno potrebujejo informacije o zakonskem okviru, zato Komisija meni, da je že zdaj treba začeti razpravo o prihodnosti in pripravo trdnega okvira za obdobje po letu 2020. 
Več:

Poročilo Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran o obnovljivih virih energije
· Delni dogovor o instrumentu Povežimo Evropo
Svet EU je dosegel delni dogovor o novem instrumentu za gradnjo evropskih transportnih, energetskih in telekomunikacijskih omrežij Povežimo Evropo (Connecting Europe Facility), ker ne vsebuje finančnega dela. Dogovorjeni so pogoji, metode in postopki za sofinanciranje izbranih projektov iz proračuna EU, strategije, prednostne smeri in ukrepi za izvajanje pa so določeni v smernicah za vsak sektor posebej. 
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU 
8. EKOLOGIJA IN TRAJNOSTNI RAZVOJ

· Partnerstvo za vode z namenom spodbujanje inovacij
Evropska komisija je predlagala vzpostavitev partnerstva za vode, katerega namen je spodbujanje inovacij, saj naj bi se prek njega lahko povezala vodna podjetja, majhna in srednja podjetja, raziskovalne organizacije, lokalne vlade, podjetja, ki so porabniki vode, pa finančni sektor.  Evropska komisija je predlog poslala v obravnavo in sprejem državam članicam oziroma Svetu EU in Evropskemu parlamentu. Predvideno je, da bi partnerstvo za vodo začelo delovati v letu 2013.
Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran Evropske komisije o partnerstvu za vode
· Lani so se izpusti toplogrednih plinov zmanjšali za 2 odstotka
Evropska komisija na podlagi podatkov iz registrov držav članic ugotavlja, da so se izpusti toplogrednih plinov iz podjetij, ki sodelujejo v sistemu EU za trgovanje z emisijami (EU ETS), lani zmanjšali za več kot 2 odstotka. V okviru sistema EU ETS morajo podjetja za vsako leto v registre držav članic posredovati podatke o potrjenih izpustih. EU ETS vključuje več kot 12 000 elektrarn in proizvodnih podjetij.

Več:

Spletna stran o EU ETS
· Dobitniki nagrad za okolje in trajnostni razvoj
Evropska komisija je razdelila letošnje nagrade za okolje in trajnostni razvoj. Britanska družba Marks and Spencer je dobila nagrado za management, prav tako britanska družba Aquamarine Power je bila nagrajena za izdelek, belgijska družba Umicore za postopek, nemška družba INENSUS za mednarodno sodelovanje. Slovaška družba Slovenske elektrarne je dobitnica nagrade v kategoriji gospodarstvo in ohranjanje biotske raznovrstnosti.

Več:

Brošura z nagrajenci
· Nov pristop k ocenjevanju strupenih mešanic kemikalij
Evropska komisija je sporočila, da se zavezuje, da bo ustrezno obravnavala in ocenila možna tveganja pri mešanicah kemikalij. V skladu z novim pristopom bo določila prednostne mešanice, ki jih je treba oceniti. Poskrbela bo, da bodo različne veje evropske zakonodaje zagotavljale stalne ocene tveganj pri teh prednostnih mešanicah, in zapolnila vrzeli v potrebnem znanju za ocenjevanje mešanic. Kemikalije so v majhnih količinah prisotne v hrani in pijači, zdravilih, zraku, kozmetičnih in toaletnih izdelkih, oblačilih, pohištvu, igračah in vsem, s čimer smo v stiku. Mešanicam kemikalij smo izpostavljeni že od malih nog, prav tako pa so različnim snovem izpostavljene tudi živali in rastline, navaja Evropska komisija.

Več:

Predlogi za ocenjevanje mešanic
in

Poročilo o trenutnem stanju na področju mešanic kemikalij
· Platforma za učinkovito rabo virov
Ustanovljena je evropska platforma za učinkovito rabo virov, ki bo zagotavljala smernice in nasvete na visoki ravni glede ukrepov politik za trajnostnejšo usmeritev evropskega gospodarstva. Glavna naloga platforme bo opredeliti, kako doseči mejnike in cilje iz časovnega okvira za Evropo gospodarno z viri, vključno s končnim ciljem ločevanja rabe virov in njenih učinkov od gospodarske rasti. Med 34 člani platforme je pet evropskih komisarjev, štirje evropski poslanci, devet vodij podjetij iz različnih sektorjev, štirje ministri za okolje ter predstavniki mednarodnih organizacij in institucij, civilne družbe in akademskega sveta. Namen platforme je združiti znanje in izkušnje članov pri zagotavljanju uporabnih smernic za Evropsko komisijo, države članice in tržne akterje. Evropski parlament pa je v resoluciji pozval k boljšemu izkoriščanju virov v EU.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
in

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Zaključki Sveta EU o okviru za sedmi program za okolje
Svet EU v zaključkih o sedmem okvirnem programu za okolje med drugim navaja, da bi moral ta program vsebovati ključne elemente prihodnje okoljske politike EU in jih povezati s strategijo Evropa 2020, pa tudi s strategijo o trajnostnem razvoju. 
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
9. VARSTVO POTROŠNIKOV

· Evropska agenda za potrošnike
Evropska komisija je sprejela Evropsko agendo za potrošnike, strateško vizijo za potrošniško politiko EU v prihodnjih letih, s katero želi čim bolj povečati udeležbo potrošnikov na trgu in njihovo zaupanje vanj. Štirje glavni cilji agende so krepitev varstva potrošnikov, boljša informiranost, lažje uveljavljanje in zagotavljanje pravnega varstva ter prilagoditev potrošniških pravic in politik družbenim in gospodarskim spremembam. Predvideva tudi več ukrepov do leta 2014. Agenda vključuje pet sektorjev, ki so za potrošnike najbolj pomembni. To so živilski, energetski, finančni, prometni in digitalni.

