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UVODNIK

Po dolgem in vročem poletju vas, spoštovani bralci Biltena, pozdravljamo z novo, septembrsko številko Biltena, kjer boste gotovo našli zase kaj zanimivega. A dovolite, da najprej sporočim, da je ELES pravkar postal naš član, kar pomeni, da se bomo v prihodnje več ukvarjali z energetiko in računamo, da bomo iz tega področja dobili še kakšnega člana.

Dogajanje zadnjih tednov je bilo sicer v znamenju finančno-dolžniške krize (o tem podrobneje govorita dva članka v prilogi), a hkrati je Komisija odprla izjemno število javnih razprav o svojih pobudah na različnih področjih, od zaščite potrošnikov, novosti v regionalni oz. bodoči kohezijski politiki, do ukrepov, ki naj pomagajo k boljši ureditvi trga finančnih storitev. Kot kaže so EU institucije, vključno z Evropskim parlamentom, zbrale dovolj politične volje in odločnosti, da smo z vrsto sistemskih ukrepov in ustanovitvijo potrebnih nadzornih organov, bližje položaju, ko bo mogoče – tudi z odkupovanje obveznic držav članic s strani Evropske centralne banke – začeti z bolj učinkovito pomočjo, da se najbolj zadolžene države izvijejo iz kreditnega krča in se osposobijo za aktivnejšo politiko razvojnih vzpodbud. Vse to pa ne more biti učinkovito, če se v teh državah ne sprejmejo in začnejo dosledno izvajati pomembne strukturne reforme, ki bodo prispevale k bolj uravnoteženim javnim financam in postopno k večji konkurenčnosti dotičnih gospodarstev.

Slovenija v tem ni izjema, k sreči pa je manjše gospodarstvo in je njen javni dolg v odnosu na BDP bistveno nižji od najbolj problematičnih držav članic (Grčija, Italija, Španija, Irska, Portugalska). Naš najbolj urgentni problem so seveda banke, oz. njihovi slabi krediti. V Bruslju se čudijo, kako smo lahko prišli v ta položaj, vendar so bili motivi ekonomskih akterjev pravzaprav isti kot drugod: nerealne ambicije (»požrešnost«), nestrokovnost in neustrezni regulatorni okviri. Za krepitev zaupanja državljanov v pravno državo bi bilo treba objaviti, kdo je komu odobraval najbolj problematične kredite in poskrbeti, da bodo odgovorni tudi odgovarjali, kajti oni so nas spravili v ta položaj. Vsakemu je jasno, da so se mnogi s takimi, kriminalno neodgovornimi odločitvami osebno, močno okoristili, za kar so v bančnih aktih in v zakonih jasna določila in predvidene kazenske sankcije. Če bomo padli na tem izpitu, si ne bomo smeli domišljati, da smo kaj boljši od naših jugovzhodnih sosedov, ki so vsi še daleč od pravne države in hkrati v velikih gospodarskih problemih. 

Aktualna kriza je seveda pustila posledice tudi na Združenju. Izgubili smo nekaj članov, nekateri pa se borijo z likvidnostjo in zamujajo s plačevanjem članarine. V teh razmerah je Združenje reagiralo proaktivno in dne 4.septembra smo imeli izredno, tematsko sejo Sveta Združenja, ki je bila posvečena strategiji nadaljnega razvoja SGRZ. Po izčrpni in poglobljeni razpravi, na osnovi gradiva Uprave (najdete ga na spletnih straneh, skupaj z zapisnikom) so bili sprejeti pomembni sklepi, ki jih povzemam v naslednjih točkah:

SGRZ bo ohranil dosedanjo pravno-statusno obliko, t.j. javno-zasebnega partnerstva, ki za opravljanje svoje javne funkcije dobiva tudi določena sredstva od države, hkrati pa naj bo pripravljen članom zagotoviti pomoč pri razvoju in pisanju projektov, ki bodo uspešno konkurirali za evropska sredstva (ob angažiranju zunanjih specialistov za pisanje projektov, kar bodo zainteresirani plačali posebej). 

SGRZ naj tudi nadalje zastopa interese vseh treh sfer: gospodarstva, raziskovalne sfere in lokalnih skupnosti. Optimalno razmerje med tremi sferami je 40:40:20. To naj bi veljalo za strukturo članov, prihodkov ter porabo svetovalnih ur ekipe SGRZ.

Glede na celovitost programske usmeritve SGRZ se strokovni sodelavci ne morejo v večji meri specializirati na določeno tematiko, pač pa na najbolj pomembne tipe EU razpisov, oz. programov;

Osnovna struktura storitev za člane je primerna, še več pozornosti pa bo treba posvečati individualnim storitvah za posamezne člane, ki pa lahko računajo na optimalne rezultate v sorazmerju z lastno aktivnostjo in ažurnim sodelovanjem med kontaktno osebo in sodelavcem zadolženim za posameznega člana v SGRZ;

Intenzivirati je treba delovanje Mreže za boljše izkoriščanje EU sredstev (ustanovljene 2009), preko katere naj se več članov SGRZ vključi v razvoj projektov, Združenje pa jih vodi v pripravljalnih fazah in lobira, da so njihove tematike vključene v razpisno dokumentacijo;

Vsekakor je treba zagotoviti, da članarine – skupaj s sofinanciranjem države – stabilno pokrivajo vse stroške osnovne dejavnosti SGRZ; to znaša skupno 450.000 ter 150.000 EUR, razliko pa naj pokrije prihodek od KEN mreže (okoli 100.000 EUR).

Do decembra bo Uprava pripravila akcijski program za realizacijo teh usmeritev, s tem, da bo intenzivno delala v tej smeri že v naslednjih mesecih (pridobitev nekaj članov, zlasti iz gospodarstva).

V naslednjih tednih bo Združenje organizator in soorganizator dveh zanimih konferenc: dne 24.oktobra skupaj z Mednarodnim centrom za promocijo podjetništva, ICPE mednarodne konference o prednostih in izzivih javno-zasebnega partnerstva za boljšo energetsko učinkovitost, dne 7.novembra pa z Ministrstvom za izobraževanje, znanost, kulturo in šport,  Ministrstvom za gospodarstvo in infrastrukturo, Agencijo za inovacije ter ICPE konferenco o pomenu netehnoloških inovacij za dvig konkurenčnosti gospodarstva in države. Vabila prejmete v kratkem – vabljeni!!

Združenje in Stalno predstavništvo RS v EU zelo dobro sodelujeta. Tako sta dne 10.septembra v  Bruslju skupno organizirala seminar o komitologiji. Veleposlanik dr.Rado Genorio in podpisani sva zbranim (udeležili so se predstavniki 22 od 27 držav članic ter Komisije in Evropskega parlamenta) predstavila prof.Daniela Gueguena in Vicky Marisson – tukajšnja vodilna strokovnjaka za komitologijo (skupno ime za telesa držav članic pri Komisiji, Parlamentu in Svetu EU, ki so odgovorni za približno 90% vseh aktov, sprejetih v Bruslju, ki direktno obvezujejo in usmerjajo ravnanje in poslovanje 500 milijonov Evropejcev – in o katerih je na splošno zelo malo znanega. Zato jih prof.Gueguen upraviceno imenuje »skriti del piramide moči v Bruslju«. Na osnovi  komitološke reforme iz leta 2006 ter z uveljavitvijo lizbonske pogodbe 1.decembra 2009 pa je komitologija dobila dodatno moč, kar je splošno premalo znano, saj se tega ne zavedajo dovolj niti v Evropskem parlamentu, kaj pa šele v državah članicah.

