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Uvodnik
Dne 14.aprila sta bili na rektoratu Univerze v Ljubljani 14.seja Sveta in 19.seja Skupščine SGRZ. Gre za redna letna srečanja članov Združenja, ko se sprejmajo pomembne odločitve in želim vas seznaniti z glavnimi.

V svojem 15.letu delovanja se Združenje sooča z resnimi izzivi, ki so pretežno posledica gospodarske in splošne krize v državi. Kljub temu mu je v preteklem letu uspelo pridobiti 7 novih članov, hkrati pa je izstopilo 5 organizacij. V teku so pogovori z vrsto organizacij iz vseh treh sfer članstva SGRZ: iz gospodarstva, akademske sfere in lokalnih skupnosti, v nekaterih primerih pričakujemo, da se nam bodo pridružila ustrezna združenja, ki bodo preko našega servisa vzpodbudila svoje člane za aktivnejše vključevanje v evropske programe. Bolj kot kdajkoli doslej so namreč EU programi v obdobju 2014-2020 odprti za vse dobre in izvirne ideje, ki naj dvignejo mednarodno konkurenčno sposobnost Evrope na osnovi odličnosti in učinkovitejšega podjetništva.

Združenje je v preteklem letu močno intenziviralo servisiranje svojih članov ter kar pri 8 izvedlo delavnice, ki so najbolj primerna oblika dogovora o učinkovitem dvostranskem sodelovanju. Namreč, s tem se presega pomanjkanje vzajemnega poznavanja interesov, prioritet in realnih možnosti za vključevanja posameznih članov v EU programe.

Anketa, ki so jo člani izpolnili v januarju, je potrdila v kakšno smer gredo njihovi interesi in kako ocenjujejo storitve, ki so jih deležni s strani Združenja. To seveda zavezuje ekipo SGRZ, hkrati pa člani večje uspešnosti v koriščenju EU sredstev ne morejo pričakovati, če ne bodo bolj spremljali razvoj novih politik in zakonodaje EU, s katerimi so povezane tematike evropskih programov. Tozadevna uspešnost je odvisna tudi od dolgoročne, strateške razvojne usmerjenosti posamezne organizacije in njenih povezav z evropskimi partnerji. Tega je med našimi člani še vedno premalo in naloga Združenja je, da jih k temu vzpodbuja in jih v teh naporih podpira.

Širši okvir take razvojne usmeritve je koncept «pametne specializacije«, ki jo Evropska komisija postavlja kot pogoj za koriščenje evropskih kohezijskih sredstev. V tem smislu bo delovanje Združenja prispevalo k optimalnejši razvojni usmeritvi, ki v Sloveniji terja večje povezovanje in združevanje poslovnih in raziskovalno-inovacijskih zmogljivosti, da bi dosegali kritično maso, brez katere ni mogoče biti mednarodno konkurenčen in dosegati odličnost. Zaskrbljujoče zmanjševanje dodane vrednosti na zaposlenega in hkrati nerealno prikazovanje vlaganj v RR (za leto 2013 že 2,8 BDP) nas vodi v obratno smer.

Svet SGRZ je sprejel dopolnjen program dela 2014, ki ima naslednje prioritete:

· Okrepitev članske baze in vzpostavitev ravnovesja s krepitvijo članov iz sfere gospodarstva;

· Uvedba pomoči članom pri pisanju projektnih prijav in intenzivnejše iskanje partnerjev za projektne konzorcije;

· Prispevek v pripravah projekta in aktivna vloga v delovanju »Ljubljanskega inovacijskega stičišča«;

· Dopolnitev poslovnega modela, z omogočanjem članom, da dokupijo potrebne dodatne svetovalne ure;

· Organizacija seminarja o novih EU programih in finančnih instrumentih, junija v Ljubljani;

· Organizacija posveta o netehnoloških inovacijah, septembra v Ljubljani.

Na seji Sveta in Skupščine je bil izvoljen nov sestav Sveta SGRZ, ki vključuje predstavnike naslednjih članov: UNI LJ, Riko, MOL, Občina Sl.Bistrica, IJS, ELES, NIB, GIS, OPZS, Doba fakulteta in TCS. Predsednik Sveta je postal rektor Univerze v Ljubljani prof.dr.Ivan Svetlik, podpredsednica pa Tanja Rupnik iz Rika.

Hkrati je bila izvoljena tudi nova Uprava SGRZ, v sestavi dr.Draško Veselinovič, predsednik; dr.Boris Cizelj, član; in dr.Stane Pejovnik, član. Nova Uprava nastopi mandat 1.septembra.

Svet je imenoval prve častne člane SGRZ in sicer: dr.Verico Trstenjak, dr.Vita Turk in Marka Verbiča. Vsi trije imajo pomembne zasluge za ustanovitev in razvoj ter delovanje združenja.

Dr.Boris Cizelj
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1.AKTUALNE NOVICE
· Kohezijska politika in Slovenija
Sloveniji je bilo za obdobje 2014-2020 dodeljenih približno 3,07 milijarde evrov sredstev kohezijske politike (v trenutnih cenah). V tem obdobju bo Slovenija upravljala en operativni program, ki bo vključeval Evropski sklad za regionalni razvoj (ESRR), Kohezijski sklad in Evropski socialni sklad (ESS). Prednostne naložbe bodo določene v partnerskem sporazumu z Evropsko komisijo, v primerjavi s predhodnim finančnim obdobjem, pa je prišlo do očitnega premika z naložb za podporo infrastrukturnim projektom na naložbe v inovacije in podjetništvo, ki bodo temelj za rast in zaposlovanje v državi, navaja Evropska komisija. Skladno s cilji strategije Evropa 2020 bo poudarek na vlaganjih v raziskave, razvoj in inovacije, konkurenčnost, opredelitev prednostnih sektorjev slovenskega gospodarstva v okviru strategije za pametno specializacijo z namenom prejemanja podpore ter zaposlovanje ter usposabljanje; podpiranju gospodarstva, ki temelji na učinkoviti rabi virov, boljšem varovanju okolja, rabi trajnostne energije in trajnostnih sistemih mobilnosti. V obdobju 2007–2013 je bilo Sloveniji iz Kohezijskega sklada dodeljeno skupno 4,2 milijarde evrov, ki so bili med drugim namenjeni za ustvarjanje 33.700 novih delovnih mest, podporo 585 raziskovalnim projektom, zagotovitev dostopa do širokopasovnega interneta 65.000 ljudem in zagotovitev dostopa do pitne vode 80.000 ljudem.
Več:

Poročilo Kohezijska politika in Slovenija
in

Spletna stran regionalna politika v državah članicah
· Načrt za zagotovitev dolgoročnega financiranja evropskega gospodarstva
Evropska komisija je sprejela sveženj ukrepov za spodbujanje novih načinov za sprostitev dolgoročnega financiranja in ponovne trajnostne gospodarske rasti. V okviru strategije Evropa 2020 in svežnja ukrepov za podnebne spremembe in obnovljivo energijo 2030 bodo po oceni Evropske komisije potrebna precejšnja vlaganja v infrastrukturo, nove tehnologije in inovacije, raziskave in razvoj in človeški kapital. Po ocenah instrumenta za povezovanje Evrope bo EU samo za naložbe v prometno, energetsko in telekomunikacijsko omrežje do leta 2020 potrebovala bilijon evrov. Sveženj ukrepov, ki ga je predložila Evropska komisija, vsebuje sporočilo o dolgoročnem financiranju gospodarstva, zakonodajni predlog o novih pravilih za poklicne pokojninske sklade ter sporočilo o množičnem financiranju.
Več:

Spletna stran s sporočilom o dolgoročnem financiranju gospodarstva
in

Pravila za poklicne pokojninske sklade
in

Spletna stran s poročilom o množičnem financiranju
· Javno posvetovanje o pravicah vlagateljev v okviru sporazuma TTIP
Evropska komisija se je odločila odpreti spletno javno posvetovanje o pravicah vlagateljev in mehanizmu reševanja sporov med vlagatelji in državo v okviru novega sporazuma o čezatlantskem partnerstvu na področju trgovine in naložb (TTIP). Namen posvetovanja je, da se na podlagi razmislekov vseh deležnikov bolje opredeli pristop EU glede pravic vlagateljev ter mehanizma reševanja sporov med vlagatelji in državo v pogajanjih o predlaganem sporazumu.
Več:

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
in

Dokument, ki je v javnem posvetovanju
· Četrtletni pregled razmer na področju zaposlovanja
Nedavno gospodarsko okrevanje še ni ustvarilo novih delovnih mest, socialne razmere v EU pa doslej kažejo malo znakov izboljšanja, Evropska komisija navaja v četrtletnem pregledu razmer na področju zaposlovanja in socialnih zadev. Prvi znaki stabilizacije na področju zaposlovanja so se pokazali leta 2013, ko je bila v drugi polovici leta zabeležena rast za 0,1 odstotka. Pozitivno rast so zabeležili v storitvenem sektorju, ukinjanje delovnih mest v gradbenem in industrijskem sektorju pa se je upočasnilo. Kljub temu podatki iz tretjega in četrtega četrtletja leta 2013 kažejo, da v vedno več državah članicah EU gospodarska rast ni ustvarila novih delovnih mest. Zato je prezgodaj, da bi bilo mogoče oceniti, ali bo trenutno okrevanje gospodarstva lahko pomenilo nova delovna mesta.

Več:

Spletna stran s poročilom Komisije
· Odgovor Evropske komisije o pravici do vode
S sporočilom, v katerem navaja, da je odločitev o najboljšem načinu upravljanja storitev za rabo vode trdno v rokah javnih organov v državah članicah, Komisija pa bo še naprej spoštovala pravila Pogodbe, ki od Evropske unije zahtevajo, da ostane nevtralna glede nacionalnih odločitev o lastništvu podjetij za oskrbo z vodo, se je Evropska komisija odzvala na doslej prvo evropsko državljansko pobudo, ki je bila uspešno izpeljana na področjih, na katerih lahko ukrepa. 
Več:

Odgovor Evropske komisije na pobudo 

in

Spletna stran o evropski državljanski pobudi
in

Spletna stran pobude Right2Water
· Sklepi Evropskega sveta 
Vprašanja v zvezi z industrijsko konkurenčnostjo bi morala biti sistematično vključena v vsa politična področja EU in biti del ocene učinka, da bi za naše gospodarstvo zagotovili močnejšo industrijsko bazo. Hkrati bi bilo treba preverjati vpliv na konkurenčnost. Države članice naj sprejmejo ukrepe, enakovredne ukrepom na evropski ravni, da bi izboljšale konkurenčnost industrije na nacionalni ravni, piše v sklepih, ki so jih voditelji članic EU sprejeli na zasedanju Evropskega sveta 20. in 21. marca.
Več:
Sporočilo o sklepih Evropskega sveta
· Poslanci predlagajo ukinitev plačevana za roaming
Dve glavni novosti telekomunikacijske zakonodaje, o kateri so glasovali poslanci Evropskega parlamenta, sta predlog za ukinitev plačevanja stroškov za gostovanje v omrežjih tujih operaterjev mobilne telefonije in predlog, da operaterji telekomunikacijskih omrežjih ne bi smeli upočasnjevati ali blokirati dostopa do interneta za storitve, ki jih ponujajo njihovi konkurenti.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
2. KRATKE NOVICE