Več:

Agenda za potrošnike
in

Poročilo o politiki varstva potrošnikov 

· Kje v EU so razmere za potrošnike najboljše
Evropska komisija je objavila pregled stanja potrošniških trgov v EU, v katerem ocenjuje zaupanje potrošnikov v organe oblasti, prodajalce na drobno in potrošniške organizacije, varnost proizvodov ter učinkovitost reševanja sporov in pritožb. Na podlagi teh kazalnikov imajo potrošniki najboljše pogoje v Luksemburgu, Veliki Britaniji, na Danskem, v Avstriji, na Irskem, Finskem, Nizozemskem, v Belgiji, Nemčiji, Franciji in na Švedskem (države članice nad povprečjem EU).
Več:

Poročilo
in

Spletna stran o varstvu potrošnikov
· Potrošniški centri so lani pomagali več kot 70 tisoč potrošnikom
Mreža evropskih potrošniških centrov (European Consumer Centres' Network - ECC-Net) je lani zagotovila brezplačno pomoč in nasvete več kot 70 tisoč potrošnikom, je objavila Evropska komisija. Večina primerov se je nanašala na področje transporta, med njimi večina na letalski promet. Prek mreže ECC-Net potrošniki lahko dobijo tudi nasvete in informacije o pravicah pri nakupih v drugih državah članicah. 
Več:

Spletna stran ECC-Net
· Splošni dogovor o direktivi o alternativnem reševanju sporov za potrošnike
Svet EU je sprejel splošni dogovor o predlogu direktive o alternativnem reševanju sporov za potrošnike in predlogu uredbe o reševanju sporov prek spleta. Predlog med drugim predvideva uvedbo shem za alternativno reševanje sporov tam, kjer jih danes še ni, obstoječe sheme pa bodo vključene v nov pravni okvir.

Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
· RAPEX
Hitri sistem obveščanja EU o nevarnih proizvodih, ki krožijo na evropskem trgu. Posodobitve za maj-junij:
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=445 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=444
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=443  

http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=442  
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=441     

10. RR IN INOVACIJE

· Zaključki Sveta EU o partnerstvih za inovacije
V zaključkih o evropskih partnerstvih za inovacije Svet EU med drugim opozarja, da morajo ta temeljiti na skupnih principih, zajemati morajo celotno verigo, kar pomeni, da morajo povezati raziskave oziroma inovacije s trgom, zagotavljati morajo dodano vrednost. Svet je pozdravil napoved Evropske komisije, da bo letos in prihodnje leto pripravila oceno partnerstev za inovacije, ki se kot pilotni projekti že izvajajo, pa tudi tisti, ki so bila predlagana. 

Več:

Sporočilo z zaključki 
· Svet EU je dosegel delni dogovor o programu Obzorje 2020
Svet EU v delnem dogovoru o predlogu programa Obzorje 2020, ki bo podlaga za financiranje raziskav in razvoja in inovacij iz proračuna EU v obdobju od leta 2014 do 2020, izpostavlja poenostavitev postopkov, možnost širitve možnosti za sodelovanje raziskovalcev, povečanje sodelovanja srednjih in majhnih podjetij, financiranje prek javno-zasebnih partnerstev. 
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
11. KULTURA IN IZOBRAŽEVANJE
· Nova pobuda o prispevku kulture k odpiranju delovnih mest in zagonu okrevanja gospodarstva
Evropska komisija je objavila novo pobudo, v kateri predstavlja priložnosti in možnosti kulture pri odpiranju novih delovnih mest in zagonu okrevanja gospodarstva. Na področju kulture in kreativnih dejavnosti je namreč zdaj zaposlenih 8,5 milijona ljudi, ustvarijo pa 4,5 odstotka BDP v EU. 

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Države članice EU morajo narediti več, da bodo dosegle cilje iz strategije Evropa 2020
Evropska komisija države članice EU opozarja, da morajo narediti več, da bodo na področju izobraževanja uresničile cilje iz razvojne strategije Evropa 2020. Osredotočiti se morajo na reforme in okrepiti prizadevanja za izvajanje celovitih strategij za zmanjševanje osipa. Spodbujati morajo dostop do visokošolskega izobraževanja in izboljšati njegovo kakovost. Čeprav najnovejše številke kažejo napredek pri doseganju obeh ciljev, Evropsko komisijo skrbi, da to ni posledica reform z dolgoročnim učinkom, ampak stranski učinek visoke brezposelnosti mladih, zaradi katere mnogi dlje časa ostanejo v sistemu izobraževanja in usposabljanja. Drug pomislek Komisije je, da nacionalni cilji držav članic ne zadostujejo za dosego skupnega cilja EU.

Več:

Priporočila Evropske komisije državam članicam
in

Priporočila za Slovenijo
· Razprava o prenovi direktive o poklicnih kvalifikacijah
Svet EU je opravil razpravo o prenovi direktive o poklicnih kvalifikacijah. Ministri so se osredotočili na dve glavni temi, ki sta uvedba evropske poklicne karte in predlog, da bi vzpostavili sistem, ki bi omogočal vzajemno ocenjevanje, pa tudi morda poenostavitev nacionalnih predpisov za regulirane poklice.  
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
· Znani so letošnji dobitniki nagrade Europa Nostra
Evropska komisija se razglasila dobitnike letošnje nagrade za kulturno dediščino Europa Nostra. Prvič so enega od nagrajencev pred spletnega glasovanja lahko izbrali državljani. Največ glasov so dobile utrdbe v španski Pamploni. Člani strokovne žirije so izbrali šest dobitnikov, med katerimi ni nikogar iz Slovenije. 
Več:

Spletna stran Europa Nostra
12. KMETIJSTVO

· Poročilo o konkurenci v prehrambenem sektorju
Evropska mreža za konkurenco je objavila poročilo, ki kaže, da je dejavna vloga pri uveljavljanju konkurenčnega prava v prehrambenem sektorju po vsej Evropi, zlasti na ravni obdelave in predelave, v prid kmetom, dobaviteljem in potrošnikom. Evropska mreža za konkurenco združuje Komisijo in nacionalne organe za konkurenco 27 držav članic. Poročilo vsebuje informacije o delovanju konkurence v prehrambenem sektorju na podlagi dejavnosti Evropske komisije in nacionalnih organov za konkurenco. Evropski organi za konkurenco so v obdobju med letoma 2004 in 2011 preiskali več kot 180 protimonopolnih zadev, sprejeli skoraj 1 300 odločb ali sklepov o združitvah. Največ primerov je zadevalo obdelavo in predelavo hrane, manj pa maloprodajo. Zaradi določanja cen, delitve trga in odjemalcev, izmenjave občutljivih poslovnih informacij ter izključevalnih praks v škodo kmetom ali dobaviteljem je bilo prepovedanih več kot 50 kartelov. 