Prejsnji teden je npr. bil sestanek atašejev za raziskovalno področje, kjer je predstavnik Evropske komisije povedal, kako nameravajo »poenostaviti« delo programskih komitejev za Horizont 2020. Težko se je iznebiti vtisa, da nam bo državam članicam v prihodnje še težje spremeniti pripravljene odločitve, oz. predloge Komisije, ki si zagotavlja še več manevrskega prostora za svoj vpliv, ki pogosto ni politično nevtralen in gre bolj v korist »velikih bratov« kot pa »manjših bratrancev« v evropski družini. Dokument o tem so vendar umaknili in se trenutno nahaja v usklajevanju. 

V naslednjih dneh vas bomo o tej problematiki podrobneje obvestili, danes pa smo so-podpisali predlog, kako bi lahko – brez škode za učinkovitost odločanja – ohranili v komitoloških postopkih legitimni vpliv držav članic. V skladu s to pobudo, naj bi Komisija pripravila ustrezne predloge za dopolniltev dveh aktov, ki podrobneje opredeljujejo komitološke postopke. Ti naj bi tako postali transparentnejši in bolj demokratični.
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1. AKTUALNE NOVICE
· Evropski parlament je potrdil direktivo o energetski učinkovitosti
Direktiva o energetski učinkovitosti, ki jo je sprejel Evropski parlament, uvaja zavezujoče ukrepe za varčevanje z energijo, vključno s prenovo javnih stavb, sistemi varčevanja za javne energetske službe ter energetskimi pregledi za vsa velika podjetja. V skladu z direktivo bodo morale države članice prenoviti 3 odstotke skupne tlorisne površine »stavb v lasti in rabi osrednje vlade, ki se ogrevajo in/ali ohlajajo«. Vsa velika podjetja bodo morala opraviti energetski pregled. Energetska podjetja bodo morala do leta 2020 doseči »cilj skupnega prihranka končne energije«. Ta bo moral biti v obdobju od leta 2014 do leta 2020 najmanj enak doseganju novih letnih prihrankov v višini 1,5 odstotka letne količine prodane energije končnim odjemalcem glede na povprečje v zadnjih treh letih pred začetkom uveljavitve direktive. Direktiva bo začela veljati dvajseti dan po objavi v Uradnem listu Evropske unije, države članice pa bodo imele na voljo 18 mesecev, da jo prenesejo v svoje nacionalne zakonodaje.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Kako potencial nizkoenergijskih stavb uporabiti za zagon rasti
Evropska komisija je predstavila predlog, kako bi bilo mogoče potencial za gradnjo nizkoenergetskih stavb in energetsko sanacijo obstoječih stavb uporabiti za zagon gospodarske rasti. Po njenih podatkih je v EU v gradveništvu zaposlenih kar 10 odstotkov vseh ljudi. Glavna elementi strategije, ki jo je objavila Evropska komisija, so krepitev ugodnih naložbenih pogojev, zlasti pri obnovi in vzdrževanju stavb (tak primer je spodbujanje izkoriščanja svežnja posojil v višini 120 milijard evrov, ki ga je v okviru pakta za rast in zaposlovanje junija pripravila Evropska investicijska banka), pospeševanje inovacij in izboljšanje kvalifikacij delavcev s spodbujanjem mobilnosti, izboljševanje učinkovite rabe virov s spodbujanjem medsebojnega priznavanja trajnostnih gradbenih sistemov v EU, priprava gradbenih standardov, ki bodo gradbenim podjetjem olajšala delo v drugih državah članicah in utrjevanje svetovnega položaja evropskih gradbenih podjetjih za spodbujanje uspešnosti in trajnostnih standardov v tretjih državah.
Več:

Strategija 

· Poročilo o pomočeh za odpuščene delavce iz evropskega globalizacijskega sklada
Leta 2011 je pomoč za iskanje novih zaposlitvenih možnosti iz Evropskega sklada za prilagoditev globalizaciji (ESPG) prejelo več kot 21 tisoč delavcev, ki so bili odpuščeni zaradi gospodarske krize in posledic globalizacije, piše v poročilu Evropske komisije. Med prejemnicami je tudi Slovenija, ki je pomoč prejela za delavce Mure. Peto letno poročilo o dejavnostih in rezultatih ESPG kaže, da so se prispevki iz ESPG za države članice leta 2011 povišali za 50 odstotkov v primerjavi s predhodnim letom. Evropski parlament in Svet Evropske unije sta v letu 2011 sprejela 22 sklepov za izplačilo sredstev ESPG. Države članice so ta sredstva prejele za sofinanciranje ukrepov aktivne politike trga dela, ki so jih pripravile v 24-mesečnem obdobju od datuma vložitve vloge. ESPG je zagotovil sofinanciranje ukrepov v višini 65 odstotkov, iz nacionalnih virov pa so države članice morale zagotoviti preostalih 35 odstotkov. Konkretni ukrepi za iskalce zaposlitve so vključevali intenzivno individualno pomoč pri iskanju zaposlitve, različne oblike poklicnega usposabljanja, dokvalifikacijo ter preusposabljanje, začasne spodbude in nadomestila v času trajanja ukrepov ter druge vrste podpore, kot so pomoč pri ustanavljanju podjetij in javni programi za zaposlovanje. V Bruslju Evropska komisija 17. oktobra organizira seminar o možnostih za porabo denarja iz sklada ESPG. 

Več:
Spletna stran s poročilom
in

Spletna stran sklada
in

Obvestilo o seminarju
· Predlog novega mehanizma za nadzor bank in preoblikovanje EU v federacijo nacionalnih držav
Evropska komisija je predstavila predlog za vzpostavitev mehanizma, prek katerega bi Evropska centralna banka (ECB) nadzirala vseh 6000 bank v evroobmočju. Ta mehanizem naj bi bil temelj za vzpostavitev evropske bančne unije s skupno shemo za zavarovanje bančnih vlog in skladom za reševanje bank. Komisija predlaga, da bi ECB bankam lahko odvzela licenco, odločala o velikih združitvah bank, uvedla preiskavo v bankah. Ta predlog bo uveljavljen, če se bodo z njim strinjale vse članice EU.  Evropska komisija je predlagala tudi postopno preoblikovanje EU v federacijo nacionalnih držav, kar bo mogoče narediti s spremembo pogodbe EU, s katero morajo prav tako soglašati vse države članice. 
Več:
Spletna stran s predlogi Evropske komisije
in
Pismo predsednika Barrosa s predlogom o EU kot federaciji nacionalnih držav
· Priporočila za države članice
Finančni ministri članic EU so potrdili priporočila o gospodarski in fiskalni politiki za države članice, ki jih je predlagala Evropska komisija. Ministri so dopolnili letošnji evropski semester tako, da so brez razprav sprejeli priporočila za vsako državo članico o gospodarskih politikah, določenih v njihovih nacionalnih programih reform; mnenja o fiskalnih politikah, določenih v programih stabilnosti ali konvergenčnih programih držav članic, ter posebno priporočilo o gospodarskih politikah držav članic evroobmočja.
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
· Začetek pilotne faze projektnih evropskih obveznic
Finančni ministri članic EU so sprejeli uredbo s katero se je začela pilotna faza pobude za uvedbo projektnih obveznic EU v letih 2012 in 2013. Za prometne projekte bo v letih 2012 in 2013 dodeljenih do 200 milijonov evrov. za energetske projekte do 10 milijonov evrov in za

projekte na področju informacijsko-komunikacijske tehnologije in širokopasovnih povezav do 20 milijonov evrov. Če bo pilotna faza uspešna, ji bo sledila operativna faza v obdobju 2014–2020. 
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
· Prehodni ukrepi za neposredna plačila kmetom v letu 2013
Svet EU je potrdil prehodne ukrepe za neposredna plačila kmetom v letu 2013. Gre za prvo od dveh uredb, ki bosta določili ukrepe za lažji prehod iz sedanjega v nov sistem skupne kmetijske politike po letu 2013. Druga uredba, ki bo predvidoma sprejeta še v tem mesecu, se bo nanašala na vinogradništvo.
Več:

Sporočilo Sveta EU
2. KRATKE NOVICE

· Kaj Evropejci menijo o ukrepih za boj proti krizi
Anketa Eurobarometer, ki so jo izvedli maja, je pokazala, da večina državljanov EU meni, da bi morali biti prednostni nalogi držav članic pri reševanju krize izvedba ukrepov za ustvarjanje delovnih mest in za pomoč revnim in socialno ogroženim.  
Več: 

Poročilo Eurobarometra 
· Delovni program Evropske komisije za leto 2013
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta so opravili razpravo o programu dela Evropske komisije za leto 2013. Med drugim so se zavzeli za  boljši nadzor nad porabo denarja iz evropskih skladov na nacionalni ravni in za uresničitev pobud in ukrepov za spodbujanje gospodarske rasti. Komisija bo njihove predloge upoštevala pri pripravi predloga programa, ki ga bo dala na mizo v prihodnjih tednih. 
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Carinski organi v EU zadržijo za skoraj 115 milijonov evrov ponarejenih izdelkov
Carinski organi v EU so lani zadržali za skoraj 115 milijonov evrov ponarejenih izdelkov, kar je za 15 odstotkov več kot leta 2010, piše v poročilu, ki ga je objavila Evropska komisija. Najpogostejši izdelki, ki so jih zadržali, so bili zdravila (24 odstotkov), embalažni material (21 odstotkov) in cigarete (18 odstotkov). 
Več:

Poročilo
· Predlog za uskladitev kazenskopravnih predpisov za preprečevanje goljufij
Evropska komisija je objavila predlog nove direktive s kazenskopravnimi določbami za preprečevanje goljufij z denarjem iz proračuna EU. Z njim želi doseči, da goljufi ne bi več mogli izkoriščati razlik med nacionalnimi pravnimi ureditvami v državah članicah. Med drugim predlaga enotno opredelitev kaznivih dejanj.
Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran o boju zoper goljufije 
3. NOVA ZAKONODAJA

· Veljati so začela nova pravila za varnejšo uporabo biocidov
Julija so začela veljati nova pravila za varnejšo uporabo biocidnih pripravkov, ki so del našega vsakdana. To so med drugim razkužila, ki se uporabljajo v gospodinjstvu ali bolnišnicah, strup za podgane, sredstva za odganjanje mrčesa, razpršila in barve proti plesni, tablete za čiščenje vode in veliko drugih izdelkov. Za te izdelke pravo EU velja že od leta 1998 in od takrat je bila v okviru direktive o biocidnih pripravkih dovoljena uporaba že skoraj tisoč izdelkov.
Več:

Nova uredba
· Nova pravila za obveščanje državljanov o tveganjih pri nesrečah
Veljati so začela nova pravila o obveščanju državljanov o glavnih nevarnostih ob nesrečah v industrijskih obratih. Direktiva obvezuje države članice, da morajo sestaviti načrte ukrepov ob nesrečah za območja v okolici industrijskih obratov, v katerih so zelo velike količine nevarnih snovi.  
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran o direktivi
· Nova pravila o električnih in elektronskih odpadkih 
Veljati so začela pravila o zbiranju električnih in elektronskih odpadkov ter ravnanju z njimi. Nova direktiva uvaja stopnjo zbiranja 45 odstotkov prodane elektronske opreme, ki bo začela veljati leta 2016, od leta 2019 pa stopnjo 65 odstotkov prodane opreme ali 85 odstotkov ustvarjenih elektronskih odpadkov. Države članice bodo lahko izbrale, katerega od teh dveh enakovrednih načinov za merjenje stopnje želijo prijaviti. Od leta 2018 bo direktiva veljala vse kategorije elektronskih odpadkov, pri čemer bo zanje prej narejena ocena učinka.
Več:

Direktiva
4. GOSPODARSKE NOVICE

· Javno posvetovanje o prihodnjih ukrepih za spodbujanje podjetništva
Do 1. oktobra je odprto javno posvetovanje, prek katerega Evropska komisija zbira mnenja in predloge, kako bi bilo v prihodnje treba spodbujati podjetništvo v EU. Zanima jo predvsem, kako odstraniti ovire za razvoj podjetništva, bolje podpirati tiste, ki se odločijo postati podjetnik, kako pomagati podjetnikom v prvih letih delovanja podjetja, kaj je treba narediti, da bo potencial za razvoj podjetništva bolje izkoriščen.
Več:

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
in

Vprašalnik 

· Javno posvetovanje o uredbi de minimis 
Evropska komisija do 18. oktobra prek javnega posvetovanja zbira mnenja in predloge za prenovo uredbe o pomočeh majhnih vrednosti (de minimis). Predloge in mnenja pričakuje od tistih, ki imajo izkušnje z veljavno uredbo, in imajo podatke o njenem izvajanju.   
Več:

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja z vprašalnikom
· Podaljšan je čas za usklajevanje o direktivi o delovnem času
Ker pogajanja napredujejo, se je Evropska komisija odločila podaljšati čas za usklajevanje predlogov za spremembe direktive o delovnem času s socialnimi partnerji do konca letošnjega leta.  
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
in

Spletna stran o direktivi o delovnem času
· Smernice za uporabo pravil s področja konkurence v avtomobilskem sektorju
Evropska komisija je zaradi velikega števila vprašanj objavila kot smernice objavila odgovore na vprašanja, ki jih je o uporabi pravil konkurence v avtomobilskem sektorju dobila največ. Odgovori so namenjeni proizvajalcem avtomobilov, proizvajalcem rezervnih delov, prodajalcem, serviserjem pa tudi potrošnikom. 
Več:

Odgovori Komisije
· Podatki o turizmu v zimski sezoni 2011/2012
Evropski statistični urad Eurostat je objavil statistično analizo zimske turistične sezone 2011/2012. V njej ugotavlja, da je večina držav članic v primerjavi s sezono 2010/2011 zabeležila rast. To velja tako za število nočitev v hotelih in podobnih prenočiščih kot za zasedenost postelj.
Več:

Analiza Eurostata 

· Nov forum za razprave o poenostavitvah sistema za plačevanje DDV
Evropska komisija se je odločila ustanoviti forum, s katerim omogoča podnetnikom in davčnim organom neformalno razpravo o poenostavitvah sistema za plačevanje DDV. Namen formuma je tudi pomagati Evropski komisiji pri razširjanju dobrih praks vključno z uporabo informacisjko-komunikacijske tehnologije.  
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
5. FINANČNE STORITVE