· Predlog za skrajšanje postopkov za izdajo vizumov
Evropska komisija ugotavlja, da številni državljani držav zunaj EU, ki želijo potovati v EU, pogosto naletijo na nejasne, dolgotrajne in drage vizumske postopke. Zato predlaga skrajšanje in poenostavitev postopkov za izdajo vizumov za kratkotrajno bivanje v EU.  
Več:

Poročilo Pametnejša vizumska politika za gospodarsko rast
in

Predlog za prenovitev uredbe o vizumskem zakoniku Unije
in

Predlog za uredbo o uvedbi potovalnega vizuma
· Smernice za spremembo pravil glede DDV za  e-storitve
Evropska komisija je objavila smernice za uporabo novih pravil glede DDV za telekomunikacije, televizijo in elektronske storitve, ki bodo začela veljati leta 2015. Od takrat bo DDV treba obračunati tam, kjer ima sedež potrošnik.
Več:

Spletna stran s smernicami
· Poslanci so zaostrili pravila za varovanje osebnih podatkov
Evropski poslanci so potrdili korenite spremembe zakonov o varstvu podatkov in se zavzeli za ostrejšo zaščito osebnih podatkov evropskih državljanov, ki se prenašajo iz Unije. Evropski parlament je glasoval v prvi obravnavi zakonodajnega osnutka. Na ta način je združil doslej opravljeno delo, da ga bo lahko posredoval novoizvoljenemu parlamentu. S tem je novim poslancem, ki bodo izvoljeni maja, omogočil nadaljevanje doslej opravljenega dela.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Delo na črno je močno razširjen problem
Evropska komisija je predlagala vzpostavitev evropske platforme za izboljšanje sodelovanja na ravni EU za učinkovitejše preprečevanje in odvračanje od dela na črno. Približno vsak deseti Evropejec (11 odstotkov) priznava, da je v preteklem letu kupil blago ali plačal storitve, povezane z delom na črno, 4 odstotke pa jih priznava, da so prejeli neprijavljeno plačilo za svoje delo. Poleg tega je vsak trideseti (3 odstotke) od svojega delodajalca prejel delno plačilo v gotovini (plačo v kuverti). To je nekaj ugotovitev raziskave Eurobarometer, ki kaže, da je delo na črno v Evropi še vedno zelo razširjeno, čeprav se obseg in dojemanje tega problema med državami razlikujeta.
Več:
Spletna stran s predlogom za platformo
in
Rezultati ankete Eurobarometra
· Enotni polnilec za mobilne telefone
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta so v okviru posodobitve zakonodaje o radijski opremi zahtevali oblikovanje enotnega polnilca za mobilne telefone. Parlament je o tem že dosegel neformalni dogovor z državami članicami.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Ocena napredka pri izpolnjevanju ciljev za socialno vključenost
Evropska komisija je objavila oceno napredka pri izpolnjevanju ciljev strategije Evropa 2020 za povečanje socialne vključenosti. Članice EU morajo te cilje uresničiti z ukrepi, ki jih navedejo v svojih nacionalnih programih reform. Letošnjega morajo poslati Evropski komisiji do konca aprila.
Več:

Spletna stran z oceno Evropske komisije
· Javni posvetovanji o davčnih ovirah
Državljani, ki delajo v drugih državah članicah in državljani kot dediči premoženja v drugih članicah EU imajo pogosto težave pogosto probleme s pravili za plačilo davkov. Evropska komisija prek dveh javnih posvetovanj zbira mnenja in predloge, kako te probleme odpraviti. Hkrati je objavila tudi poziv za kandidate, ki bi želeli sodelovati v strokovni skupini o neposredni obdavčitvi. Javni posvetovanji sta odprti do 3. julija. Prijavo za sodelovanje v strokovni skupini je treba oddati do 2. maja.
Več:

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja o davčnih ovirah
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja o davku na dediščino
in

Poziv za sodelovanje v strokovni skupini
· Poročilo o implementaciji direktive o delu prek agencij za zagotavljanje začasnega dela
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo o implementaciji direktive o delu prek agencij za zagotavljanje začasnega dela. V njem med drugim ugotavlja, da je večina držav članic menila, da so bili z direktivo dejansko doseženi njeni cilje socialne politike ali da je pomenila pomemben korak naprej pri razvoju socialne Evrope. Slovenija in Slovaška sta izpostavili praktične težave, nastale zaradi razlogov, ki niso povezani z direktivo.
Več:

Spletna stran s poročilom
· Poročili o napredku pri boju zoper protekcionizem
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo o napredku pri boju proti protekcionizmu na trgih Kitajske, Indije, Japonske, Brazilije, Argentine, Rusije in ZDA. V njem ugotavlja, da nekatere trdovratne ovire, ki preprečujejo dostop evropskih podjetij, na teh trgih še obstajajo. 
Več:

Poročilo
· Pregled stanja na področju pravosodja 
Evropska komisija je objavila drugi pregled stanja na področju pravosodja, ki se osredotoča na civilne in gospodarske pravdne zadeve ter upravne zadeve. V tem pregledu so obravnavani isti kazalniki kot v pregledu za leto 2013, poleg tega pa je uporabljenih tudi nekaj dodatnih virov informacij (učinkovitost pravosodnih sistemov, kakovost, neodvisnost).
Več:

Pregled stanja pravosodja
3. NOVA ZAKONODAJA
· Objavljena je nova zakonodaja za javna naročila in koncesije
V uradnem listu EU je bila objavljena nova zakonodaja EU za javno naročanje in za koncesije, ki bo stopila v veljavo 17. aprila. Države članice bodo potem imele dve leti časa, da jo prenesejo v svoj pravni red. Za prenos določb, ki se nanašajo na elektornsko objavo javnih naročil, bodo  imele dodatnih 30 mesecev časa. Javne pogodbe, za katere bo veljala nova zakonodaja, so po podatkih Evropske komisije vredne 420 milijard evrov.
Več:

Direktiva o podeljevanju koncesijskih pogodb
in

Direktiva o javnem naročanju
in 

Direktiva o javnem naročanju naročnikov, ki opravljajo dejavnosti v vodnem, energetskem in prometnem sektorju ter sektorju poštnih storitev
· Objavljena je direktiva o sezonskih delavcih iz nečlanic EU
V uradnem listu EU je objavljena direktiva o pogojih za vstop in bivanje državljanov tretjih držav zaradi zaposlitve sezonskih delavcev. Države članice morajo njene določbe s svojimi nacionalnimi predpisi prenesti v svoj pravni red do 30. septembra 2016. Evropska komisija bo moala vsaka tri leta, prvič pa najpozneje do 30. septembra 2019, Evropskemu parlamentu in Svetu EU predložiti poročilo o izvajanju te direktive v državah članicah ter predlagati potrebne spremembe.
Več:

Direktiva
· Sprejeta je direktiva o zamrznitvi in zaplembi premoženjske koristi
Svet EU je sprejel direktivo o zamrznitvi in zaplembi premoženjske koristi, pridobljene s kaznivim dejanjem, katere namen je državam članicam EU zamrzniti in zapleniti premoženje, ki izvira iz čezmejnega in organiziranega kriminala.
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
· Sprejeta je direktiva o evropskem preiskovalnem nalogu
Svet EU je sprejel direktivo o evropskem preiskovalnem nalogu v kazenskih zadevah, ki državam članicam omogočla preiskave po nalogu druge države članice na podlagi medsebojnega priznavanja. Te preiskave med drugim vključujejo izpraševanje prič, izmenjavo informacij, v izjemnih primerih tudi prisluškovanje in informiranje in nadzor nad bančnimi računi.
Več:
Sporočilo Sveta EU
· Nova direktiva o obdavčitvi prihodkov od prihrankov
Svet EU je sprejel prenovljeno direktivo o obdavčitvi dohodka od prihrankov v obliki plačil obresti. V novo direktivo so vključeni prihodki od življenjskih zavarovanj in od investivij v sklade.
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
4. GOSPODARSKE NOVICE
· Mnenja o zelenem akcijskem programu za majhna in srednja podjetja
Evropska komisija je objavila mnenja in stališča, ki jih je o zelenem akcijskem načrtu za majhna in srednja zbrala prek javnega posvetovanja. Iz Slovenije je Komisija dobila 1 odgovor. Sodelujoči so svoja stališča izrazili o podpori majhnim in srednjim podjetjem pri bolj zelenem poslovanju, dostopu do finančnih virov, pomoči v okviru bolj zelene verige, o novih poslovnih priložnostih v bolj zelenem gospodarstvu, o izvozu zelenih proizvodov in storitev.
Več:

Spletna stran s poročilom 
· Napredna proizvodnja je prihodnost evropske industrije
Strokovna skupina o napredni proizvodnji za čisto industrijo je objavila poročilo, v katerem ugotavlja, da je napredna proizvodnja prihodnost industrije v EU. V njem je predstavljen  pregled ukrepov, ki so bili izvedeni za vzpostavitev napredne proizvodnje za povečanje konkurenčnosti evropske industrije. To so predvsem trajnostne proizvodne tehnologije, inteligentna proizvodnja z uporabo informacijsko-komunikacijskih tehnologij, visoko produktivna proizvodnja. 
Več:
Spletna stran s poročilom
· Informacije o implementaciji direktive o boju proti zamudam pri plačilih
Evropska komisija je odprla informacijsko točko e-Desk zamude pri plačilih, prek katere posreduje mnenja o implementaciji direktive o boju proti zamudam pri plačilih. Prek te spletne strani podjetja in posamezniki lahko dobijo informacije o pravicah, ki jih imajo na podlagi direktive, ki so jo države članice morale prenesti v svoj pravni red do 16. marca letos. Ta določa, da morajo javni organi poravnati račune za blago in storitve, ki jih kupijo, v 30 koledarskih dneh, v izjemnih primerih pa v 60 dneh. Komisija vprašanja sprejema na naslovu: ENTR-LATE-PAY-E-DESK@ec.europa.eu. 
Več:

Spletna stran z informacijami o e-Desku zamude priplačilih
· Varnost žičnic naj urejata dve uredbi 
Evropska komisija predlaga, da bi dve evropski direktivi, ki sedaj urejata varnost opreme za žičnice in varnost žičničnih naprav nadomestili dve uredbi, ki bi neposredno veljali v državah članicah. S to zamenjavo bi lahko ukinili 56 nacionalnih predpisov, s katerimi so države članice prenesle v svoj pravni red sedaj veljavni evropski direktivi.
Več:

Spletna stran s predlogom uredbe o varnostni opremi
in

Spletna stran s predlogom uredbe o varnosti žičničnih naprav
· Kampanja za zmanjšanje stresa na delovnem mestu
Evropska agencija za varnost in zdravje pri delu je začela evropsko kampanjo z naslovom Obvladujmo stres. Namen kampanje je osveščati javnost o psiholoških, fizičnih in socialnih tveganjih, povezanih s stresom pri delu. Kampanja bo potekala v letih 2014 in 2015.
Več:

Spletna stran kampanje
· Razkritje prejemkov za največja podjetja
Evropska komisija je sprejela ukrepe za izboljšanje upravljanja približno 10.000 podjetij, ki kotirajo na evropskih borzah. Poleg tega Komisija predlaga stroškovno učinkovite rešitve na področju prava gospodarskih družb za mala in srednja podjetja (MSP), ki poslujejo čezmejno. Komisija predlaga obveznost razkritja prejemkov. Trenutno prejemki menedžerjev niso v zadostni meri vezani na njihove rezultate, kar spodbuja škodljivo, kratkoročno usmerjeno ravnanje. V skladu s predlogi bi morala podjetja razkriti jasne, primerljive in celovite informacije o politikah prejemkov in njihovem izvajanju v praksi. Obvezna zgornja meja za prejemke na ravni EU ne bi obstajala, vendar bi morali v vsakem podjetju delničarji glasovati o politiki prejemkov, rezultati glasovanja pa bi bili zavezujoči. Politika prejemkov bi morala vsebovati najvišji dovoljeni prejemek menedžerjev. Prav tako bi morala pojasniti, kako prispeva k dolgoročnim interesom in vzdržnosti podjetja. Opisati bi morala tudi, kako so se pri njenem določanju upoštevali plače in pogoji zaposlitve zaposlenih v podjetju, vključno s pojasnilom, kakšno je razmerje med povprečno plačo zaposlenih in plačami vodilnih.
Več:

Spletna stran s predlogom
· Poslovne storitve so pomembne za ohranitev evropske industrije
Strokovna skupina o poslovnih storitvah je objavilam poročilo za ta sektor, v katerem izpostavlja, da moajo te storitve biti med prednostnimi nalogami pri izvajanju strategije Evropa 2020, zlasti v povezavi z industrijo. Nasploh pa je v poročilu poglobljena analiza trendov na področju poslovnih storitev.
Več:

Spletna stran o strokovni skupini s poročilom
5. FINANČNE STORITVE
· Omejitev provizij ob plačilih s kartico
Pristojbine, ki jih banke zaračunavajo trgovcem na drobno za obdelavo plačil s karticami, bi morale biti omejene, se zavzema Evropski parlament s predlogom pravil, ki jih je potrdil. Med njimi so ukrepi za varnejše spletno plačevanje, zmanjšanje stroškov in omogočanje večje izbire uporabnikom. Pristojbino, ki jo banka zaračuna za obdelavo transakcij s kreditnimi karticami, kot sta Visa in MasterCard, bi bilo treba omejiti na 0,3 odstotka vrednosti kartične transakcije in na 7 centov oziroma 0,2 odstotka (na nižjo vrednost) transakcije z debetnimi karticami, kot je Maestro. Varovala za plačila po spletu je treba posodobiti zaradi razvoja tehnologije na tem področju, razmer na trgu in naraščajočega števila spletnih plačil. Uporabniki spletbih plačilnih storitev bi morali dobili tudi enoten nabor osnovnih podatkov, na primer vse stroške, čas izvršitve plačila, kontaktne informacije in po potrebi tudi menjalne tečaje.
Več:
Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Tehnični standardi za implementacijo uredbe CRR in direktive CRD
Evropska komisija je objavila sveženj regulatornih tehničnih standardov za implementacijo uredbe o kapitalski ustreznosti (CRR) in direktive o dostopu do dejavnosti krditnih institucij in bonitetnem nadzoru kreditnih institucij in investicijskih podjetij (CRD). Ti standardi med drugim določajo način, kako morajo pristojni organi in tržne družbe objavljati podatke o izvedenih finančnih instrumentih, kako meriti potencialne izgube pri trgovanju s temi instrumenti.
Več:

Spletna stran s standardi
6. REGIONALNA POLITIKA
· Ljubljana je prejela nagrado EU za trajnostno mobilnost v mestih
Evropska komisija je za dobitnika nagrade za najboljši načrt trajnostne mobilnosti v mestih za leto 2013 razglasila Rivas Vaciamadrid v Španiji, za prejemnico nagrade evropskega tedna mobilnosti pa Ljubljano. Ljubljana, prestolnica in največje mesto Slovenije, je potrdila svojo predanost kampanji evropskega tedna mobilnosti z vzpostavitvijo obsežnega programa dejavnosti in dogodkov, ki spodbujajo trajnostne načine prevoza, ter z uvedbo trajnih ukrepov v korist uporabe javnega prevoza, kolesarjenja in pešačenja. S stalnim osredotočanjem na temo leta 2013, namreč „Vaš korak za čistejši zrak“, je uspešno angažirala široko paleto deležnikov, vključno z raziskovalnimi centri, šolami, vrtci ter športnimi združenji in združenji državljanov.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Ljubljana je v ožjem izboru za zeleno prestolnico 2016

Ljubljana, Essen (Nemčija), Nijmegen (Nizozemska), Oslo (Norveška) in Umeå (Švedska) so v ožjem izboru za zeleno prestolnico Evrope za leto 2016. Nagrada se vsako leto podeli enemu evropskemu mestu za dosežke na področju okoljske trajnosti. Letos so v izboru prvič lahko sodelovala tudi evropska mesta z več kot 100 000 prebivalci; doslej je to veljalo le za mesta z najmanj 200 000 prebivalci. Mesta v ožjem izboru se bodo zdaj pripravila, da žiriji v sedanji zeleni prestolnici Evrope Københavnu 23. junija predstavijo svojo vizijo, svoj potencial, da postanejo vzor drugim mestom, in svojo komunikacijsko strategijo. Končna odločitev žirije, katero mesto bo prejelo naziv zelene prestolnice Evrope za leto 2016, bo razglašena naslednji dan, 24. junija, na uradni podelitvi nagrade v Københavnu.

Več:

Spletna stran zelene prestolnice Evrope
· Nova pobuda kot pomoč mestom v boju zoper podnebne spremembe

Mayors Adapt je nova pobuda Evropske komisije, ki je namenjena pomoči mestom pri izvajanju ukrepov za boj proti podnebnim spremembam. Mesta, ki bodo pristropila k pobudi, se bodo zavezala, da bodo razvila lokalne strategije z ukrepi za prilagajanje in ukrepanje proti podnebnim spremembam. Podpisniki pobude bodo imeli na voljo osebno pomoč, dostop do informacij za dogodkih, kjer bodo predstavljene najboljše prakse, svetovanje in materiale. 

Več:

Spletna stran Mayors Adapt 

· Nagrade RegioStars 2014 so podeljene
Projekti iz regije Paredes na severu Portugalske, regij Cornwall in West Wales and the Valleys iz Velike Britanije ter poljske regije Gdynia so prejemniki letošnje nagrade RegioStars. Nagrajenci so bili izbrani med projekti, ki se sofinancirajo z naložbami iz Evropskega sklada za regionalni razvoj in Evropskega socialnega sklada. Med 19 finalisti, ki so se potegovali za nagrado, ni bilo nobenega projekta iz Slovenije. 
Več:

Spletna stran o nagradah
7. TRANSPORT IN ENERGETIKA

· Pravna podlaga za prvih 12 milijard evrov za področje transporta
Evropska komisija je v na podlagi novega instrumenta Povežimo Evropo (Connecting Europe Facility) sprejela večletni delovni program in delovni program za leto 2014, ki bosta podlaga za objavo javnih razpisov zas razdelitev prvih 12 milijard evrov za projekte, ki so del transevropskega prometnega omrežja. Razpis za razdelitev teh sredstev bo objavljen 1. septembra 2014. V večletnem delovnem programu je navedla velike projekte z daljšim rokom za dokončanje, za katere je na voljo 11 milijard evrov, v delovnem programu za leto 2014 je navedla manjše projekte, za katere je na voljo 1 milijarda evrov.  

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Pojasnila pravil EU za javni transport potnikov
Evropska komisija je objavila pojasnila, kako uporabljati pravila EU za javni transport potnikov po železnici in cesti. Namenjena so javnim organom pri sklepanju pogodb, saj Komisija med drugim pojasnjuje, kaj so dolžnosti javnega servisa, opredeljuje dolžino trajanja pogodb, določbe o socialni zaščiti zaposlenih, začasne dogovore, pravila glede transparentnosti in določanja cen.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije 
· Kako financirati energetsko učinkovitost
Strokovna skupina Energy Efficiency Financial Institutions Group (EEFIG) je objavila poročilo, v katerem opozarja, da EU ne bo dosegla ckiljev glede povečanja energetske učinkovitosti za 20 odstotkov do leta 2020, če ne bo povečala investicij na tem področju. V poročilu strokovna komisija navaja pet priporočil. Javnim organom, lastnikom nepremičnin in gospodinjstvom je treba predstaviti podatke o učinkih vlaganj v povečanje energetske učinkovitosti, izboljšati in dopolniti je treba standarde in pravilnike za certificiranje energetske učinkovitosti, poskrbeti je treba, da bodo tisti, ki sprejemajo odločitve na lahek način prišli do potrebnih podatkov. Razviti je treba standarde za vsak element v procesu povečanja energetske učinkovitosti, poskrbeti za rabo sredstev iz evropskih skladov.
Več:

Poročilo
· Posodobljena brošura o zunanjih stroških trasnsporta
Evropska komisija je objavila posodobljeno različico brošure o zunanjih stroških transporta, ki vključuje novosti, kot so veliko novih podatkov o hrupu, nesrečah in izpustih, nove posodobljene modele, raziskave o dodatnih vplivih na zdravje, študije in izračune za marginalne stroške.
Več:

Brošura
in

Spletna stran o trajnostnem transportu
· Posvetovanje o razvoju enotnih pravil za ogljični odtis za transport
Evropska komisija do 13. junija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira mnenja in predloge za razvoj enotnih ukrepov za merjenje ogljičnega odtisa za področje transporta blaga in potnikov. Komiisja pričakuje mnenja in predloge od podjetij, javnih organov, akademikov, združenj in drugih zainteresiranih. 
Več:

Vprašalnik
in

Dokument za javno posvetovanje
· Smernice za investicije za energetsko prenovo stavb
Evropska komisija je objavila tehnične smernice za financiranje energetske prenove stavb s sredstvi v okviru kohezijske politike. V njih navaja, katere so zahteve EU glede stavb in  energetske učinkovitosti, navaja seznam dobrih praks in različne možnosti financiranja.
Več:

Tehnične smernice
· Prva preglednica o transportu v EU
Evropska komisija je objavila pregled o transportu v EU, v katerem prvič primerja dosežke držav članic v 22 kategorijah, povezanih s prometom, in za večino teh kategorij izpostavlja pet držav z najboljšimi in najslabšimi rezultati. Nizozemska in Nemčija sta na vrhu lestvice z najboljšimi rezultati v 11 kategorijah. Slovenija je med petimi najboljšimi v 4 kategorijah, prav tako v štirih kategorijah je tudi med petimi najslabšimi.
Več:

Spletna stran s pregledom
8. EKOLOGIJA IN TRAJNOSTNI RAZVOJ

· Nova pravila za podpore za varovanje okolja in energijo
Evropska komisija je sprejela nova pravila za javne podpore projektov s področja varovanja okolja in energije. Ta pravila so smernice za države članice pri doseganju podnebnih ciljev do leta 2020, in sicer pri izogibanju rušenja trga s subvencijami za obnovljive vire energije. Smernice so pripravljene tako, da bo mogoče postopnmo preiti na tržne spodbude za obnovljive vire energije. Hkrati pokrivajo tudi pomoč za gradnjo energetske infrastrukture in novih elektrarn z namenom okrepiti notranji trg in zagotoviti varno oskrbo.
Več:

Smernice za varovanje okolja in energijo
9. VARSTVO POTROŠNIKOV
· Deseta obletnica sistema Rapex
Rapex je že deset let evropski sistem hitrega obveščanja o neživilskih izdelkih med državami članicami EU in Evropsko komisijo. Uporablja se za hitro širjenje informacij o potencialno nevarnih izdelkih in nacionalnih izvršilnih ukrepih. To omogoča zgodnejše prepoznavanje in odstranitev izdelkov, ki so nevarni za potrošnike, s trgov EU. Leta 2013 sta bili glavni kategoriji izdelkov, za katere je bilo treba sprejeti popravne ukrepe, kategorija oblačil, tekstila in modnih izdelkov ter kategorija igrač. Med najpogosteje sporočenimi tveganji, ki jih povzročajo ti izdelki, so bila kemično tveganje, tveganje zadavljenja, tveganje poškodb in tveganje zadušitve.
Več:
Spletna stran sistema Rapex
· Potrošniki so žrtve geografske loterije širokopasovnega interneta
Štiri študije, ki jih je objavila Evropska komisija, kažejo, da na trgih širokopasovnega interneta znotraj EU skoraj ni vzorca ali skladnosti. Cene najpogostejših širokopasovnih povezav so v nekaterih državah članicah lahko do štirikrat višje, tudi če upoštevamo kupno moč. Kar 66 odstotkov ljudi ne ve, na kakšno hitrost interneta so se naročili. Potrošniki dobijo v povprečju samo 75 odstotkov hitrosti širokopasovne povezave, na katero so se naročili. 