Več:

Poročilo
· Skrajšati je treba čas transporta živali
Poslanci v odboru za kmetijstvo v Evropskem parlamentu menijo, da je treba skrajšati čas transporta za živali, kar je mogoče doseči z oskrbo klavnic in mesno-predelovalne industrije z živino od lokalnih rejcev, pa tudi ustreznim izvajanjem kontrol o izpolnjevanju obstoječih predpisov. Opozorili so tudi, da je treba prenehati voziti živali v klavnice v druge članice EU zgolj zato, da dobijo potrdilo o izvoru.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Javno posvetovanje o prihodnjih pravilih EU za sektor sadja in zelenjave
Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira mnenja in predloge o pravilih za sektor sadja in zelenjave v času veljavnosti novih pravil skupne kmetijske politike EU v obdobju od leta 2014 do 2020. Javno posvetovanje bo odprto do 9. septembra. Komisijo med drugim zanima, s katerimi ukrepi bi bilo mogoče povečati konkurenčnost sektorja, pa kako zagotoviti bolj učinkovito rabo virov, kako poenostaviti pravila za plačila pridelovalcem.

Več:

Dokument, ki je v javnem posvetovanju
in

Vprašalnik
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
· Javno posvetovanje o uporabi kloniranih živali za proizvodnjo hrane
Do 3. septembra je odprto javno posvetovanje o uporabi kloniranih živali in njihovih potomcev za proizvodnjo hrane. Na podlagi mnenj in predlogov udeležencev, bo Evropska komisija v letu 2013 pripravila predlog zakonskega predpisa, če bo ugotovila, da je sedanji pravni red treba spremeniti. Sedanje razmere pa bo ocenila v poročilu, ki ga namerava objaviti konec letošnjega leta.   
Več:

Vprašalnik
in

Spletna stran posvetovanja
13. JUGOVZHODNA EVROPA IN SOSEDSKA POLITIKA

· Prvo leto uresničevanja evropske sosedske politike
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo o prvem letu uresničevanja nove sosedske politike. Hkrati je predložila časovni načrt za nadaljnje spodbujanje vzhodnega partnerstva. V poročilu med drugim navaja, da je z Moldavijo, Gruzijo, Armenijo in Azerbajdžanom začela pogajanja o pridružitvenem sporazumu. Sprejeti so bili ukrepi za liberalizacijo vizumskega režima z vzhodnimi partnerji, in sicer z Moldavijo, Ukrajino in Gruzijo.

Več:

Poročilo
in

Spletna stran o sosedski politiki
· Zaključki Sveta EU o Hrvaški
Svet EU je po razpravi o poročilu Evropske komisije o napredku Hrvaške v času ratifikacije pristopne pogodbe Hrvaško pozval, naj čas do vstopa v EU izkoristi za izvedbo ukrepov in zavez, ki jih je sprejela v času pogajanj o vstopu v EU. Na rednem zasedanju stabilizacijsko-pridružitvenega sveta pa je Hrvaška predstavila načrt za odpravo pomanjkljivosti, na katere je opozorila Evropska komisija in tudi nekatere države članice.
Več:

Zaključki Sveta EU
in

Sporočilo z zasedanja stabilizacijsko-pridružitvenega sveta
· Ocena predpristopnih gospodarskih programov za šest kandidatk in potencialnih kandidatk
Evropska komisija je objavila ocene za šest predpristopnih gospodarskih programov držav kandidatk in potencialnih kandidatk za vstop v EU. Ti programi vključujejo oceno makroekonomskih razmer, ocene za rast, inflacijo za Hrvaško, Makedonijo, Črno goro, Srbijo, Turčijo in Islandijo.   
Več:

Ocena Evropske komisije
· Začetek dialoga za liberalizacijo vizumov z Gruzijo
Evropska komisija je z Gruzijo začela dialog o vizumski liberalizaciji. Namen dialoga je preučiti vse pogoje za ukinitev vizumov za državljane Gruzije, ko potujejo v EU. Glavni rezultat dialoga pa bo akcijski načrt za vizumsko liberalizacijo.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
14. NAJAVE DOGODKOV
· The 7th Conference on Sustainable Development of Energy, Water and Environment Systems
Ohrid, julij 01 – 06, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 12 International Research Conference on Finance Perspektives

Steyr, julij 02 - 04, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 4th annual International Conference on Education and New Learning Technologies
Barcelona, julij 02 - 04, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· EU Institutional Law

Bruges, julij 02 – 06, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 5th Annual SEE Private Equity Forum

Bukarešta, julij 03, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 6th International Conference on Waste Management and the Environment

New Forest, julij 04 - 06, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Contemporary materials 2012

Banja Luka, julij 05, 2012 
Več informacij tukaj
· The Role of Euroregions in Sustainable Development

Siret, julij 07, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· International Symposium on Small Particles and Inorganic Clusters

Leuven, julij 08 – 13, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· FP7 Information Day on Research PPP's

Bruselj, julij 09 – 10, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· EU Competition Law

Bruges, julij 09 – 13, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Annual Conference of the Smart Cities Stakeholder

Bruselj, julij 10, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 7th Annual Green Economics Conference
Oxford, julij 19 -  21, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 4th Summer Academy on Global Food Law & Policy

Como, julij 23 - 27, 2012 
Več informacij tukaj
· International Conference on Nanoscience + Technology
Pariz, julij 23 - 27, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Open and Social Technologies for Networked Learning
Talin, julij 30 – avgust 03, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Finance and Economics Conference 2012
München, avgust 01 - 03, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 8th International Conference on Urban Climate