· Javno posvetovanje o pravnem okviru za investicijske sklade
Do 18. oktobra Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira predloge in mnenja o prihodnjem pravnem okviru za investicijske sklade. Zanima jo predvsem, kako te sklade regulirati, v kolikšni meri in kako jim dovoliti sodelovanje pri trgovanju z zavarovanji papirjev, kakšpno izpostavljenost jim dovoliti pri trgovanju z izvedenimi finančnimi instrumenti.
Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije, ki je osnova za javno posvetovanje
in

Spletna stran za sodelovanje v javnem posvetovanju
· Javno posvetovanje o davčnih ovirah pri čezmejnih investicijah tveganega kapitala
Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira mnenja in predloge za odpravo davčnih ovir pri čezmejnem investiranju tveganega kapitala. Zaradi različnih davčnih sitemov v državah članicah po njenih podatkih zdaj prihaja do dvojne obdavčitve, investitorji se srečujejo z različnimi nepredvidljivimi ovirami. Javno posvetovanje bo odprto do 5. novembra.   
Več:

Predlog, o katerem Komisija zbira mnenja in predloge
in

Spletna stran za sodelovanje v javnem posvetovanju
in 

Spletna stran o investiranju tveganega kapitala
· Javno posvetovanje o novih pravilih za preprečevanje manipulacij 
Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja zbira mnenja in predloge o novih pravilih, s katerimi bi bankam lahko uspešneje preprečevali manipulacije pri določanju vrednosti LIBOR.  Pri zbiranju predlogov se Komisija ne omejuje zgolj na določanje LIBOR, ampak tudi na prpeprečevanje manipulacij na trgu z dobrinami in na nepremičninskem trgu. Javno posvetovanje bo odprto do 29. novembra.
Več:

Dokument, ki je osnova za posvetovanje
in

Spletna stran posvetovanja
6. REGIONALNA POLITIKA

· Evropski poslanci so se o novi regionalni politiki pripravljeni začeti pogovarjati z državami članicami
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta so po potrditvi mandatov pripravljeni na začetek pogovorov z državami članicami o regionalni politiki EU po letu 2013. zavzemajo se za večjo vključenost regij in lokalnih oblasti pri pogajanjih o programih in za več prožnosti za regije, da bodo lahko izvedle svoje prednostne naloge. Poslanci tudi menijo, da plačila za regionalni razvoj ne bi smela biti odvisna od »proračunske discipline« držav članic. T zahteva ima podlago v novih pravilih za proračiunsko disciplino, na podlagi katerih državam, ki nimajo evra in kršijo pravila za proračunsko disciplino grozi izguba sredstev za regionalni razvoj. To je letos grozilo Madžarski.
Več:
Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Prva nagrada za načrte za trajnostno mobilnost v mestih
Evropska komisija je za lokalne skupnosti razpisala prvi nagradni natečaj za načrte za vzpostavitev trajnostne mobilnosti v urbanih središčih. Za nagrado ponuja 10 tisoč evrov. Prijave zbira do 9. novembra. 
Več:

Spletna stran za prijavo načrtov za nagrado
· Brošura o strategiji Evropa 2020 za regije in mesta
Odbor regij se je odločil izdati brošuro z nasveti in informacijami, kako lokalne in regionalne oblasti lahko najbolje pomagajo pri uresničevanju evropske razvojne strategije Evropa 2020. Brošura med drugim vključuje tudi primere dobrih praks, ni pa mišljena kot vodnik
Več:

Brošura
7. TRANSPORT IN ENERGETIKA

· Evropska komisija je začela preiskavo, ali Gazprom krši pravila konkurence
Evropska komisija je začela preiskovati, ali Gazprom, ruski proizvajalec in dobavitelj zemeljskega plina, na trgih v Vzhodni in Srednji Evropi spoštuje pravila konkurence. Komisija ob tem pojasnjuje, da odločitev o začetku preiskav še ne določa izida.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Velike zamude pri vzpostavljanju evropskega sistema elektronskega cestninjenja
Evropska komisija je države članice opozorila na resne zamude pri uvajanju evropskega sistema za elektronsko cestninjenje. Predlaga jim, naj v prvem koraku poskrbijo za vzpostavitev regionalnih sistemov za elektronsko cestninjenje. Pri tem jim ponuja tehnično in finančno pomoč. Državam, ki do 8. oktobra letos ne bodo sprejele ustreznih predpisov, Komisija opozarja, da bo proti njim uvedla postopek. Do 4. novembra pa je odprto javno posvetovanje o zaračunavanju stroškov za rabo prometne infrastrukture. 
Več:
Poročilo Evropske komisije
in
Spletna stran o elektronskem cestninjenju
in

Spletna stran javnega posvetovanja
· Tri študije o nekonvencionalnih fosilnih gorivih
Evropska komisija je objavila tri študije o nekonvencionalnih fosilnih gorivih oziroma o plinu iz skrilavcev. To so študije o rizikih pri pridobivanju plina iz skrilavcev z metodo hidravličnega vrtanja (fracking) na zdravje ljudi in na okolje, pa vplliv tega energenta na energetski trg v  EU. 
Več:

Poročilo o riziku za zdravlje ljudi
in

Poročilo o vplivih na okolje
in

Poročilo o vplivu na energetski trg 

· Evropska komisija izbrala dva infrastrukturna projekta, pri katerih sodeluje Slovenija
Evropska komisija je objavila seznam projektov, za katere bo iz programa za vseevropsko prometno omrežje (TEN-T) razdelila 200 milijonov evrov. Med njimi so projekti za izgradnjo in/ali posodobitev sedanjih povezav, podporo prometnim koridorjem, javno-zasebnim partnerstvom in inovativnim finančnim instrumentom. Med izbranimi projekti sta dva, pri katerih sodeluje Slovenija. 
Več:

Seznam izbranih projektov
in

Spletna stran agencije TEN-T
· Določeni so pogoji za dostop do prenosnega omrežja za zemeljski plin
Agencija ACER je določila pogoje za dostop do prenosnega omrežja za zemeljski plin. Njihov namen je zagotoviti čim boljše zmogljivosti na stičnih točkah med dvema ali več državami članicami  in pripomoči k čim bolj učinkovitemu trgu na debelo v EU.
Več:

Sporočilo o sprejetju pogojev
· Poročilo o uresničitvi energetskega dela programa za spodbude gospodarstvu
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo, kako so države članice uresničile energetski del programa za spodbude gospodarstvu, ki je bil sprejet po izbruhu finančne in gospodarske krize in v katerem je bilo za energetske projekte na voljo 4 milijard evrov. Slovenija je na podlagi tega programa dobila sredstva za plinovod med mejo z Avstrijo in Ljubljano.