Več:

Študija o stroških širokopasovnega internetnega dostopa
in

Študija o razliki med plačano in dejansko prejeto hitrostjo internetne povezave
in

Raziskava Eurobarometer
in
Poročilo o številu naročniških razmerij za dostop do širokopasovnih povezav v državah članicah
· Nov program EU za varstvo potrošnikov za obdobje 2014-2020
Evropska komisija je sprejela program varstva potrošnikov za obdobje od leta 2014-2020. Skupni proračun programa znaša 188,8 milijona evrov. Pri izvajanju se bo Komisija osredotočila na štiri področja. Prvo je enotni trg varnih proizvodov, ki koristi državljanom in je v interesu konkurenčnih podjetij in trgovcev. Drugo je enotni trg, na katerem državljane dobro zastopajo učinkovite potrošniške organizacije, ki so kos izzivom današnjega gospodarskega okolja. Tretje področje programa je lažji dostop do mehanizmov pravnega varstva v primeru težav, četrto področje pa konkretno in učinkovito sodelovanje med nacionalnimi organi za podporo potrošnikom pri uveljavljanju njihovih pravic in zagotavljanje potrošniškega svetovanja.

Več:

Spletna stran s programom
· Poročilo o izvajanju Evropske agende za potrošnike
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo o izvajanju Evropske agende za potrošnike, v katerem izpostavlja napredek na štirih področjih, in sicer izboljšanje potrošniške varnosti, okrepitev ozaveščenosti ljudi o potrošniških pravicah, boljše izvrševanje veljavnih pravil ter sprejetje nove zakonodaje za medsektorsko zaščito potrošniških interesov. Poročilo se prav tako osredotoča na vprašanja, ki jih bo treba obravnavati v prihodnjih letih, kot so na primer težke gospodarske razmere mnogih gospodinjstev, potreba po učinkovitem izvrševanju, digitalizacija vsakdanjega življenja in zmanjševanje razlik med državami članicami glede potrošniške kulture.
Več:

Poročilo
· RAPEX
Hitri sistem obveščanja EU o nevarnih proizvodih, ki krožijo na evropskem trgu. Posodobitve za marec – april 2014:
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/safety/rapex/alerts/main/index.cfm?event=main.weeklyOverview&web_report_id=921&selectedTabIdx=1 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/safety/rapex/alerts/main/index.cfm?event=main.weeklyOverview&web_report_id=920&selectedTabIdx=1
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/safety/rapex/alerts/main/index.cfm?event=main.weeklyOverview&web_report_id=910&selectedTabIdx=1
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/safety/rapex/alerts/main/index.cfm?event=main.weeklyOverview&web_report_id=902&selectedTabIdx=1
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/safety/rapex/alerts/main/index.cfm?event=main.weeklyOverview&web_report_id=901&selectedTabIdx=1  
10. RR IN INOVACIJE
· Barcelona je iprestolnica Evrope
Barcelona je evropska prestolnica inovacij (iprestolnica) Evrope. To nagrado v višini 500 tisoč evrov je dobila za uporabo novih tehnologij za približanje mesta državljanom.
Več:

Spletna stran iprestolnice
11. KULTURA IN IZOBRAŽEVANJE
· Pravila za izbor evropske prestolnice kulture od leta 2020 do 2033
Svet EU je sprejel svoje stališče v prvem branju predloga za določitev pravil za izbor evropske prestolnice kulture v obdobju od leta 2020 do 2033. Nova pravila je treba sprejeti, ker se veljavnost sedanjim izteče leta 2019.   
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
in

Stališče Sveta EU
· Dobitniki nagrade EU za kulturno dediščino
Evropska komisija in organizacija Europa Nostra sta razkrili dobitnike nagrade EU za kulturno dediščino / nagrade Europa Nostra za leto 2014. Med nagrajenci ni nikogar iz Slovenije. Letošnji dobitniki nagrade se pridružujejo 360 zmagovalnim projektom, ki sta jih Evropska komisija in organizacija Europa Nostra nagradili od leta 2002. Strokovne žirije, ki jih sestavljajo neodvisni strokovnjaki iz vse Evrope, ocenjujejo nominirane projekte v štirih kategorijah, in sicer ohranjanje dediščine, raziskave, predano delo ter izobraževanje, usposabljanje in ozaveščanje. Vsi zmagovalci prejmejo plaketo ali trofejo, vsak od šestih dobitnikov velike nagrade pa prejme tudi 10 000 evrov. 
Več:

Predstavitev zmagovalnih projektov
· Prvi spomeniki, ki bodo prejeli znak evropske dediščine
Žirija, ki jo je ustanovila Evropska komisija, je razglasila prve spomenike, ki bodo prejeli novi znak evropske dediščine. Štirje spomeniki so: Carnuntum Archaeological Park, obnovljena mestna četrt v Bad Deutsch-Altenburgu v Avstriji; Great Guild Hall, srednjeveška stanovska palača v Talinu v Estoniji; Peace Palace, stoletna palača miru v Haagu; in Kamp Westerbork, prehodno nacistično taborišče iz druge svetovne vojne v Hooghalenu, prav tako na Nizozemskem. Namen znaka je povečati ozaveščenost o spomenikih, ki so imeli pomembno vlogo v zgodovini, kulturi in razvoju Evropske unije, ter poudariti njihovo evropsko razsežnost z dejavnostmi obveščanja in izobraževanja. Glavni cilj znaka evropske dediščine pa je pri ljudeh okrepiti občutek pripadnosti Evropski uniji.
Več:

Spletna stran o znaku kulturne dediščine
12. KMETIJSTVO
· Predlog nove uredbe za ekološko kmetovanje
Evropska komisija je objavila predlog za novo uredbo o ekološki pridelavi in označevanju ekoloških proizvodov. Njegov namen je odprava pomanjkljivosti obstoječega sistema. Trg EU z ekološkimi proizvodi je danes štirikrat večji kot pred 10 leti in pravila je treba posodobiti in prilagoditi tako, da bodo omogočala nadaljnji razvoj sektorja in njegovo odzivanje na prihodnje izzive. Trije glavni cilji predloga so: ohranitev zaupanja potrošnikov, ohranitev zaupanja proizvajalcev in olajšanje prehoda na ekološko pridelavo za kmete.
Več:

Predlog nove uredbe
in

Spletna stran z dokumenti o ekološkem kmetovanju
· Poziv za skupine za sodelovanje v dialogu o kmetijski politiki
Evropska komisija je objavila poziv za skupine, ki želijo  sodelovati v novih skupinah za dialog o kmetijski politiki in razvoju podeželja. Nove skupine, ki bodo julija namestile sedanje, bodo pokrivale 14 tem. Prijavo je mogoče oddati do konca aprila, prijavijo pa se lahko le nevladne organizacije, ki so vpisane v evropski register lobistov. 
Več:

Spletna stran z razpisom
· Slovenija mora vrniti 2,13 milijona evrov
Evropska komisija je v tako imenovanem postopku potrditve obračunov zahtevala, da morajo države članice vrniti 318 milijonov evrov neupravičeno porabljenih sredstev za kmetijsko politiko EU. Slovenija mora od tega vrniti 2,13 milijona evrov.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Poročilo o označevanju porekla mesa, ko je meso sestavina
Ministri za kmetijstvo članic EU imajo različna mnenja o predlogih Evropske komisije za označevanje porekla mesa, ko je meso sestavina. Nekatere članice se zavzemajo za obvezno označevanje, nekatere bi označbe zahtevale za določeno članico EU ali določeno tretjo državo. Nekatere članice bi predpisale označbo, da gre za meso iz EU ali zunaj EU. Nekatere članice se zavzemajo za prostovoljno označevanje.
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
in

Poročilo Evropske komisije s predlogi za označevanje mesa, ko je meso sestavina
· Postopek proti ruski prepovedi uvoza prašičev iz EU
Evropska unija je v okviru Svetovne trgovinske organizacije (WTO) sprožila postopek proti ruski prepovedi uvoza prašičev in proizvodov iz prašičjega mesa iz EU. Prepoved trgovanja je kmetijskemu sektorju EU povzročila velike izgube. Dvostranski pogovori do sedaj niso prinesli rezultatov, napredka pri pogajanjih pa ni pričakovati. EU se je zato odločila, da bo zadevo reševala prek postopkov za reševanje sporov v okviru Svetovne trgovinske organizacije.

Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
13. JUGOVZHODNA EVROPA IN SOSEDSKA POLITIKA
· Letni pregled evropske sosedske politike
Uspeh evropske sosedske politike je odvisen od sposobnosti in zavez vlad k reformam, je Evropska komisija navedla v letnem pregledu evropske sosedske politike. Poročila kažejo, da izzivi, s katerimi se soočajo partnerske države, postajajo vedno bolj raznoliki. Moldavija in Gruzija sta dosegli napredek pri političnih in sodnih reformah ter reformah za pripravo na izvajanje pridružitvenih sporazumov. Armenija je nadaljevala z  demokratičnimi reformami, vendar se je odločila, da bo odložila priprave na sklenitev pridružitvenega sporazuma, vključno z vzpostavitvijo poglobljenega in celovitega območja proste trgovine, in da ga ne bo parafirala. Azerbajdžan še naprej ne upošteva pozivov k izboljšanju spoštovanja temeljnih pravic in svoboščin. Belorusija pri političnih reformah ni dosegla nobenega napredka. Marca je bil v Bruslju podpisan politični del pridružitvenega sporazuma med EU in Ukrajino.
Več:

Spletna stran s poročili o napredku posameznih držav
· Poslanci za zmanjšanje carin za uvoz iz Ukrajine
Evropski parlament je podprl predlog, ki predvideva odpravo 98 odstotkov carin na izdelke iz Ukrajine, kot so železo, jeklo, kmetijski pridelki in stroji. S to enostransko potezo naj bi ukrajinski izvozniki letno prihranili 487 milijonov evrov. Ukrep bo veljal do 1. novembra 2014 ali dokler ne bo začel veljati asociacijski sporazum med EU in Ukrajino, ki bo zajemal dvostransko liberalizacijo trgovine. Ukrep mora formalno potrditi še Svet ministrov EU. 
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
14. NAJAVE DOGODKOV