Dublin, avgust 06 – 10, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
15. ZANIMIVE PUBLIKACIJE
· Research and innovation strategies for smart specialisation (cohesion policy 2014-2020)
· Investing in European success: Research and innovation to boost growth and jobs in Europe
· Investing in European success: Euro-Mediterranean cooperation in research and innovation
· 5th European working conditions survey
· The European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development: Examples of project linkages with other EU Funds
· Trans-European Transport Network Executive Agency: A brief overview
· EU animal welfare strategy: 2012-2015
· Worker representation and consultation on health and safety: An analysis of the findings of the European Survey of Enterprises on New and Emerging Risks (ESENER)
· The consumer markets scoreboard: Making markets work for consumers
· Focus on youth employment: European good practice projects
· Japan's response to China's rise
· The continent or the open sea: Does Britain have a European future?
· Ireland's fiscal treaty referendum: (More) fear and loathing in the eurozone?
· Banking Union in the Eurozone and the European Union
· CAP Reform: Will the European Parliament take the bull by the horns?
· External Representation of the Euro Area
· After the Euro Crisis: The President of Europe - A new paradigm for increasing legitimacy and effectiveness in the EU
· What can Arab countries learn from the post-communist transition?
· The power of simplicity: Towards a Smarter and Streamlined Innovation Policy in the EU
· Real assets: A sought-after investment class in times of crisis
16. PRILOGE
· PRILOGA 1: CAP Reform: Will the European Parliament take the bull by the horns?
CEPS/ Brussels

The Common Agricultural Policy (CAP) represents nearly 40% of the EU budget and remains a highly controversial policy, despite past reforms that reduced some of its most perverse effects, such as the so-called ‘butter mountains’ and ‘milk lakes’ of the 1970s. Today, this sizeable slice of the budget remains largely untargeted and inequalities in payment distribution persist. The 2013 CAP reform therefore represents a valuable opportunity to orient the agricultural sector towards 21st century objectives.

Much has already been said on the European Commission’s (EC) legislative proposals (published on 12 October 2011) and scepticism is growing as to whether they are up to the task. Less attention has been paid to the new co-decision role of the European Parliament (EP) in reforming both the CAP and the EU budget; a decisive feature of our post-Lisbon institutional context. This new role will not only have a significant impact on the path the reform is taking, but also on its outcome. Only a few days after a leak of some EP draft reports on the CAP towards 2020, the question is: what will be the nature and scale of its impact?

As the institution directly representing the interests of EU citizens, and with increased decision-making powers, the EP should move the CAP reform debate beyond national agricultural interests and budgetary disputes. The message of this Commentary is straightforward: there is now a huge opportunity for the EP and European decision-makers in general to change the course of agricultural policy in Europe. The Members of the European Parliament (MEPs) responsible for amending the Commission’s legislative proposals have the mandate to respond to calls for a more targeted policy, tailored to current needs, namely a more sustainable and resource-efficient agricultural model. Not seizing this opportunity would discredit the EP in this field and strengthen the already widespread scepticism about the CAP, not to mention the negative consequences that maintaining the status quo would have for agriculture as a strategic resource management activity. Despite the necessity for the EP to seize this new opportunity, early evidence suggests that it won’t, as many constraints offset the newly acquired powers as co-legislator.

1. Lack of capacity and a weak inter-institutional working culture

Institutions change slowly, as do their working practices. A clear – and inevitable – handicap for the EP is that the EC and the Council have built up working relationships since the inception of the CAP. Indeed, until today, reforms have been exclusively in the hands of the EC, ministers and national administrations. Over that period of time, significant expertise and CAP-oriented capacities have been developed at the highest level, both in the EC and member states. As underlined by A. Greer and Th. Hind, the EP’s lack of resources in this respect, compared to the two other institutions, jeopardises its ability to deal with the sheer scale of CAP legislation, take full account of costs and benefits and draw up legislative amendments that offer a comprehensive alternative to the proposals drafted by the Commission.

Today, as the third player in the game, the EP has to catch up on these decades of capacitybuilding and experience in reforming one of the most technical and cumbersome of EU policies. During a lunch meeting organised at CEPS recently, a senior EC advisor suggested that the EP would increasingly need to rely on the EC’s technical expertise to meet the challenge of reform. But an over-reliance on the EC’s technical expertise would work against the ultimate goal of applying co-decision to the CAP; that of bringing greater democratic legitimacy to this policy field.

In this sense one could argue that until the EP enjoys such close relationships with both the EC and the Council on the CAP, and until it is equipped with a similar level of resources (in terms of staff and expertise, for example), it is hard to imagine how its formal increase in powers will materialise.

2. The influence of a (conservative) COMAGRI

In all policy fields, parliamentary committees have a crucial role to play, and votes in th plenary sessions are often in line with political agreements reached inside the committees. Committees form the ‘backbone’ of parliamentary activities. This is particularly the case for the Agricultural Committee (COMAGRI), which has historically been composed of members with strong ‘agricultural’ ties (whether from the national political scene, the academic world, the agro-food industry, farm unions or the farming community itself).

With the Lisbon Treaty, and the new powers for MEPs sitting on COMAGRI, there was hope that ‘non-farm-related members’ would be attracted to this committee and bring their perspective to the debate, thereby going beyond sectoral (agricultural) interests. This has not happened, however. Out of the 44 COMAGRI full members, most of them are former agricultural ministers or secretaries of state, agricultural advisors, farmers’ unionists, members of farming associations, doctors in agricultural studies or farmers themselves. In sum, the nature of the COMAGRI membership seems to be roughly the same as in the past, in effect failing to reflect the plurality of interests linked to agricultural and rural policy.

As a consequence, the reputation of COMAGRI as “a conservative forum welded to the defence of vested interests”, will not be challenged, and progressive ideas to reform the CAP are unlikely to emerge from this forum. A clear illustration of this conservatism is the internal distribution of reports; out of the seven reports, none has been allocated to MEPs from the Liberal or the Green political groups, traditionally seen as progressive political forces. As explained by MEP Bas Eickhout during the aforementioned CEPS meeting, this conservatism would be exacerbated in the case of a 1st reading agreement on CAP reform, where the plenary vote can only confirm the outcome of the deal between agriculture ministers and COMAGRI. A 2nd reading agreement is more likely to get ‘non-agricultural’ MEPs involved, and a wider range of ideas reflected in the EP’s input to reform the CAP.