Več:

Poročilo
· Kako povezati programa Digitalna agenda in transportno politiko
Kako čim bolj učinkovito povezati evropski program za Digitalno agendo s transportno politiko, ko gre za razvoj inteligentnih prometnih sistemov, je bila glavna tema neformalnega zasedanja ministrov za promet. Eden od zaključkov ministrov je bil, da je najboljša pot za uvedbo informacijsko-komunikacijskmih projektov javno-zasebno partnerstvo.
Več:

Zaključki predsedstva
· Poročilo o uporabi predpisov, ki zahtevajo usposabljanje poklicnih voznikov
Evropska komisija je objavila poročilo o uporabi predpisov za usposabljanje poklicnih voznikov. V njem ugotavlja, da so bila usposabljanja uspešna in pripomorejo k izboljšanju prometne varnosti. Komisija predlaga tudi izboljšave, ki bi jih bilo trevba vključiti v predpise. 

Več: 

Poročilo 
8. EKOLOGIJA IN TRAJNOSTNI RAZVOJ

· Dodatno zmanjšanje izpustov CO2 iz avtomobilov
Evropska komisija predlaga dodatno zmanjšanje dovoljenih izpustov iz avtomobilov in lahkih gospodarskih vozil do leta 2020. Povprečne izpuste iz avtomobilov bi s 135,7 gramov leta 2011 do leta 2020 zmanjšala na 95 gramov CO2 na kilometer, iz lahkih gospodarskih vozil pa z 181,4 grama leta 2010 na 147 gramov CO2 na kilometer do leta 2020.
Več:

Spletna stran s predlogom Evropske komisije
· Denar za 202 okoljska projekta iz programa Life+
Evropska komisija je za 202 projekta na podlagi programa Life+ razdelila 268,4 milijona evrov. Projekti zajemajo ukrepe na področjih ohranjanja narave, okoljske politike, podnebnih sprememb ter informacije in komunikacije o okoljskih vprašanjih. Med izbranimi sta dva projekta iz Slovenije, zanju je v proračunu EU na voljo 6,1 milijona evrov. 
Več:
Spletna stran programa Life 

in

Predstavitev izbranih projektov
· Pravila za državne pomoči za varovanje okolja
Evropska komisija prek javnega posvetovanja do 23. oktobra zbira mnenje in predloge za nova pravila za državne pomoči za varovanje okolja. Na podlagi mnenj in predlogov, ki jih bo prejela, bo v letu 2013 objavila predlog novih smernic. 
Več:

Spletna stran za sodelovanje v javnem posvetovanju 
· Novo poročilo o ravnanju z odpadki
Evropska komisija je objavila novo poročilo, kako države članice ravnajo s komunalnimi odpadki. V njem države članice na podlagi 18 meril razvršča v preglednico, ki kaže, da države članice veliko odpadkov še zmeraj odlagajo na odlagališča.

Več:

Poročilo 
9. VARSTVO POTROŠNIKOV

· Direktiva, ki bo omogočila varnejše barvanje las
Evropska komisija je sprejela direktivo, v kateri so upoštevana najnovejša znanstvena dognanja o snoveh, ki so v uporabi pri barvanju las. Na seznam prepovedanih sestavin je dodala 24 snovi, vse so navedene v aneksu k direktivi o kozmetičnih izdelkih.
Več:

Direktiva
in

Spletna stran o izdelkih za barvanje las 

· Za varstvo potrošnikov je predvidenih premalo sredstev
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta ugotavljajo, da je za izvajanje programa za varstvo potrošnikov v obdobju od leta 2014 do 2020 predvidenih premalo sredstev. Več pozornosti bi po njihovem mnenju bilo treba nameniti ukrepom za varnost izdelkov, finančna sredstva bi v novem programu morali nameniti za spletne strani, prek katerih bi potrošniki lahko primerjali cene.
Več:
Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· Poslanci zahtevajo enostaven sistem, ko gre za odškodninske zahtevke potrošnikov
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta pravijo, da morajo biti določbe nove direktive o odškodninah potrošnikom enostavne, da bodo potrošniki te spore s trgovci zunajsodno lahko rešili hitro in učinkovito. Parlametnarni odbor za notranji trg bo v jeseni odločil, ali bo s Svetom EU začel pogajanja o sprejetju direktive v prvem branju.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropskega parlamenta
· RAPEX
Hitri sistem obveščanja EU o nevarnih proizvodih, ki krožijo na evropskem trgu. Posodobitve za julij - september:
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=458 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=457 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=456 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=455 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=454 
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=453
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=452
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=451  
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=450       

10. RR IN INOVACIJE

· Predlog ukrepov za vzpostavitev Enotnega evropskega raziskovalnega prostora
Evropska komisija je objavila predlog ukrepov, ki jih morajo po njenem mnenju sprejeti države članice, da bo mogoče vzpostaviti Enotni evropski raziskovalni prostor (ERA) oziroma enoten trg za raziskave in inovacije. Zagotoviti morajo večjo učinkovitost nacionalnih raziskovalnih sistemov, vzpostaviti in učinkoviteje upravljati nacionalne raziskovalne infrastrukture, zagotoviti večjo odprtost trga dela za raziskovalce, zagotoviti enakost med spoloma v organizacijah, ki izvajajo raziskovalne projekte, zagotoviti optimalno kroženje in prenos znanstvenih informacij. 

Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije 
· Odprt dostop do rezultatov raziskav
Evropska komisija je predstavila ukrepe za izboljšanje dostopa do znanstvenih informacij, da bodo raziskovalci in podjetja lahko lažje uporabili izsledke raziskav, ki se financirajo iz javnih virov. Komisija bo kot prvi korak za uresničitev tega predloga odprt dostop določila kot splošno načelo novega programa za raziskave in inovacije Obzorja 2020, kar pomeni, da bodo morali biti od leta 2014 dostopni vsi članki, ki bodo financirani na podlagi programa Obzorje 2020.

Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije
· Prednostne naloge za inovacijsko partnerstvo za vode
Strokovna skupina je določila prednostne naloge za inovacijsko partnerstvo za vode. Na podlagi teh nalog bo narejen strateški načrt, ki bo podlaga za njihovo uresničitev. Ta načrt bo predvidoma sprejet decembra.

Več:

Spletna stran inovacijskega partnerstva za vode
· Objavljeni so rezultati natečaja Proof of Concept
Evropski raziskovalni svet (ERC) je objavil rezultate natečaja Proof of Concept, na podlagi katerega bo razdelil 33 subvencij v višini 150 tisoč evrov za prenos raziskovalnih in inovativnih idej na trg. S temi sredstvi bo mogoče financirati zaščito intelektualne lastnine, tehnične potrditve, raziskave trga in poslovnih priložnosti. Za izbrane projekte bo razdelil 4,8 milijona evrov, rok za prijavo na drugi natečaj se izteče 3. oktobra. Zanj je na voljo 10 milijonov evrov. 
Več:

Sporočilo o rezultatih natečaja
· 800 milijonov evrov za najboljše mlade raziskovalce
Evropski raziskovalni svet (ERC) je objavil seznam 536 najboljših raziskovalcev na začetku poklicne poti, ki jim bo razdelil 800 milijonov evrov za razvijanje zamisli na novih področjih znanja. Tako bodo lahko oblikovali lastne raziskovalne skupine s študenti na doktorskem in postdoktorskem študiju. Med dobitniki pomoči ni nikogar iz Slovenije.
Več:

Sporočilo o izboru dobitnikov pomoči
in

Seznam dobitnikov
11. KULTURA IN IZOBRAŽEVANJE
· Priznavanje spretnosti in znanj, pridobljenih zunaj šol in univerz
Evropska komisija poziva države članice naj do leta 2015 vzpostavijo nacionalne sisteme za potrjevanje znanj, pridobiljenih zunaj šol in univerz oziroma znanj z neformalnega in priložnostnega učenja. Komisija pravi, da bo tako mogoče ustvariti več zaposlitvenih možnosti zlasti za mlade brezposelne in osebe z malo formalnih kvalifikacij, denimo starejše in nizkokvalificirane delavce. Poleg tega je namen njenega predloga izboljšati dostop do visokošolskega izobraževanja, zlasti za starejše študente. 
Več:

Predlog Evropske komisije
· Na področju opismenjevanja je treba spremeniti pristop in narediti več
Evropska unija mora prenoviti svoj pristop v boju proti nepismenosti. Petina petnajstletnikov in skoraj 75 milijonov odraslih ne obvlada osnov branja in pisanja, zaradi česar težko najdejo službo, grozita pa jim tudi revščina in socialna izključenost, ugotavlja strokovna komisija Evropske komisije. Njeno poročilo na 80 straneh vsebuje sveženj priporočil, od nasvetov staršem za ustvarjanje kulture branja za zabavo skupaj z otroki, umeščanja knjižnic v neobičajna okolja, kot so nakupovalna središča, do tega, da bi bilo treba k učiteljskemu poklicu pritegniti več moških, da bi bili vzorniki fantom, ki berejo veliko manj kot dekleta. Poročilo vsebuje tudi priporočila glede na starost ter poziva k brezplačni in kakovostni predšolski vzgoji in izobraževanju za vse, večjemu številu osnovnošolskih učiteljev, specializiranih za branje, spremembi odnosa do disleksije s pojasnilom, da se ob ustrezni pomoči skoraj vsak otrok lahko nauči brati, pa tudi k bolj raznolikim možnostim učenja za odrasle, zlasti na delovnem mestu. 
Več:

Poročilo
in

Spletna stran o opismenjevanju
· Velike razlike v stroških visokošolskega izobraževanja
Stroški študija na visokih šolah po Evropi se močno razlikujejo, kaže poročilo Evropske komisije. Najvišje šolnine imajo v Angliji, kjer študenti na študijsko leto plačajo do 9 tisoč funtov (okoli 11.500 evrov), Avstrija, Ciper, Danska, Finska, Grčija, Malta, Norveška, Švedska, Škotska pa šolnin večinoma ne zaračunavajo. Za Slovenijo je v poročilu navedeno, da redni študenti na univerzah, ki jih financira država, šolnine ne plačujejo.

Več:

Poročilo
· Pregled izobraževanja 2012
Organizacija OECD je objavila Kratek pregled izobraževanja 2012, ki je letno poročilo, v katerem so zbrani podatki o uspešnosti izobraževalnih sistemov v 34 državah. V njem je opredeljenih več področij evropskega izobraževanja, ki bi v bližnji prihodnosti lahko predstavljala težave. Eno od njih so vse starejši učitelji.
Več:

Spletna stran s poročilom
in

Pregled kazalnikov
12. KMETIJSTVO

· Poročilo o varnosti hrane v EU na podlagi prijav prek sistema hitrega obveščanja
Evropska komisija je objavial poročilo o varnosti hrane v EU, ki kaže, da je bilo s pomočjo evropskega sistema hitrega obveščanja za živila in krmo (sistem RASFF) preprečenih ali omiljenih veliko tveganj za varnost hrane. Sistem RASFF je ključen pri zagotavljanju varnosti »od vil do vilic«, saj po odkritju tveganja v zvezi z varnostjo hrane sproži hiter odziv, pojasnjuje Komisija. V letu 2011 je bilo po sistemu RASFF sporočenih 9 157 primerov nespoštovanja zakonodaje EU o hrani, od tega 617 v zvezi z resnimi tveganji.
Več:

Poročilo Evropske komisije
· Kraški zašink in Bovški sir sta zdaj pri Evropski komisiji registrirana kot zaščitena proizvoda
Kraški zašink je julija postal 13. slovenski proizvod, ki je zaščiten pri Evropski komisiji. Avgusta je enako zaščito pridobil še bovški sir. Sta med proizvodi z zaščiteno geografsko označbo. Pod to označbo so zaščiteni še Prleška tünka, Zgornjesavinjski želodec, Šebreljski želodec, Ptujski lük in Kraški pršut.
Več:

Objava registracije za Kraški zašink
in 

Objava registracije za Bovški sir
· Sklep o dovolitvi predčasnih izplačil kmetom
Odbor za neposredna plačila kmetom je podprl predlog Evropske komisije, da države članice smejo kmetom zaradi finančne krize in vremenskih neprilik predčasno izplačati neposredna plačila za leto 2012. To pomeni, da ta denar lahko kmetom nakažejo že po 16. oktobru.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Razpis za sestavo skupine in informacijske točke za Inovacijsko partnerstvo za kmetijstvo
Evropska komisija do 15. oktobra prek razpisa zbira prijave projektov za sestavo skupine in vzpostavitev informacijske točke v Bruslju, prek katerih bo podpirala Inovacijsko partnerstvo za kmetijstvo. Za ta projekt je na leto na voljo do 2,5 milijona evrov.   
Več:

Spletna stran razpisa
· Napoved Evropske komisije za žita in koruzo
Evropska komisija je objavila napoved za žetev pšenice. V njej ugotavlja, da bo ta zadovoljiva, bo sicer za 2 odstotka nižja od povprečja v zadnjih petih letih, a še vedno za 25 milijonov ton večja kot v letu 2007/2008, ki je bilo zelo slabo leto. Pridelek koruze bo za 2 odstotka večji od povprečja v zadnjih petih letih.   
Več:

Predstavitev poročila
in

Napoved
· Svet EU je nadaljeval razpravo o reformi skupne kmetijske politike
Kmetijski ministri članic EU so na zadnjem zasedanju Sveta EU za kmetijstvo v okviru razprav o reformi skupne kmetijske politike imeli na dnevnem redu razpravo o ukrepih za soočenje s tveganji, ki so posledica naravnih nesreč in podnebnih sprememb. Strinjali so se, da za ta tveganja že obstajajo utečeni mehanizmi v okviru programa za razvoj podeželja in podobne mehanizme gre ohraniti tudi vnaprej. Strinjali so se tudi, da je treba uvesti ukrepe tudi za tveganja zaradi vse večjega nihanja cen v kmetijstvu. 