· Public Procurement & ESI Funds
Bruselj, maj 05 - 06, 2014

Več informacij tukaj
· Annual Conference on European Food Law 2014
Trier, maj 05 - 06, 2014

Več informacij tukaj
· Eurelectric Conference: Power Markets in Transition: why we need a new Market Design?
Bruselj, maj 06, 2014

Več informacij tukaj
· International Workshop on biotechnology in energy production
Madrid, maj 06, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· LINQ 2014 in conjunction with EIF 2014
Kreta, maj 07 - 09, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Enterprise Mobiloity Exchange
Amsterdam, maj 12 - 14, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· European Forum for Urban Security Genral Assembly
Karlsruhe, maj 12 - 13, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Enhancing dual-use technologies and products/services as a regional competitivness factor

Bruselj, maj 12, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Developing and Managing the Project Pipeline for Eu Structural and Cohesion Funds Programmes in 2014- 2020

Maastricht, maj 12 - 14, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Women's Health and Well-being in Europe
Bruselj, maj 13, 2014

Več informacij tukaj
· Renaturing Cities: Addresssing Environmental Challenges and the Effects of the Economic Crisis through Nature-Based Solutions 

Bruselj, maj 13 - 14, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Employment and Social Inclusion in Europe: Developing Skills and Supporting Disatvantaged Groups
Bruselj, maj 14, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Food Technology Professionals Platform for Inspiration, Innovation & Connectivity
Bruselj, maj 15 - 16, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Financial Management, Control & Audiut od ESI Funds 2014-2020
Bruselj, maj 15 - 16, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· EU Research & Innovation Project Management and Financial Reporting
Dunaj, maj 15 - 16, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· CKS 2014 The 8th International Conference »Challenges of the Knowledge Society«
Bukarešta, maj 16 - 17, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· High-level conference on social policy innovation
Bruselj, maj 19 - 20, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· The ninth Stakeholders' Day – European Chemical Agency (ECHA)
Helsinki, maj 21, 2014

Več informacij tukaj
· Stakeholder seminar in the framework of the study on the modulation od infrastructure charges to give incentives to equip trains with ETCS
Bruselj, maj 21, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· 1st International Conference on Renewable Energy Gas Technology, REGATEC 2014
Malmo, maj 22 - 23, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· The Future of European banking Union
Atene, maj 22 - 23, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
· Urban Transport 2014
Algarve, maj 28 - 30, 2014
Več informacij tukaj
15. ZANIMIVE PUBLIKACIJE
· International Debt Statistics 2014
· The Global Economy in 2030: Trends and Strategies for Europe
· Shifting EU Institutional Reform into High Gear: Report of the CEPS High-Level Group
· Patents and Standards: A modern framework for IPR-based standardization
· The ‘Relative’ Importance of EMU Macroeconomic Imbalances in the Macroeconomic Imbalance Procedure
· Regulatory Assessment Toolkit: A Practical Methodology for Assessing Regulation on Trade and Investment in Services
· Research and innovation in support of the European neighbourhood policy
· Gendered innovations: How gender analysis contributes to research
· Co-creating European citizenship
· The 'Blue Guide' on the implementation of EU product rules 2014
· The 'Advancing Manufacturing – Advancing Europe'
· The European construction sector: a global partner
· Oxfordshire Innovation Engine
· Energy moves and power shifts: EU foreign policy and global energy security
· OECD Science, Technology and Industry Scoreboard 2013: Innovation for Growth
· Economic and monetary union: Main legal texts 2014
· Diversified development: Making the most of natural resources in Eurasia
· Gender at Work: A Companion to the World Development Report on Jobs
· Deep Roots of Fiscal Behavior
· Faster, Higher, Stronger – Raising the Growth Potential of CESEE
· Europe’s Road to Integration
· Whither the Euro?
· Capital Markets and Economic Imbalances: from one crisis to another
· Energy Economic Developments in Europe
· Benchmarking Working Europe 2014
· 2014 Eurochambres Economic Survey
16. PRILOGE
· PRILOGA 1: On Ukrainian Gas Transit and South Stream There may be more than meets the eye
CEPS/ Brussels

The European Union relies to a considerable degree on imports to meet its demand for natural gas. In 2012, the EU consumed approximately 444 bcm of gas, of which about twothirds (or about 294 bcm) was imported from non-EU countries, mainly in the form of piped gas. Whereas Norwegian export pipelines are directly connected to the EU gas system, e.g. the Langeled pipeline transporting gas to the UK, a major share of Russian gas flows through the territories of non-EU member states, namely Belarus and Ukraine, before reaching consumers located in the EU.

From an exporter’s standpoint, gas transit is problematic for two major reasons. First, the producer (e.g. Gazprom or Sonatrach) has to pay a transit fee to the government of the transit country. Second, gas transit carries risks. Transit countries (e.g. Belarus, Ukraine or Tunisia) often receive their own gas deliveries through the same pipelines that are used to transport gas to other consumers located down in the supply chain (e.g. Poland, Slovakia or Italy). Therefore, a suspension of gas supplies to one of the transit countries could negatively affect gas flows to other countries.

In 2009, a gas dispute between Moscow and Kyiv led to a suspension of Russian gas deliveries to Ukraine. This crisis resulted in supply disruptions in 12 EU member states. Not surprisingly, the mounting tension between Russia and Ukraine over the Crimean Peninsula has revived the ghosts from the past. Is there a real prospect that a crisis of the same magnitude might again erupt? Probably not.

According to a 2009 European Commission Staff Working Document (European Commission, 2009), about 80% of Russian gas exports to the EU that year transited through Ukraine. And even today, the Ukrainian gas transmission system (GTS) remains the main supply corridor for Russian gas flowing into the EU. The picture is becoming more complicated today, however, as a result of several developments, and a (potential) suspension of Russian supplies to Ukraine would have a limited effect on EU member states. Four points are worth emphasising.
First, the EU has learned its lesson in the aftermath of the 2009 crisis. The Regulation on Gas Supply Security is revealing in this respect. Adopted a few months after the 2009 gas dispute, it strengthened the EU’s ability to respond to potential disruptions in gas supplies. Whilst the Regulation identified the internal gas market as the EU’s best tool for enhancing its security of supply, it also provided standards for increasing the market’s liquidity and interconnectivity. In this context, it requires all gas interconnectors between the member states to be equipped with reverse flow capabilities by the end of 2014, allowing gas flows to regions exposed to unwanted supply shocks. Moreover, the deployment of new infrastructure, in the form of reverse flows, storage sites and LNG facilities, has improved the supply-security of the internal gas market.

Second, Ukraine’s role as a transit country for Russian gas supplies has been weakened because Russia diversified its gas export routes (see the figure above). Russia’s export capacities to the EU increased by 55 bcm annually when the Nord Stream pipeline, connecting Russia and Germany, became fully operational in 2012. Moreover, the acquisition of Beltransgaz late in 2011 allowed Gazprom to take control of the Belarusian GTS. With that move, Gazprom killed two birds with one stone. Not only did it gain another direct supply route to the EU, but it also got rid of the transit element for gas flowing through the Yamal pipeline. The Yamal-Europe pipeline transports Russian gas through Belarus into Poland and Germany and has an annual capacity of 33 bcm. In the event of another crisis, if used at full capacity, the two supply corridors would allow Gazprom to inject up to 88 bcm per year, or 83% of total 2012 Russian exports1 into the EU gas system.

In addition, the takeover of Beltransgaz and the construction of the Nord Stream pipeline allowed Gazprom to redirect gas flows destined for its customers located in Central and North- Western Europe to these more convenient export routes. Consequently, countries like Poland, Germany or France would be effectively shielded from potential disruptions in supplies of natural gas transiting Ukraine.

Finally, a successful completion of the South Stream project (with its planned capacity of 63 bcm per year) could further reduce the importance of Ukraine as a transit country. Currently under construction, the South Stream pipeline will ship Russian gas through the Black Sea into southeastern Europe. Whereas this development might be welcomed by Moscow and Brussels, it would nevertheless increase Gazprom’s market power in Europe. This is especially pertinent as the EU itself has embarked on a transition to hub-based pricing as the pricing mechanism for natural gas. As opposed to oil-indexation, the main price driver under this pricing mechanism is not the price of oil, but rather the market value of gas as a result of the equilibrium between supply and demand (for more, see Wieczorkiewicz, 2014).
Indeed, if completed, the South Stream pipeline will augment Gazprom’s export capacity to the EU to a maximum of 269 bcm per year, largely exceeding the current volume of gas supplies flowing from Russia to the EU member states, which totalled some 105 bcm in 2012. Under a hub-based pricing mechanism, this spare capacity could allow Gazprom to increase gas supplies with the possible aim of influencing price levels at selected European hubs (e.g. making alternatives to Russian gas unprofitable).

Further progress in the integration of the single gas market in the EU has reduced the vulnerability of the EU to disruptions of gas imports. However, new market rules are also influencing the behaviour of external gas suppliers. Most notably, we can observe the recent moves of Russia as it attempts to secure its long-term influence in the EU gas market. We should expect to see further strategic developments in EU gas supplies in the near future.

· PRILOGA 2: A success story for the EU and seasonal workers' rights without reinventing the wheel
EPC/ Brussels
BACKGROUND

The proposal for a directive on the conditions of entry and residence of third-country nationals for the purposes of seasonal employment was published by the European Commission (the Commission) in July 2010. With formal publication today in the Official Journal, it is time to assess what the final outcome of three and a half years of intra-EU negotiations has been.

Despite the economic crisis with resulting high unemployment, EU economies face vacancies across the skill spectrum. At the low end there is a structural need when it comes to seasonal work. This is due to the fact that the EU workforce generally sees seasonal work as unattractive. This need is sometimes plugged through the mobility of EU workers especially from newer Member States to older ones. Nevertheless, seasonal workers can be seen everywhere: mushroom picking in the Netherlands, ski resorts in Austria, coastal tourism in Spain or in the olive groves of Italy. Seasonal work is also key to Central and Eastern European Member States who often meet their needs with nationals of countries bordering the EU, e.g Ukrainians in Poland.

At the EU level the need for seasonal workers was acknowledged in the Commission's 2005 Policy Plan on Legal Migration. This plan resulted in a sectoral approach to labour migration policy and has seen the adoption of the Blue Card (Highly Skilled Workers Directive) in June 2009 and the EU Single Permit in December 2011. The remaining legislative proposals in this field are the Intra-Company Transfers (ICTs) Directive, awaiting the European Parliament's (the Parliament) approval in the plenary sitting in April, and the recast of the Students and Researchers Directive, which the Parliament adopted end of February at first reading. Before a year of change in EU institutions, there is a concerted push from all negotiating parties to adopt all these files before this Parliament's mandate is over. Such time pressures, allied to a general context of populism on migration issues in Europe, and hostility amongst some Member States towards EU legislation in this field, can run the risk of resulting in bad legislation.

Launched at the same time as the ICTs Directive – and often perceived as a package, and negotiated in parallel – the Seasonal Workers Directive initially appeared to be more troublesome, with the stigma of 'migrants stealing local jobs' haunting it. However, without the provisions for intra-EU mobility that have plagued the ICTs Directive, the Seasonal Workers Directive became less problematic despite the fact that seasonal workers are more numerous than intra- corporate transferees. It was also aided by a rapporteur, Claude Moraes MEP, who made the directive one of his priorities, as well as the Irish and Lithuanian Presidencies which found solutions and pushed the directive forward in the most crucial moments. Together with the Commission playing the role of an honest broker, they ensured a focus not only on the needs of the European labour market, but also saw an opportunity to bring added value to seasonal workers' rights, through equal treatment to EU nationals.