3. A break in the negotiation line

Whilst this commentary focuses on the EP’s response to the EC’s legislative proposals, it would be a mistake not to analyse the negotiation line the Parliament has taken since 2009, with the initiative report by MEP Stéphane Le Foll on Agriculture and Climate Change. More specifically, since the debate on CAP reform began in April 2010 (with the Public Consultation launched by Commissioner Dacian Ciolos), the EP has been a very vocal actor in the discussion, mainly through three key reports: the Georges Lyon, José Bové and Albert Dess reports. 
The first two reports were adopted prior to the Communication of the Commission outlining the main reform options (published on 18 November 2010), whilst the third was the Parliament’s official response to it. The earlier Lyon and Bové reports were adopted with a large majority and reflected a high level of consensus on agricultural issues, even among the different political groups of the EP. These consensus efforts put the EP in a very strong position vis-à-vis the EC to start negotiating on CAP reform. However, this confident and coherent line was then dramatically weakened by the Dess report, which was the formal EP response to the Commission’s Communication. Indeed, the German Conservative Albert Dess proposed a very controversial first draft report, which was heavily criticised - both by the other political groups and his own. After over 1200 amendments, whittled down to about 60 compromise amendments, the report was more or less brought back to the original EP line and adopted by a majority at the plenary session of the EP in June 2011. On this occasion, Commissioner Ciolos welcomed the fact that the Dess report showed “a coherent EP approach to the reform - and a logical extension to the own-initiative report by George Lyon last year.
Looking at this first ‘co-decision’ experience on the CAP is a useful indication of the potential difficulties the EP may face when amending the Commission’s legislative proposals. It also shows the procedural consequences of the new institutional set-up. Seven months passed between the publication of the Commission’s Communication – a 12-page document released in November 2010 – and the adoption of the EP’s response to it in the plenary session of June 2011. This does not bode well for a smooth process further along the line.

4. Under a tight schedule

There is currently much talk about the potential delays that co-decision may bring and the fear that a new CAP will not be ready for implementation by the 1st January 2014, especiallyin view of a potential deadlock in the MFF negotiations. This situation is described by R. Rynning as a paradox: While potentially making the CAP accountable to a wider constituency, co-decision might also slow down the pace of reform by placing new technical and political constraints on the Commission’s right of initiative.The anxiety about not meeting the 1st January 2014 deadline is also shared by the Parliament itself, which highlighted the need to strike a political agreement on the Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) ceilings at least one year before the framework enters into force: Considering the complexity of EU decision-making, added to the busy electoral schedule in many big countries during the negotiation process could compromise the indicative calendar (…).
However, despite the seriousness of this threat and the negative consequences of procedural delays, the content of such a crucial policy should not be jeopardised by a tight schedule. If, under the pressure of the EC and the Council, the EP ‘rushes’ its part of the process, the overall quality of its contribution to CAP reform may well be undermined. This would be counter-productive for policy outcomes overall.

5. And the budget negotiations go on…

As mentioned above, (potential) delays in reforming the CAP can partly be explained by the somewhat belaboured budgetary negotiations that are under way at EU level, i.e. adopting the new MFF for the next seven years. In fact, broadly speaking, one could argue that the MFF talks are dictating discussion on the CAP, leaving very little room for manoeuvre to the EP. This was clearly illustrated in the MFF proposals of the EC (published on 29 June 2011) which included a very specific ‘policy fiche’ on CAP reform, already giving precise indications, months before the EC published its legislative proposals (12 October 2011).

The drafting of reports and the votes are highly contingent upon the budget talks and the EP is reluctant to make any formal decision until there is more clarity on the level of budget. In recent months, MEPs of the COMAGRI have been discussing the different options available to move forward with their reports, without proceeding to a vote. They finally agreed that no plenary vote should be scheduled before the final deal on the MFF, expected to be struck at the December Council. COMAGRI MEPs are currently examining the draft reports circulated by the Rapporteurs last week, with a committee vote preliminarily scheduled for November 2012.
The strong budget-driven nature of these reforms is well known in the history of CAP reforms, but it is accentuated today by the context of severe austerity; as budgetary room for manoeuvre tightens, the usual battle between net contributors and beneficiaries of the CAP is exacerbated, and its share of the EU budget is under unprecedented levels of pressure.

Conclusions

Despite these preliminary predictions and hypotheses, much uncertainty remains over how the EP will use its new role and what impact this will have on the contents of the reform: While the changes in the Lisbon Treaty formally may increase the power of the EP over the CAP, it is still unclear how agricultural issues will be handled, or whether or not the changes will substantially affect outcomes in practice.
What is clear, however, is that there is an opportunity to push the CAP beyond the traditional interests represented in the COMAGRI. Society, through its elected representatives, must set new priorities for a policy that affects EU citizens in all aspects of their lives. To make the most of its new role and meet expectations regarding the CAP, the EP should focus its efforts on developing its own capacity, expertise and policy options in this area, independently from the EC or the Council. This should be a key focus for the next legislative term. At the same time, newly elected Members of the EP should be incentivised to sit on the COMAGRI regardless of their agricultural background, or lack thereof. This would enable the EP to move beyond national agricultural interests and the budget-character of the negotiations that are already overwhelming the debate in the Council. It would also give more credibility to the EP as the representative of EU citizens.

From a political and institutional perspective, it is clear that the more coherent the negotiation line, the stronger it will be. In this sense, the rapporteurship of reports should be distributed to all political groups in the EP (to avoid a marginalisation of certain groups from the debate), proportionate to their political weight, and consensus-building efforts should be deployed to a large extent. This would improve the quality of the EP’s input into the process, and as a result strengthen its position in the negotiations with the EC and the Council.
· PRILOGA 2: A banking union is no panacea 
Bruegel/ Brussels

The claim that the eurozone needs a banking union is by now almost universal. In addition, there seems to be more and more political support. Such a banking union first and foremost refers to a eurozone safety net and restructuring mechanism for banks. In addition it will inevitably imply regulation and supervision at a European level. A banking union is necessary for two reasons. First, bad regulation or inadequate recapitalisation in one country is potentially harmful to other countries, especially inside a monetary union. Second, as the example of Spain and Ireland show the burden of saving its own banks can prove excessive much for a sovereign and its tax payers. 

But will a banking union be sufficient; in other words, will a banking union create a stable monetary union? There are at least three reasons to worry. 