Več:

Zaključki Sveta EU
· Finančno poročilo za Evropski kmetijski jamstveni sklad za leto 2011
Evropska komisija je objavila finančno poročilo za Evropski kmetijski jamstveni sklad za leto 2011. V njem med drugim ugotavlja, da so države članice skoraj v celoti izvedle načrt za razdeljevanje hrane najbolj ogroženim osebam.
Več:

Poročilo
13. JUGOVZHODNA EVROPA IN SOSEDSKA POLITIKA

· Evropska komisija je dopolnila sporazum o viznem režimu za državljane Ukrajine
Evropska komisija je z dopolnilom, podpisanim julija, državljanom Ukrajine dodatno olajšala pogoje za pridobitev vizumov za potovanje v EU. To velja zlasti za predstavnike nevladnih organizacij in mlade, ki potujejo na konference in druge prireditve v EU. Vizume za večkratni vstop v EU za obdobje pet let, bodo na podlagi omenjenega dopolnila dobili tudi poslovneži, ki niso sporni. Sporazum mora potrditi še Evropski parlament in Svet EU.  
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
· Pomoč EU za države Vzhodnega partnerstva bo osredotočena na okolje in transport
Evropska komisija je odborila prvi del Regionalnega akcijskega programa za Vzhodno Partnerstvo, na podlagi katerega namerava pomoč nameniti predvsem na okolje in transport. S področja okolja bodo prišli v poštev zlasti projekti za vzpostavitev zelenega gospodarstva, kot je uvedba zelenih tehnologij. Na področju transporta bo podprla uveljavitev Regionalnega akcijskega načrta za povečanje prometne varnosti, v poštev pridejo projekti za dograditev bolj varnih cest.
Več:

Program
in

Predstavitev ukrepov
· Za reforme v Moldaviji 94 milijonov evrov 
Evropska komisija je za pomoč pri reformah Moldaviji zagotovila 94 milijonov evrov. Ta pomoč bo na voljo predvsem za reforme na področju pravosodja, za lokalni in regionalni razvoj, izboljšanje sistema poklicnega izobraževanja in usposabljanja, pa tudi za pripravo novih bilateralnih sporazumov z EU.
Več:

Sporočilo Evropske komisije
in

Program za Moldavijo
in

Seznam ukrepov
· Za reforme v Armeniji 60 milijonov evrov
Evropska komisija je za pomoč Armeniji pri usposabljanju kadrov ključnih institucij, za razširitev dobrih praks, ustanavljanje šol za izobraževanje pravnikov na podlagi akcijsdkega programa zagotovila 60 milijonov evrov.  
Več:

Akcijski program
in

Seznam ukrepov
· Gruzija dobi podporo EU za kmetijstvo in zagotavljanje varne hrane
Evropska komisija je sporočila, da Gruzija dobi na podlagi akcijskega načrta za Vzhodno partnerstvo pomoč EU za kmetijstvo in varno hrano. Letos je za to državo na podlagi akcijskega načrta na voljo 60 milijonov evrov.

Več:

Program za Gruzijo
in

Seznam ukrepov
14. NAJAVE DOGODKOV
· EU Roma Strategy: from policy to regional and local practice
Bruselj, september 26, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· European State Aid in the Agricultural Sector
Berlin, september 27 - 28, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Creativity and Innovation
Atene, oktober 03 - 04, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Open Days

Bruselj, oktober 08 - 11, 2012 
Več informacij tukaj
· 6th European Waste Water Management Conference
Manchester, oktober 09 – 10, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Family friendly regions Workshop

Bruselj, oktober 09, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 4th European Innovation Summit
Bruselj, oktober 09 - 10, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· CIGRE Regional South – East Regional Conference
Sibiu, oktober 10 - 12, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Second REACH Lead Registrant Workshop
Helsinki, oktober 11 – 12, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· 8. International Symposium of Statistics
Eskisehir, oktober 11 – 13, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Financing Research and Development Projects
Berlin, oktober 11 – 12, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· New State Aid Package for Services of General Economic Interest
Bruselj, oktober 15 - 16, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Structural Funds for Sustainable Waste Management
Bruselj, oktober 15, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Financing Transport Infrastructure in Western Balkans and Southeast Europe
Dubrovnik, oktober 24 - 25, 2012 
Več informacij tukaj
· International 20th Anniversary conference seeking local and regional sustainability 2012
Joensuu, oktober 30 – november  02, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Connectivity in the 21st Century
Salzburg, november 04 - 06, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Ingternational scinetific conference People Buildings and Environment 2012
Lednice, november 07 - 09, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
· Regional Cooperation – The framework of 2014 Workshop
Celovec, november 12, 2012
Več informacij tukaj
15. ZANIMIVE PUBLIKACIJE
· Comenius: Europe in the classroom
· Active citizenship: For a better European society
· Successful Austerity in the United States, Europe and Japan


· New skills and jobs in Europe: Pathways towards full employment
· The European Investment Bank in the water sector
· The Europe 2020 Strategy: Can it maintain the EU’s competitiveness in the world?
· Loans for vocational education and training in Europe
· Eurostatistics

· Environmental indicator report 2012
· What Germany should fear most is its own fear: An analysis of Target2 and current account imbalances
· RegioStars Awards 2012: Presentation of the finalists
· A European Deposit Insurance and Resolution Fund - An Update
· The Habitats Directive: Celebrating 20 years of protecting biodiversity in Europe
· State of play of the European Qualifications Framework implementation
· Financial instruments in cohesion policy 2014-2020
· This recovery is different
· Income and wealth taxes in the euro area: An initial overview
· Online banking and demography: Future generations will take online (banking) for granted
· Focus Germany: Euro crisis tightening its grip
· Western Balkans: Bumps on the road to EU accession
16. PRILOGE
· PRILOGA 1: This Recovery is Different
CEPS/ Brussels
The misguided belief that “this time is different” led policy-makers to permit the credit boom of the early 2000s to continue for too long, thus preparing the ground for the biggest financial crisis in living memory. But now, when it comes to recovery, the belief that this time should not be different might be equally dangerous.

Many policy-makers and economists have observed that the recovery from the 2007-08 financial crisis has been much slower than most recoveries of the post-war era, which needed only a little more than a year, on average, to restore output and employment to the previous level. By this standard the current recovery is unacceptably slow, with both output and employment still below the previous peak three years later. Policy-makers thus feel justified in using all available macroeconomic levers to achieve a recovery that resembles those of the past.

In doing so, policy-makers are reluctant to take into account that the recent crisis resulted from an unprecedented credit boom gone bust. To some extent, it should have been logical to expect an unprecedented upturn as well. When the crisis erupted, many hoped for a Vshaped recovery, notwithstanding a substantial body of research showing that recoveries from recessions caused by a financial crisis tend to be weaker and slower than recoveries from “normal” recessions.

 The observation that recoveries following a financial crisis are different suggests that standard macroeconomic policies might not work as one would usually expect. A transatlantic comparison suggests that this may indeed be the case. One would expect that the shock from the financial crisis should be comparable for the United States and the eurozone, given that they are of similar size, exhibit a similar degree of internal diversity and experienced a similar increase in house prices (on average) in the years preceding the bust. Moreover, the relative increase in debt (leverage) in the financial system was similar on both sides of the Atlantic.

And, indeed, US economic performance has been very similar to that of the eurozone since the start of the crisis: GDP per capita today is still about 2% below the 2007 level on both sides of the Atlantic. The unemployment rate in the US and the eurozone has increased by about the same amount as well – three percentage points.
Of course, one can point to particular countries in Europe that are mired in recession. But the US also has depressed areas. For Ireland and Spain, read Nevada and California (and, for Greece, read Puerto Rico). The proper comparison is thus between the average of two continental-sized economies, both of which are characterized by considerable internal diversity.

These similarities in economic performance are striking, given that macroeconomic policy in the US and the eurozone has been so different. The US let its fiscal deficit rise above 10% of GDP, compared to less than 6% of GDP in the eurozone. Measured over a five-year period (2007-12), the US has thus not done any better than the eurozone, although it has relied on a much larger dose of fiscal expansion. In the US (and the United Kingdom), the general government deficit today is still around 8% of GDP, compared to a little more than 3% of GDP in the eurozone.