STATE OF PLAY

Definitions and scope One of the most important elements to establish was who can apply for admission as a seasonal worker. It applies solely to migrant applicants from outside the EU territory (Article 2.1). The final text also provides clarity and flexibility on the list of sectors that are considered seasonal, stating (Article 2.2) that "Member States shall, where appropriate in consultation with social partners, list those sectors of employment which include activities that are dependent on the passing of seasons." Given the huge variety in Member States' economies', and the resulting different concepts of seasons, such matters are flexibly left to the authorities and social partners in a given area. Agriculture, horticulture and tourism are considered explicitly as sectors of seasonal work (Recital 13), and beyond that it is the decision of relevant actors whether other sectors are to be included.

In the early stages of negotiations this was a crucial issue, and resulted in some Member States' Parliaments (Austria, Czech Republic, the Netherlands, Poland among others) raising concerns that national specificities cannot be addressed and that seasonal work is sufficiently regulated at national level. These Parliaments raised subsidiarity alerts, which are an innovative tool for national parliaments in the Lisbon Treaty (enforcing Article 3b of TEU, the Protocol on the application of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality is annexed to the TEU and TFEU). This lead to 12 subsidiarity votes, which although significant was not enough to raise the so-called "yellow card". It is for this reason that the Netherlands voted against the directive in the final vote. It is worth noting that the same amount of positive reasoned opinions were given from Finland, Germany, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Portugal and Spain, praising the uniform protection provided as well as common criteria for admission and conditions for residence.

Six authorisations: clarity through complexity?

Although these hurdles were overcome, the real difficulties lay ahead. Midway through the negotiations, an obstacle arose which went right to the core of how the Commission proposal was formulated. This was related to Schengen visas which are issued for stays of less than three months (short-stays) in the EU. Apart from cases of visa-exemption, such short-stay visas are always issued by Member States, in some cases in conjunction with a work permit. Therefore, any proposal needed to respect this, as it is a system that functions well and is a cornerstone of the Schengen acquis and the Visa Code. The Commission proposal did not cover short-stays, and instead obliged Member States not to issue any additional documents (Article 10). Given the short-term nature of seasonal work, not including short-stays would have limited the utility of the directive.

This resulted in this section of the Directive being entirely re-written in order to encompass all the possibilities for admission for seasonal work, and not provide for a one-size-fits-all solution. The final text now clearly lays out (Article 12) exactly how authorisations for seasonal employment will function both in terms of short and long stays, including the seasonal worker permit option in the latter category. It has also encompassed the options that include the issuing of work permits and long-term visas into the two categories, resulting in a total of six possible routes to seasonal employment.

Despite this, the final text does not add further complications to a system of short and long term visas in the Schengen area. The European Parliament accepted that there was no other feasible way of organising the directive, but in order to ensure there was consistency it demanded that each Member State had to choose one of these options (Article 12.1 and 12.2) to provide clarity for those applying to enter the EU as seasonal workers. Given the aforementioned national differences, the maximum duration of stay has been set between five and nine months, changing from the rather arbitrary Commission proposal of six months. Such a maximum duration is necessary to ensure that work is actually seasonal. The lowering to five months was on account of the Netherlands, who will set their maximum at this amount in line with their current legislation, as anything longer than that would have resulted in eligibility for social benefits.

These efforts made to accommodate Member States and to respect the Schengen acquis have prevented a high level of harmonisation, because there are different conditions for entry depending on the length of stay and on each Member States' system of visas and work permits. However, it is the first directive on labour migration that covers people who come for less than three months. Renewal and re-entry facilitated The possibility for seasonal workers to extend their stay has been greatly enhanced in the final text. Within the maximum period of stay Member States must allow seasonal workers the ability to extend their contract with an employer, regardless of whether it is the same employer (Article 15). Furthermore, Member States may be allowed to do this more than once, as long as the maximum period is not exceeded. For example this could allow for someone working in a ski resort to then go pick fruit within a 5-9 month period.

Migrants who have been admitted for seasonal work and want to return to the EU for seasonal work in subsequent years will be able to do so (Article 16). Re-entry can be facilitated by exempting the seasonal worker from the requirement to submit a certain document, issuing several seasonal worker permits at a time, accelerating the application procedure, or making it a priority during examination of applications. In the original Commission proposal a 'multi-seasonal worker' permit option was provided for, which would have allowed for the issuing of up to three seasonal work permits covering three subsequent seasons. This re-entry aspect of the directive is seen as a tool for promoting circular migration. As no limit is given in the final text, there is a risk of eternal seasonal permits, with no pathway to long-term residence status. This indeed would have been a progressive step, but given the current political and economic climate, such a move forward would have been very difficult to take.

Equal treatment on rights

Rights are often found watered down in the final texts of EU legislation, with employers trying to lower their labour costs seeing an opportunity in a cheap foreign workforce, and governments often concerned over encouraging more immigration. Notwithstanding the debatable foundation of these stances, no such dilution can be seen in the final text of this directive. In fact equal treatment to nationals of the host Member State has been extended to include "terms of employment, including the minimum working age, and working conditions, including pay and dismissal, working hours, leave and

holidays, as well as health and safety requirements at the workplace" (Article 23). This is a major step forward on rights, motivated in part by the exploitation some seasonal workers have experienced. It is a commendable move in terms of providing respect to seasonal workers through ensuring their protection, avoiding social dumping through undercutting of wages, and ensuring that real labour market gaps can be filled. This is the case on paper at least, and implementation will be crucial to ensure these predicted results become reality.

Building on the original Commission proposal are also the rights to strike and take industrial action, as well as to receive back payments from employers regarding any outstanding remuneration. Access to goods and services available to the public – except housing (both private and public) – access to advice services on seasonal work, educational and vocational training (which can be restricted to those directly linked to the employment activity), and tax benefits if deemed to be resident for tax purposes, are also rights gained under the final text.

Ensuring accommodation for seasonal workers has also been a key success of the final text. Member States "shall require evidence that the seasonal worker will benefit from accommodation that ensures an adequate standard of living according to national law and/or practice" (Article 20). The main problem Poland had with these provisions was that their arrangements (in particular with the Ukraine) provide for a fast-track way to access labour from their Eastern neighbours. Efficiency for Poland and ease for Ukrainian citizens were the advantages, but this comes at a cost of limited rights and obligations that would make the procedures lengthy and costly.

Concerns expressed by the Meijers Committee (a non-governmental body of immigration law experts) regarding the creation of a 2-tier system of rights for seasonal workers should be allayed by the final text. Short stay seasonal workers will enjoy exactly the same substantive rights as their long stay counterparts, and procedural rights are comparable to those set out in the Visa Code. Although the rights are below the level of protection granted by the ILO Convention No. 97 (Migrant workers), as this convention has been only ratified by five Member States it would have been unrealistic to propose those rights enshrined. The preamble of the directive does mention (recital 44) that it should be applied without prejudice to the 1961 European Social Charter, and where relevant, the 1977 European Convention on Legal Status of Migrant Workers. The final text also builds on the Single Permit Directive, by providing additional rights regarding unfair dismissal.

Good cooperation between the rapporteur and the EMPL Committee rapporteur from the same Socialist and Democrat party, as well as between the Commission and Member States such as France, Luxembourg and Portugal ensured that such high standards on equal treatment have been achieved.

No need to worry about the 'floods'

As always with legal migration legislation at EU level there is a safeguard of preference for EU citizens (Article 8.3), which should quell fears of migrants taking the jobs of unemployed EU citizens. Secondly, each Member State will regulate the amount of admission (Article 7), so any decision to admit more third-country nationals, whether seasonal workers or otherwise, will lie with the Member States. Thirdly, labour market tests will be allowed (Article 8.3), meaning that if a Member State feels someone in the existing labour force, whether an EU citizen or legally residing third-country national, could perform the task then they will be offered the position. In essence this is a second optional filter after the EU citizen preference principle, and adds resident legal migrants to the labour market test that Member States may conduct.

As for fears of providing a channel for irregular immigration, this should be assuaged by the fact that seasonal workers will need to show a work contract if provided for by national law or a binding job offer during their application (Article 5.1a and Article 6.1a). This results in a demand-based approach that is employer-driven. Nevertheless, this will only concern those employers able to recruit from outside the EU through effective (private, public or of mixed nature) intermediating agencies.

Inspections and sanctions have also been provided for in this directive (Art. 24 and 17), but will need to be in force and implemented on the ground in order to be effective in preventing irregular employment. The European Parliament pushed for inspections and sanctions, further underlining the protection credentials of the final text. Moreover, another ground for refusal was added during the negotiation process: "if the employer within the 12 months immediately preceding the date of the application has eliminated, by means of a null or unfair dismissal, the positions he is trying to fill through the new application" (Article 8.4b) The goal of this provision was to ensure the protection of jobs against the prospect that employers would act quickly to secure cheaper migrant seasonal workers. However, this may be tricky for immigration services to implement, as gaining knowledge of when an employer has fired former employees by means of null or unfair dismissal is difficult. This could also create legal uncertainty for seasonal workers who may have their work authorisation withdrawn.

PROSPECTS

The good, the bad, the ugly and the future

It is to the credit of all the negotiating parties that deadline pressures have not resulted in the dumbing down of rights or bad legislation. As the European Parliament rapporteur himself announced, "it says to good employers: carry on…and to bad ones: here are the minimum standards". The final result shows that protection from exploitation and ensuring decent work is important for the EU. Seasonal workers are filling essential jobs all over Europe, and this directive will provide clear and decent procedures for migrants who are to be admitted for seasonal work.

Although high minimum standards are in place on rights, not a whole lot of harmonisation has been achieved, especially not with regards to the authorisations. Accommodating existing Member States' systems was the name of the game, so there was no reinventing the wheel. This clear signal on rights is important at a time when national debates are rife with restricting migration and attacking the free movement of EU workers. Diluting the rights of EU citizens would be illogical when equal treatment on many rights is being accorded to many third-country nationals. These times of economic crisis, where populism has made labour migration an even more toxic issue in the public discourse, have often made the debate ugly.

With another piece of labour migration legislation adopted at EU level, and the ICTs Directive soon to follow, progress is being made. If the remaining legislation passed is of a high quality then implementation will be crucial, and will surely be one of the key components of the new strategic guidelines for the area of freedom security and justice to be adopted by the European Council in June.