First, a banking union solves only part of the pernicious feedback-loop between countries and banks when these keep a large amount of their sovereign’s debt on their balance sheets. The figure below illustrates the feedback mechanism that connects sovereign debt and banking crises. A banking union will reduce the burden for sovereigns of bailing out banks while at the same time freeing banks of the effect of lower value of implicit guarantees. This cuts the outer loop. If, however, banks persist in keeping disproportional amount of their sovereigns’ debt on their balance sheets, the inner loop remains. This will be more likely if banks remain national. Consequently, a banking union may not prevent the destabilizing sudden stops that are quickly becoming the main force destabilizing the monetary union. Different versions of eurobond proposals will help in this respect as banks will then prefer eurobonds over national sovereign debt also cutting the inner feedback loop. 
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Second, in a monetary union with national banking systems, the funding of country deficits due to public or private spending will largely occur through loans provided by banks in a surplus country to banks in a deficit country. Even when two countries are in balance, there may be large bilateral exposures. The funding of investments in one country through short-term loans by banks in other countries exposes the former country to destabilizing runs reminiscent of sudden stops. This is not an imaginary possibility. If a bank in a particular country fails and the reason of failure is unclear, this may negatively affect other banks from that country. Investors may put some nonnegative probability on the possibility that the origin of the bank’s problems is national. This will then raise the funding costs for other banks from that country as well. In extreme cases, this may trigger an outflow of funds from a country. 

In contrast, if banks are truly European, funds can flow from one country to another country without leaving a bank. No contracts are necessary. And when contracts are necessary, the context of such contracts is very different, if only because withdrawing funding from a subsidiary is most likely harmful for the parent bank as well due to reputation effects. This significantly reduces the probability of a run on the financial system in a particular country. An additional advantage is that European banks with significant presence in multiple countries can lend money directly to Spanish firms with profitable investment opportunities. This makes a credit crunch less likely and less severe reducing the feedback loop even further. 

Third, in the absence of European banks, money fleeing Spain can flow back only indirectly through the build up of imbalances in the Target 2 payment system. National central banks then acts as a lender of last resort to ‘their’ banks, by providing funding in return for collateral. The burden if losses are incurred, however, is shared EMU-wide. This requires intensive monitoring of the quality of collateral by national banks that act as agents on behalf of the European central bank. In economic terms, the agents have to exert costly effort (monitoring) to contribute to a common good (the quality of collateral). This raises an important governance issue: how does the European central bank incentivise national banks to act on its behalf? The same issue arises with ex ante regulation of regional banks, which requires detailed knowledge of national market conditions and will most probably be left to the current national regulators. Because in a banking union the bank resolution framework and deposit insurance are European, individual countries no longer bear the full cost of lenient regulation. Again this raises the governance issues described above. 

A banking union is undoubtedly a step towards stability. But if banks stay regional and hold disproportional amounts of national debt on their balance sheets, stability is not guaranteed, while at the same time a banking union calls for an overhaul of governance of national central banks.
· PRILOGA 3: The priorities of the Cypriot Presidency of the EU
EPC/ Brussels

“The role of the EU’s rotating presidency changed with the Lisbon Treaty, but it still has a huge responsibility in steering, coordinating and finding compromises,” said Kornelios Korneliou, permanent representative of Cyprus to the EU. “Don’t underestimate its role, along with that of the European Parliament,” the diplomat said. Looking ahead to Cyprus’s EU Presidency, Korneliou said “I’m not saying we’ll influence the EU agenda, but there’s a role there to be respected. We’re very ambitious and enthusiastic”.

“Our programme is still being finalised. We had a long list of priorities – that has been shortened the closer we’ve been getting to the start of the presidency. We know the problems of the EU, so we know where the priorities must be,” Korneliou said. “The EU is facing major political and socio-economic challenges,” said the diplomat, citing as examples the eurozone crisis, the sovereign debt crisis, concerns over the emergence of a multi-speed Europe, socio-economic problems and the rise of anti-EU sentiment among the general population.

“A reliable EU must deliver to citizens, exit the crisis and restore confidence. We must instil confidence and show that we can act. We can do this by going back to the values and founding principles of the EU, like solidarity,” Korneliou argued. “The answer isn’t ‘more’ or ‘less’ Europe, but ‘better Europe’. A better Europe will be more relevant to its citizens and to the world,” he declared.

“Negotiations on the [EU’s next] Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF) will be our baby […] it’ll be very challenging for Cyprus. We want the MFF to bring more economic and social cohesion. Of course we also want more growth, so we can use it to enhance growth and competitiveness too,” he said. “As an island and maritime nation, Cyprus will re-launch the Integrated Maritime Policy of 2007” at an event with European Commission President José Manuel Barroso, the diplomat said.

Korneliou said the Cyprus Presidency would continue work on a new and enhanced economic governance to face up to the crisis and restore the confidence of the markets. “Cyprus is a member of the euro zone, but we want to bring the EU 17 and the EU 10 closer. All member states are needed and all are vital for the EU,” he said. Describing the Single Market as “very important for the EU” because it had “delivered growth and jobs,” he stressed the importance of continuing to maintain a business-friendly environment in the EU today. Meanwhile, the ‘Europe 2020’ strategy can also boost jobs, growth and competitiveness, he said. “The EU must become more relevant to citizens and contribute to creating a future for our young people,” Korneliou declared.

He stressed the importance of moving forward “difficult” discussions regarding a Common European Asylum System, and also pledged to make progress in international trade relations. He said other priorities of Cyprus’s EU Presidency would include Europe’s role in the Mediterranean and advancing enlargement negotiations with the Balkan countries and Turkey.

“We’re committed Europeans and we believe we can contribute to European integration. We know there’s negativity about the EU. Let’s focus on delivering short-term benefits and solving internal problems, while bearing in mind the EU’s long-term prospects,” Korneliou said. “I’m stood here today because Cyprus believed in the project,” he concluded.
· PRILOGA 4: Sorting fact from fiction on Europe's economic stagnation
Europe’s World/ Brussels

Europe’s growth prospects are clouded by doubts over the integrity of the eurozone. Some economists believe it’s just a matter of time before its peripheral countries begin to be forced out; others think that to be inconceivable. All agree that at least in the short term, a eurozone break-up would be disastrous for jobs and for growth. But because the outcome is unknowable, and depends on politics as much as on economics, let us leave that frightening prospect to one side and look instead at what we know about the underlying performance of the European economy. In short, how competitive is Europe?