Nevertheless, when assessing these strategic guidelines for the coming years, the EU must go beyond a sole focus on implementation. The EU needs a common migration policy fit for the 21st Century. The mobility of people all over the world is increasing, and the EU's demographic challenge and a changing global economy mean that getting the workforce needed will not be so easy. Internally there are also pressures on the horizon with enhanced coordination of economic policies in the Eurozone following the economic crisis. This will push the EU further towards a single European labour market, which will need to encompass a real common migration policy.
· PRILOGA 3: Internationalisation and innovation of firms
Bruegel/ Brussels
Internationalisation and innovation policies are frequently considered to be key drivers of growth. This column documents a strong positive association between internationalisation, innovation, and productivity at the firm-level across seven European countries. This association continues to hold after controlling for country, size, industrial sector, and firm specific characteristics, with some evidence of causality running from innovation to internationalisation. The analysis suggests that policymakers should coordinate, if not integrate, innovation and internationalisation policies in order to boost productivity and growth. Policymakers traditionally have attempted to encourage internationalisation based on the implicit rationale that the latter is associated with productivity and/or employment growth. At the same time, since innovation is the key driver of productivity growth, much attention has been devoted to the specific channels through which trade and innovation are linked (see Aiginger 2011).
However, in most European countries, as well as at the EU level, these policies are carried out through various, often unrelated agencies – as found by EIM (2010), a European report reviewing some 130 programmes. For instance, in Germany, it is BaFa, a federal agency that is responsible for export promotion while the Ministry of Economic Affairs deals with innovation. In France, responsibilities are also shared between two ministries and agencies such as BpiFrance. In Italy, ICE – an agency – does export promotion under the Development Ministry while R&D is under a number of different other governing bodies (Development, Economy, Education & Research ministry). In Hungary, NIH – the innovation agency – provides R&D grants while trade and investment promotion is done by HITA, another agency; additional sources are given via EU structural grants by yet other agencies. In a recent paper (Altomonte et al. 2013) we exploit new data on European manufacturing firms to show that there is a positive and strong correlation between the extent of involvement of firms on both international and innovation activities.
In particular, firms that export their goods and/or have set up factories abroad are, on average, also more likely to have invested into in-house research, introduced new IT solutions, or adopted new management practices. At the same time, firms that have no international exposure are the ones that typically have not innovated recently. Broad measures of activities To uncover these relations, we rely on the recently released EU-EFIGE/Bruegel-UniCredit (henceforth, EFIGE) dataset. This survey dataset covers a representative and cross-country comparable sample of manufacturing firms (with at least 10 employees) across seven European countries (Austria, France, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Spain, and the UK). We find that in European manufacturing a large fraction of firms – 77% – are engaged in at least one mode of internationalisation (exporter, importer, outsourcer, outsourcee, FDI maker). At the same time, consistent with the idea of a self-selection of the most efficient firms driven by the costs of internationalisation (see the recent survey of Melitz and Redding 2012), being active in an increasing number of modes turns out to be more and more difficult – only 15% of firms are involved in all or all but one international activities.
In turn, these firms are 3.5 times larger in terms of employment than internationally inactive firms, and they are almost twice as productive. Can we spot a similar pattern regarding innovation? First, let us define broad innovation as consisting of seven modes: patents, copyright or design activity, internal R&D activity, external R&D activity, IT solutions for internal organisation, IT for sales, and IT for supply chain management. We decide to include IT activities in line with the evidence brought by Bloom et al. (2012) on the role of IT as a crucial catalyst of innovation. When using the broad measure of innovation, only 13% of firms are classified as inactive, while 7.5% are active in more than 5 modes.
So, self-selection seems to be relatively less binding when a broad measure of innovation is taken into account, although the most innovative (based on our measure) firms are still four times as large as non-innovative ones, and they are 50% more productive. Internationalisation and innovation: Inextricably linked The interesting question is then to what extent internationalisation and innovation are jointly determined within a firm. Several existing studies point to various channels of interaction between internationalisation and innovation. First, the literature finds that innovation (in general measured only as R&D expenditures) and exporting – both endogenous choices requiring sizeable investments – are inextricably linked, although their sequence is a priori unclear. While Aw et al. (2011) find that the marginal benefit of both exporting and innovating simultaneously increases with productivity, with self-selection driving a large part of the complementarity, there is some evidence that product and (to a lesser extent) process innovation might drive exports at firm level (Cassiman and Golovko 2011). Second, it is also found that imports are related to innovation: almost all innovating firms import, and more innovative firms source more foreign products (Bøler, Moxnes and Ulltveit-Moe 2012). Third, when a larger amount of knowledge is embedded in the product, FDI becomes a more likely choice for foreign sales. Empirically, this evidence typically leads to a strong correlation among the extent of internationalisation and innovation activities. Our sample confirms these findings, although it allows to nuance the latter correlation in a number of ways, as it allows to look at a broader definition of internationalisation (not only export) and innovation (not only R&D), then matched with additional firm-level characteristics observed across countries. In particular, we construct a measure of internationalisation intensity, defined as the number of internationalisation modes in which a firm is simultaneously involved, and innovation intensity, defined as the number of innovation modes in which a firm is simultaneously involved.
Furthermore, our analysis allows us to verify that the latter association continues to hold even after controlling for country, size, industrial sector, and firm specific characteristics, including total factor productivity, a variable that often is correlated with the same internationalisation and innovation as it is a proxy of a firm’s competitiveness. Finally, our analysis also hints at a direction of causality in the relationship between innovation and internationalisation, with the former seemingly driving the latter. Given the evidence of a harder selection in terms of internationalisation versus innovation activities, and in line with other findings of the literature (e.g. Bustos 2011), our data are consistent with the idea that firms might exploit innovation in order to ‘dress-up’ for some forms of international presence.
Bring them under one roof The broad, robust, and strong correlation between firms’ internationalisation and innovation activities that we have uncovered in our analysis, as well as the possible direction of causality linking one to the other, suggests that trade promotion and innovation policies should be better coordinated to alleviate the current paradox of generally uncorrelated policies aimed at mostly correlated outcomes. Consider the case of the European Union. Innovation policy is the responsibility of DG Enterprise and Industry. Trade facilitation is the responsibility of DG Trade. Export/import promotion is the responsibility of individual member states with little involvement of EU institutions. The mandate of DG Trade for export/import promotion is rather unclear. Coordinating and integrating internationalisation and innovation policies under a single responsibility would likely be beneficial. It would make the relevant policymakers internalise the external effects of individual policies.
On the one hand, uncoordinated actions could be ineffective and wasteful and result in ‘double subsidisation’ (30% of firms in our sample received some form of subsidy). On the other hand, they could forgo the gains arising from complementarities between various modes of innovation and internationalisation. In the presence of such complementarities, neither type of intervention would be very effective on its own. For instance, export promotion alone, without adequate investment in innovation, would not help firms develop the capabilities needed to successfully compete on international markets in the long run. All in all, according to our analysis, positioning internationalisation and innovation policies ‘under one roof’ at both the national and EU levels, would be welcome.

· PRILOGA 4: A close look at the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership
Friends of Europe/ Brussels

What is the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP) all about? The answer is complex:

• If you listen to what the two parties have declared in public, it is a simple trade agreement but very much enlarged in scope compared to the classical edition of a FTA, and covering a vast amount of two way trade and investment.
• Yet if you read what others have written, academics and the media, you hear of linkages to the wider global economy, to more strategic issues such as national security and sovereignty, and even to the world of geopolitics. You might think that almost any aspect of the bilateral relationship could be in some way involved in the discussions.
So what are the facts? What really is at stake? Is there an impact on other trade partners beyond the two parties directly engaged - perhaps below the surface like an iceberg? TTIP was first announced by President Barack Obama in the State of the Union speech in February 2013. In his words, the objective was free and fair trade across the Atlantic which would “support millions of good-paying American jobs” (and presumably that it would lead to higher rates of economic growth in the USA and in Europe). Both sides of the pond seemed to agree on that.
The first negotiating session in July did not reveal much about the substance and was clearly focussed on organisational matters and the general architecture of negotiations. What emerged was a classical trade structure: a free trade area between the two largest players in the global trade world, but adapted to the “World Trade Organisation Plus” agenda seen in recent agreements such as the one between the EU and South Korea. Negotiating chapters would be built around three main ‘clusters’ - market access, and regulatory issues and rules (for example in the area of competition) - with a separate focus on investment protection and perhaps investment promotion.
Since then, however, a number of issues that might be considered as out-of-centre in a trade agreement have become more important. Most attention has now been given to regulatory cooperation – a broad mix of behind- the- border of policy areas which are governed by domestic regulations – where both sides show little interest at present in reaching mutually acceptable compromises. American negotiators are aiming to tackle the problems in a horizontal way, with more transparency and participation (code language for the opportunity to influence regulations while they are being drafted), and European negotiators want to focus on more pragmatic issues in defined sectors such as pharmaceuticals and automobiles. Other issues off-the-centre relate to sustainable trade and development, which includes labour rights and environmental issues, and to energy matters which have de facto long been outside international trade rules.
Further, the investment chapter which was intended to provide protection for foreign investments along the lines of the existing provisions in many bilateral investment treaties, has unexpectedly hit the buffers. Labour unions have always opposed such foreign investments, considering that they create jobs offshore and provoke a loss of jobs ‘at home’ and that this has a depressing effect on domestic wage levels. They have been joined by others such as anti-globalisation groups and those that think investment protection in the transatlantic context can be left to the national courts. In addition, a storm of concerns has developed over provisions that would allow investor-state disputes to be dealt with by the use of arbitration mechanisms, a practice that has been widely used over the last twenty years.

So how should we assess the situation almost eight months after the beginning and after four main negotiating sessions?
The first point to make is that we should hear what the parties have said, and we should not forget that DG Trade and USTR are in charge of the talks. The definition of what is now covered by a trade agreement has expanded since the Uruguay Round 1994, and more recently Investment issues have been added to the story - and in negotiation with Korea and Canada. TTIP means what the title says.

It follows from this that, if observers on the outside speculate about other wider non-trade objectives, this is likely to be the law of unintended consequences at work. Some elements in the overall bilateral relationship may be affected, but we should resist going beyond saying that TTIP aims at a free trade area.

Media reports suggest that many of the lobbies following the talks are representing sector interests on classical lines – urging tariff cuts and removing agricultural barriers such as GMO food and hormone treated beef. The aim will be to eliminate “substantially all” such barriers; but current lobbying misses the greater importance attached (by the EU) to government procurement in opening new market access, as well as the large potential gains to be made in trade in services. There are major priority aims in the energy sector (given Europe’s dependence on Russian gas), and in securing access to raw materials where combined pressure on other countries may be vital.
Among the regulatory cooperation issues, the two sides seem still far apart. Mutual misunderstanding and no equivalence about priorities seems to have taken over from mutual recognition and efforts to achieve greater convergence. This applies to the broad issue of transparency and accountability in the regulation making process, and to the standards setting and converging of widely different regulations in various sectors. Consumer and environmental lobbies have joined forces fearing that efforts to protect the environment, or health and safety standards would be compromised.
Finally, in the investment chapter, serious difficulties have emerged over investment protection in general and over investor-state dispute settlement (ISDS) provisions in particular. On the first some argue that what was necessary in treaties with developing countries is not needed between two actors with mature independent judicial systems; and the unions are resisting any support to foreign direct investment because by definition it creates jobs abroad rather than at home. On ISDS union spokesmen and anti-globalisation groups are linking up to oppose the ‘evil intentions of rich investors’ and play on fears that governments in host countries would be prevented from protecting their environment or employment interests. Could this happen in the EU and the USA?”
So, the TTIP is essentially all about a free trade agreement but of a kind that goes much wider than the models of the 1970s or even of NAFTA. The difference is in the focus on measures ‘behind-the-border’, in the area of domestic regulations; these are at present widely different in the EU and in the USA, resulting in hidden barriers which limit the opportunities to more trade in both directions. The negotiators still have a long way to go before an agreement is reached – probably in 2015 – at the earliest.
· PRILOGA 5: Europe's resource dilemma: Escaping the dependency trap
Europe's World/ Brussels

Europe is, in resources terms, an island. It lacks the raw materials to meet its basic needs and so imports them. Like island nations – but on an immensely larger scale – Europe relies on a global matrix of supply chains. Should any of these be broken, Europe’s economy would be at risk. This reliance on imports is growing, creating one of the most acute challenges facing European policymakers in the years to come.

This is especially true of energy, with the Paris-based International Energy Agency (IEA) warning that the European members of the OECD rely on imports for 70% of their oil, almost half of natural gas, and 44% of coal. As these fossil fuels represent about three-quarters of Europe’s total energy supply, with hydropower, renewables, and nuclear providing the rest, dependence on imported energy is a growing headache. The IEA sees Europe’s oil imports jumping to 78% by 2035; on imported gas 64%, and on coal to 51%. Although the renewable energy sources are increasing, the share of imported fossil fuels will keep on growing.

Europe’s import dependency includes many basic industrial minerals. The U.S. Geological Survey notes that OECD’s European members produce only 1% or so of the world’s iron ore and 4% of its copper, even though they of course use a much larger share of these materials in manufacturing and construction. Europe’s reliance is also growing on imports of specialty materials used in high-technology applications, such as cobalt, indium, lithium, platinum, tantalum and the rare earth elements; these aren’t used in massive quantities, but are essential for miniaturized electronics and “green” technologies that include advanced solar panels and wind turbines.

To secure these commodities, EU states have established an elaborate matrix of supply networks, incorporating maritime trade routes, oil and gas pipelines, rail and truck transport, and electrical transmission lines. The density and complexity of this matrix is well-illustrated by BP’s annual Statistical Review of World Energy. Its maps show a global filigree of supply lines stretching to Europe from the far corners of the world. In 2012, Europe obtained 287m tonnes of oil from Russia, 112m tonnes from the Middle East, 78m from North Africa, 66m from West Africa, and smaller amounts from the U.S., Mexico, and South America. Natural gas deliveries included 106bn cubic meters from Russia, 30bn from the Middle East, and 12bn each from West and North Africa. Superimpose these two maps on top of one another, then add similar ones for imports of coal, uranium, iron ore, copper, and other vital materials, and Europe clearly appears as an island state.

This growing reliance on imported raw materials poses critical challenges, beginning with the risk of grave economic crisis if there’s any disruption in deliveries to critical industries. At the same time, reliance on imported raw materials can also hinder growth if the cost to Europe is higher than for manufacturers closer to the source of supply.

The risk to Europe’s supply lines appears to be growing. This reflects Europe’s growing reliance on imports, but it’s also partly because of global warming and a greater inclination of some international actors to target global trade flows. As climate change gathers momentum, there will be more damage to port facilities and energy infrastructure from hurricanes and extreme weather effects. The third factor, however, is a bit more complex.

With more countries around the world becoming ever more reliant on materials from increasingly remote locations, threats of attack to to vital supply routes are becoming an attractive means for various actors to apply pressure, for political or economic purposes, or both. Iran’s leaders, for example, have threatened to block the Strait of Hormuz, linking the Persian Gulf and the Indian Ocean, through which a third of the world’s seaborne traded oil passes, to deter any attack on its nuclear facilities. Somali pirates target cargo vessels to collect massive ransom payments. Russia’s leaders have cut off the flow of natural gas to Belarus and Ukraine to win political concessions and gain economic advantages.

Russia’s use of gas cut-offs has also highlighted the geopolitical risk of reliance on a small number of suppliers. Because Russia provides approximately 44% of Europe’s natural gas, there are fears that in some future crisis, European policymakers could find themselves beholden to Moscow. Policymakers also worry about Europe’s reliance on China for the bulk of its rare earth elements and other specialized materials.

Europe’s economic competitiveness has been put in doubt by its reliance on imported raw materials. This is especially true in the case of its reliance on imported natural gas, so how should the EU countries address these challenges? Historically, island states have dealt with such perils by expanding their navies and involving themselves in the affairs of the major supplying countries. At the time of the industrial revolution, Great Britain addressed its resource needs by building the world’s greatest navy and acquiring a global empire. Japan followed through the same course, building a powerful navy of its own and occupying Manchuria and the Dutch East Indies. Contemporary Europe has largely eschewed such measures, though there has been talk of a NATO fleet to protect oil supplies in dangerous waters.

But for the most part, Europe’s response has been to rely on multiplying the sources of supply, and in addition to major suppliers like Russia, cultivating new suppliers like Azerbaijan and Turkmenistan.

An EU blueprint for international engagement acknowledged in mid-2011 that Europe cannot devise energy policies in isolation from the rest of the world, and notes that successful collaboration with other countries, especially those in the developing world, must be based on mutual respect and equity. But it fails to address the fundamental problem of Europe’s growing dependence on imports. The weakness in the EU strategy is evident in its top priorities. Yes, improved ties with Russia and Ukraine, even if attainable, will help regularise the flow of Russian oil and gas to Europe, reducing the risk of disruptions. Similarly, establishing a new gas supply route from Azerbaijan and Turkmenistan would provide a buffer against problems with Russia, but will also prolong Europe’s dependence on oil and gas.

Critics say that Europe should maximise domestic fossil fuels, especially shale reserves, and refocus on nuclear power – which, though it relies on imported uranium, is seen as promoting self-reliance. But geological differences between the United States and Europe make it unlikely that shale will ever provide more than a small percentage of the EU’s energy needs. And widespread popular hostility to reactors makes it unlikely that nuclear power will increase in its small share. The solution to Europe’s problems must come from other directions.

Europe can only reduce its exposure to political and economic risks through conservation, increased efficiency and the rapid development of alternative materials. Instead of perpetuating its reliance on fossil fuels and other import-dependent materials, the EU should aim to reduce demand substantially and speed the introduction of renewables and other alternative sources.

These are clearly not new ideas, nor are the techniques for implementing them very exotic. The EU and its member states already have plans for increased energy efficiency and investment in renewables, although much more effort needs to be put into electricity storage to permit the off-peak use of solar energy collected during the day. Improvements are also needed in grid connectivity, to facilitate the distribution of wind power. While widely understood, these ideas need to be seen in a new light, rather than as a response to global warming. Important as that may be, there’s the equally pressing problem of Europe’s diminished geopolitical stature.

At present, the United States is winning greater global influence through its mastery of shale gas and oil technologies. And Russia has gained some advantage from its massive oil and gas reserves. So long as Europe remains dependent on them and on other countries for its energy supplies, it will always be at a disadvantage in international affairs. By seizing the leadership in energy alternatives and vastly reducing its dependence on energy imports, Europe could yet bolster its geopolitical stature.
· PRILOGA 5: Banking union's major omission: debt mutualisation
EU Observer/ Brussels

Should we fear another banking crisis in Europe? European leaders would have you think that this is not possible anymore.
Indeed, after intensely caffeinated negotiations that ran late into the night, the leaders of the eurozone emerged with a deal in hand and smiles on their faces, proclaiming that the long awaited compromise on a banking union has been reached. Michel Barnier, the EU’s internal market commissioner quickly declared that the deal “will put an end to the era of massive bailouts”.
But will it?

The convoluted history behind Europe’s latest effort of achieving “an ever-closer union” can be traced back to the dark times of the financial crisis that rocked international markets half a decade ago. After the dust settled and some 110 banks caved under the weight of outstanding debts, the Union had already spent €1.6 trillion just to bail out its financial institutions.

With “never again” on their lips, Europe embarked on a grand project, conventionally called “the banking union”. In reality, it indicates a system of four major elements: a single rulebook for the financial market coupled a single supervisory and resolution mechanism, backed by an emergency fund.
The overarching idea was to preserve the European single market and break the noxious relationship between banks and its sovereigns. Soon thereafter, tensions rose between major political stakeholders over how this new union should be achieved. Should it be a first step towards greater federalism or should it be simply a safety mechanism, controlled by national governments, meant only to address the single issue of banks’ solvency? On 20 March, the second option prevailed.

The compromise was clinched only after the German Finance Minister was woken up at 5am in order to sign off on key aspects. Under the deal, the Single Resolution Mechanism as it has been agreed will be responsible for supervising and/or shutting the 130 biggest eurozone banks as well as 200 cross-border banks and 6000 eurozone lenders.

The ECB, alongside a specialised agency, will undertake the regulatory supervision and will come to the rescue of troubled institutions by drawing from a €55 billion fund. Banks themselves will fill the funds’ coffers, through annual levies imposed by national governments. Under this deal, eurozone governments no longer have the final say whether a bank is too big to fail. It is up to the ECB to decide if funds are to be released.

Every country for itself

Fact: Italian banks have an estimated €150 billion worth of shaky, non-performing loans, while Europe prides itself with almost €1trillion. These figures are enough to give the shakes to any bank wanting to expand its lending business.
Fortunately, the European countries coming together under the banking union scheme can now act decisively and prevent another collapse of the system, right? Well, not quite. And I’m not referring just to the roughly 100 eurocrats that have to cast a formal vote on the closure of a bank.
The major fault of the system stems from German reluctance to accept debt mutualisation across the continent. This means that each country has to shoulder its banks using its own taxpayer money in case of a financial shock that overpowers the rescue fund’s existing capacity. And since the fund only has a few billions at its disposal, if major bank failures were to happen, the burden would once again fall back on individual countries. It doesn’t sound like a true banking union, does it?

The banking union was meant to reverse one of the most resilient financial laws, the so-called “financial trilemma”. In a nutshell, this triple dilemma is defined by three impossibilities: achieving financial stability, integration while maintaining national financial policies in an integrated market. Since the financial system is a dense web made up of streams of capital flows going from one node to the other, a faulty circuit can affect the entire market, threatening financial stability.

The watered down variant of the Single Resolution Mechanism that emerged in the wee hours of the morning of 20 March has severely weakened its initial purpose. Investors are unsure about the health of banks’ balance sheets, the rigour of supervision and the capacity of cash-strapped European countries to provide the safety net needed to challenge the financial trilemma.
Although this is clearly a political victory for the European Parliament, which managed to force Germany’s hand into accepting a compromise, it is still a far cry from what Europe truly needed to turn around its wobbly banking sector. Like most rules coming from Brussels, the banking union is simply a jack-of-all-trades-master-of-none deal.

Robert Merton, an American sociologist, would have found the banking union a worthy inspiration for his studies. To illustrate how a false understanding of a given situation becomes an integral part of it and affects its outcome – otherwise known as a “self-fulfilling prophecy” – Merton used the parable of a fictitious bank run.
In his example, The Last National Bank, a profitable and stable institution, is suddenly affected by a false rumour that it was on the verge of insolvency. Panicked, its customers immediately flocked to take out their savings, overrunning the bank and forcing its default. The originally false definition of the situation – that the bank was insolvent – had become true, transforming into a self-fulfilling prophecy.

Like in Merton’s case, the EU’s banking union is geared in such a way that it automatically assumes that banks, maybe even big banks, will fail in the future. Unfortunately, the intricate decision-making mechanism and the limited scope of the fund are simply insufficient to reassure the market. Therefore, this is not a mechanism meant to help the banks that are now starving for cash, but a paradoxical way of instilling the idea, in both consumers and bankers, that a future liquidity crisis will happen.
This is a dangerous notion, which has the potential to act as an accelerant for future defaults. Let’s just hope this will not turn into a self-fulfilling prophecy.
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