Even if we in this way simplify the question it is still not an easy one to answer. One thing we painfully have learned during the ongoing eurozone crisis is that there still isn’t a single European economy. The last decade has witnessed a remarkable divergence in national economic performances. The German economy, together with a few others with similar characteristics like Austria and Finland, has significantly improved its productivity and cost competitiveness. The results can be seen in a growing trade surplus with the rest of the EU, and in Germany’s case with the rest of the world. By contrast, the eurozone’s southern countries have seen their unit labour costs rise more rapidly than the average, and those cost increases are not being offset by higher productivity. So any generalisations about the European economy must immediately be qualified.

We Europeans nevertheless live in a single market, and have done so for two decades, while many of us also share the euro as a single currency. It is therefore meaningful to begin by looking at the aggregate, or at least at what are often called the EU-15, meaning the member countries before the EU’s enlargements of 2004 and 2007 that brought the total to 27. That’s because it can be confusing to include data from transition economies; although eastern and central European economies are rapidly converging with the West, over the last two decades their rapid catch-up after decades of economic isolation risks distorting the picture.

If we compare the EU-15 with the U.S., what do we find? The most obvious point is that GDP per head in Europe is almost 25% lower, which translates into around $11,000 a year. Productivity per head is also lower, but only by about 15%. Furthermore, EU productivity per head, which is the single most important driver of economic performance, had been converging on the U.S. level for 20 years up to 1995, when Europe was only about 5% below the U.S., but in the decade before the eurozone crisis we lost 10 percentage points. The U.S. had achieved a significant productivity boost from the IT revolution, that Europe was unable to match.

There are other data, too, which suggest that contrasting the U.S. and Europe is not wholly unfavourable to the latter. Europe managed to hold its global export market share during that period more effectively than did the U.S. European companies have on average been more successful at maintaining their share of the imports of emerging markets than have those in the United States. Also, though it may seem surprising, Europe’s job creation performance has not been as bad as many think. A McKinsey analysis of new jobs in the U.S. and the EU from 1995 to 2008 suggests that while the U.S. created 20m new jobs, 19m of them were attributable to population growth. The EU-15 created about 24m new jobs during the same period, with only 9m due to rising population. This job creation success wasn’t evenly spread across the European continent, but it did happen and that means that there are now good success models in employment generation within the EU that we can look to for inspiration.

There is also solid evidence that Europe’s big companies have been doing relatively well in global competition. The number of Fortune 500 companies headquartered in the EU has grown over the last decade, while those based in the U.S. have fallen. As to profits, those of big European companies have grown 50% more rapidly than those of their American counterparts. 

Europe has major strengths on which to build, even though in the current straitened budget circumstances it doesn’t look easy to take advantage of those strengths. The talk is of austerity, and more austerity still. 

Few would probably contest the need to correct the unsustainable fiscal positions of a number of EU countries, especially those in the south –including France. But that fiscal correction must be accompanied by structural reform. It is quite clear that the labour market reforms undertaken by Germany a decade ago, painful as they were at the time, have put her in a far stronger position to compete globally. Similar reform programmes are urgently needed in countries like Italy and Spain. 

It is especially important to reform the service sector. Manufacturing productivity per hour in Europe in fact compares quite well with the U.S., but Europeans work significantly fewer hours per year, which explains why on an annual per capita basis the picture looks different. Where European countries really fall down is in services, where restrictive practices, protectionism and simple inefficiency hold them back. 

Spain’s Mariano Rajoy and Italy’s Mario Monti seem to understand these points well, but so far the reform programmes they have unveiled do not seem radical enough to adequately address the challenge. Although Italian employers have dismissed the proposed reform of employment law as far too modest and timid, the Monti government has retreated in the face of trade union opposition and protests from assorted interest groups like taxi drivers who see their protected privileges under attack.

Governments are of course inhibited by the knowledge that the first consequence of labour market reform may well be an increase in the short term in unemployment because employers will find it cheaper to fire personnel. But the hope, and indeed the solid expectation, is that in due course this will translate into a greater willingness to hire in an economic upturn, and that over time this will yield a higher level of employment. But the immediate consequence may be a worsening of the country’s fiscal position, and for elected politicians the long-term will only be reached after a series of short-term electoral challenges, so radical reforming governments may well not survive to reap the benefits. As Luxembourg’s Prime Minister Jean-Claude Juncker remarked not so long ago, all EU governments know what has to be done, but what they don’t know is how to get re-elected once they have done it.

Some economists are proposing what may be a solution to this problem. Among suggestions for resolving the eurozone crisis is the idea of a fiscal union. The architects of the single currency had envisaged that it would be accompanied by an increase in fiscal federalism, with a central EU budget for responding to asymmetric shocks. There’s a great deal of political resistance to this idea, especially in countries like Germany that would be the chief contributors to such a budget. So a variant on this proposal which could possibly find a little more support would be to link fiscal support to labour market reform. If Italy or Spain introduced changes that led to a short-term increase in joblessness, the associated fiscal costs would thus be met from a central EU Budget to ease the pain. This “investment” by wealthier countries ought to pay off for them too if it leads to more flexible labour markets and higher productivity growth in the receiving countries. 

Another proposal which might yield similar effects is for a central budget to subsidise the reduction of employment taxes in the EU’s most economically challenged countries. The logic is that a country like Greece needs a devaluation to enhance its competitiveness. Although it could of course do so by leaving the euro, that poses major problems, to put it mildly. The alternative is an “internal” devaluation, which would mean cutting wages in nominal terms. That is hard to do, even though it has been achieved in Latvia and Ireland. Yet another option that would have a similar effect is to reduce taxes on labour, perhaps for a defined period. That would in the short term be costly for the national government, although if it generates an increase in output and employment the “tax expenditure” involved may well be justified, and an EU subsidy to allow this might be a worthwhile investment by the European Union as a whole.

It is not going to be easy for the EU to escape from the fiscal trap in which it now finds itself. To say that the trap is of the heavily indebted countries’ own making may be correct, but it isn’t very constructive. If Europe as a whole wants to find a way back to sustainable growth and high employment, we need to take a hard look at what’s worked well in those countries which have performed successfully over the last decade or more so as to transplant it elsewhere. That will cost money, but EU governments must be prepared to persuade their electorates that it is an investment worth making.

· PRILOGA 5: Smart Taxes
Project Syndicate/ New York
Governments throughout the European Union and around the world confront a seeming Catch-22: the millstone of national debt around their necks has required them to reduce deficits through spending cuts and tax increases. But these are impeding the consumer spending needed to boost economic activity and kick-start growth. As the debate shifts from austerity towards measures aimed at stimulating growth, smarter taxation will be essential to getting the balance right.
When governments think about the difficult task of raising taxes, they usually think about income tax, business taxes, and value-added tax (VAT). But there are other taxes that can raise significant amounts of revenue with a much less negative impact on the economy. These are the taxes that governments already levy on electricity and fossil fuels. Such taxes play a crucial role in cutting the carbon emissions that cause climate change. But recent research shows that they can also play a useful role in raising government revenue at little cost in terms of economic growth.

Euro for euro, dollar for dollar, yen for yen: energy and carbon taxes have a lower negative impact on a nation’s economy, consumption, and jobs than income tax and VAT. For example, an increase in direct taxes, such as income tax, can reduce consumption by twice as much as energy and carbon taxes that raise the same amount of revenue.

Maintaining consumption at as high a level as possible is vital to reviving economic activity, which means that freeing money for consumers to spend is just as important. Energy and carbon taxes can raise revenue while leaving the economy in a stronger state to sustain a recovery. Conventional taxes raise revenue, but pose a much greater risk of depressing growth in the process.

This is not the only reason why looking more closely at energy and carbon taxes makes sense. The current framework for energy taxation, particularly in Europe, is not sustainable. Tax rates on different fuels vary by more than 50% across the EU, causing major distortions in the single market. Creating a level playing field on energy taxation in the EU would harmonize economic incentives, eliminate gas-tank tourism by drivers crossing borders for lower prices, and improve the business climate in all of Europe’s economies.

Rising energy bills, driven by the cost of fossil fuels, are a massive political issue in many countries in Europe and elsewhere, including the United States, where consumer energy prices have become a major issue in the run-up to this year’s presidential election. But, relative to other forms of taxation, energy taxation tends to benefit consumers overall. The gains from avoiding the negative impact of conventional taxes work across the economy, particularly as the least well-off maintain a higher level of disposable household income.

Most energy and carbon taxes are levied by national governments. But in Europe there is another option for raising revenues: the European Union Emission Trading Scheme (ETS). In terms of the effect on GDP and jobs, the cost of increasing revenue from this source would be as much as one-third less than that of raising the same amount via income taxes or VAT. Given Europe’s fiscal deficits and the economic impact of reducing them, that is a huge potential prize. But, first, the issues depressing the carbon price must be addressed. Taking the massive over-allocation of carbon-emission permits out of the ETS will be vital.

Finance ministers everywhere need to think more imaginatively about their fiscal options. Energy and carbon taxes can produce less economic pain and more gain than conventional taxes can. Europe needs fiscal consolidation, reductions in carbon emissions, and a strategy for economic growth. Greater reliance should be placed on energy taxes and an effective ETS to deliver all three.
· PRILOGA 6: Parliament: do not let Poland to hijack green agenda
EU Observer/ Brussels
Warsaw's latest battle against efforts to 'green' Europe's economy is being played out in the European Parliament's regional affairs committee. Polish-designed technical texts could kill the environment-friendly criteria attached to the next €1 trillion EU budget. Two weeks ago, Jan Olbrycht, a Polish centre-right MEP who drafts the parliament's position on the rules for the European Regional Development Fund submitted an opinion in which he explicitly asks for oil and gas transmission and storage projects to be financed from funds to be dedicated to low-carbon measures in the next Cohesion Policy. 

Why is this important?

First of all, because Olbrycht's opinion matters a great deal. As the rapporteur, his voice will be listened to by his committee.  In turn, the decision made by this committee on the shape of the next Cohesion Policy will be effectively the position of the European Parliament in its negotiations with the EU Council (member states) over regional funds. Especially since Olbrycht is personally leading on talks with the Council on this topic.

Secondly, because the Council positions on pro-environmental measures are often so retrograde that they need a counter-weight from the more progressive parliament. But, after hijacking the European 2050 low-carbon roadmap in the European Council on 24 April, Poland seems set to co-opt the parliament as well in its pro-fossil-fuels game. Finally, beyond the political shenanigans, there is the shape the next Cohesion Policy is taking.  In October last year, the European Commission proposed regulations to guide the next Cohesion Policy (2014-2020) which called for this financial instrument to serve the EU 2020 goals, including decarbonising the European economy. 

The commission also proposed "ring-fencing" - that is, reserving fixed minimum percentages of the available funding (20% for the EU’s richer regions and a particularly modest 6% for the poorest) for low-carbon measures. Since then, both the parliament and Council have unfortunately started diluting many of the commission's progressive proposals. While the 6 percent low-carbon investment threshold for poorest regions will actually be raised to 10 percent, this is the only good news and, even there, the devil is in the details.

The 'ring-fenced' low-carbon spending area has in the meantime been expanded to include new things – most notably, investments supporting clean urban transport.  Those are of course welcome investments, encouraging a modal shift away from the private car, but they should be done with transport funds and not compete for money with projects supporting renewables or energy efficiency. 

It is in fact much easier in practice to spend big money on urban transport than on other low-carbon priorities: for example, the construction of one section of the metro line in Warsaw is set to receive around €700 million from the 2007-2013 cohesion pot, more than the entire seven-year allocation of EU funds for renewables (€663 million) or energy efficiency (€443 million) for Poland.

This is not all. Time and again, new items pop up to crowd out real low-carbon measures from the sums of money 'ring-fenced' for this purpose. The Council has been promoting financing high efficiency co-generation of heat and power (read: possibly coal-fired even) from these funds. Plus, this same money could end up supporting efficiency improvements at big polluters which should anyway be investing in those measures as a result of the incentive system under the EU emissions trading system.

On top of that comes Olbrycht's proposal to add oil and gas infrastructure as eligible for those low-carbon funds. It is truly a pity that, in an already difficult political context, the institution which should act on behalf of European society is steering the new Cohesion Policy in directions driven by industrial lobbying and national political agendas. But there is still time to change that: the REGI committee decision is not until 9 July.[image: image3.png]
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