In fact, the economy that has imbibed the strongest dose of expansionary policy has recovered the most weakly: GDP per capita in the UK today is still 6% below the 2007 level. Of course, one could argue that the UK was particularly exposed to the bust, because financial services make up a large part of its GDP. But the fact remains that its economy, which is supposed to be the most flexible in Europe, has not recovered from the shock five years later, despite massive fiscal and monetary stimulus, coupled with a substantial devaluation.

On balance, it thus seems that this time – or, rather, this post-crisis environment – really is different, and that macroeconomic policies have done little to improve matters. Countries like the US and the UK, which are accumulating debt at a record pace, are betting that deficit spending will eventually pay off in a stronger economy. But they risk ending up with debt/GDP ratios north of 100%, which would leave them at the mercy of financial markets should sentiment turn against them.

History suggests that interest rates will not remain at record-low levels forever, and that when change comes, it might be abrupt. Why should we expect this time to be different?

· PRILOGA 2: The Political Redefinition of Europe 
Bruegel/ Brussels

For the past few years, headlines in Europe have been dominated by the financial and economic developments of the crisis, first in the banking system and then in sovereign debt markets. Throughout this period the urgencies of the moment have tended to divert attention from the bigger picture, which is political. To be fair, none of the political questions raised by the sequence of events in Europe since mid-2007 is entirely new. But the crisis has shed new light on them, and may allow Europeans to consider them with more lucidity. The attempt made here is not intended to be comprehensive or even consistent, but only to stimulate more thinking on issues which may become increasingly prominent in the next few months. 

Europe’s executive deficit

There are many causes, dimensions and narratives of this crisis. To name but a few: the Eurozone as a far-from-optimal currency area; economic imbalances; supervisory failures and structural fragilities in an insufficiently integrated financial system; lack of competitiveness in the South; lapses of fiscal discipline. However, none of these explains why the crisis has become so intense. An alternative, non-economic narrative is needed and can be labeled as one of ineffective government – the inability to make decisions when they are needed. It is a truth as ancient as politics that no decision is often worse than bad decisions. From this standpoint, the succession of summits and top-level photo opportunities throughout those years in Europe has been essentially an illusion. The political leaders, heads of state and government have been on the front pages almost every day, but this has been a reflection of their collective paralysis rather than decisiveness. 

This stands in stark contrast with the other extreme in the US during the fateful weeks of crisis management in September and October 2008, when the President was literally absent from the scene. In the US, a strong and long-established executive framework allowed the Treasury Secretary to take initiatives almost single-handedly. Conversely in Europe, the absence of a proper framework to make executive decisions meant that no sufficient progress could be made in spite of constant involvement of the principals. In other words, an executive deficit is the true core of the European crisis. 

This executive deficit can be characterized even more specifically. The most basic feature of executive power is the ability to allocate pain and gain – which of course must be appropriately restrained to be kept compatible with liberty. Allocating losses is exactly what Europe has not been able to do, with the feeble exception of the Greek debt restructuring of March 2012 but not to an extent sufficient to resolve the problem at hand. The absence of a mechanism to allocate losses is why Europe’s banking crisis, identified as early as the end of July 2007, has been left unresolved and has only become deeper for half a decade. This is not a problem of the periphery, but rather of the center – started in Germany (IKB was the first canary in Europe’s banking coal mine) and still essentially unresolved. 

It is not impossible that this executive paralysis may lead to the unraveling of the euro. In a provocative recent piece published on the OpenDemocracy website and reflecting on lessons from the collapse of the Soviet Union, political philosopher Ivan Krastev noted that “the belief that the union cannot disintegrate is also one of the major risks of disintegration.” European leaders often insist on the vast progress being made and typically cite the European Supervision Authorities, the “Six-Pack,” the European Semester, the Fiscal Compact or other major initiatives of the past few years. These achievements are not to be underestimated. But they remind one of Mikhail Gorbachev boasting his Perestroika reforms: the fact that many substantial reforms are introduced does not imply that they are sufficient, given the magnitude of the challenge at hand. In his analysis, Krastev takes due note of the fundamental differences between the European Union and the Soviet Union. He quotes historian Martin Malia’s observation that the Soviet order “collapsed like a house of cards because it had always been a house of cards,” and adds that “the EU is not a house of cards.” But he also notes that “the most disturbing lesson coming out of the study of Soviet collapse is that in times of threats of disintegration, political actors should bet on flexibility and constrain their natural urge for rigidity and solutions intended to last which, if and when they fail, can accelerate the momentum to disintegration.” Whether on banking or on fiscal policy such flexibility has been scarce in the management of the crisis so far, another manifestation of Europe’s executive deficit. 

Executive deficit, democratic deficit, and political union

There are, of course, partial exceptions to Europe’s executive deficit. The European Central Bank has been able, since the very earliest days of the crisis in August 2007, to take swift and decisive action when necessary. Similarly, the European Commission, in its capacities as competition authority and trade negotiator, has a proven ability to act as an executive, including in the case of competition policy in the context of the banking crisis. However, all these cases are in policy areas where it is possible to empower independent authorities with a clear mission and mandate. The challenge is to expand such decision-making capacity at the European level to policy areas with a more direct political content, such as banking policy, fiscal policy, and perhaps also some aspects of structural reforms where consistency at the European level is needed. In these areas, no such independence can be granted to authorities as in monetary policy, competition policy, or trade negotiations. Political accountability is needed. 

This suggests that Europe’s executive deficit can be seen as the flipside of its much-discussed democratic deficit. Leaders are unable to act at the European level because they do not have a European political mandate to act. Individual members of the European Council may have a mandate from their respective national citizenries, but the aggregation of national mandates which are often mutually contradictory does not result in a European political mandate. A different mechanism is needed to enable the definition and expression of a political direction that applies to European-level policies. The current institutional framework has failed to provide such a mechanism, and thus requires transformation for the crisis to be overcome. This transformation is what Europeans should envisage under the label of “political union.” This expression is not new. Four decades ago, it was mention as an aspiration in the conclusion of a European Summit in October 1972 in Paris, and had also been used earlier in the European context. But its significance in the current context should be specifically about creating accountability mechanisms that would permit the emergence of a political mandate to act, particularly in areas such as banking policy, fiscal policy and competitiveness policy which the crisis has shown need to be more tightly integrated at the European level than is currently the case for the Eurozone’s monetary union to become sustainable. 

The role of European Parliament

The historical experience of the past few centuries suggests that the most promising option to achieve this aim is through representative democracy. It seems logical then to consider a central role for the European Parliament. The combination of national parliaments may be envisaged to provide a check on the European Parliament, but cannot substitute for it: as in the European Council, the addition of national political mandates cannot fulfill the need for a European one. 

The European Parliament is often lambasted, and sometimes for good reason: many Members of the European Parliament (MEPs) are serial absentees, and pointless grandstanding in its hemicycle is not unheard of. But much of the criticism it receives as an institution is unfair. This includes the infamous Brussels-Strasbourg traveling circus, which is imposed by the member states not the MEPs, and could only be eliminated through a unanimous decision of the Council. Furthermore the European Parliament, in spite of its limited powers, has built a rather constructive track record through the crisis, say on the supervisory package that created the three new European Supervisory Authorities and the European Systemic Risk Board, or on the so-called “six-pack” of five regulations and one directive reforming the Stability and Growth Pact and introducing new economic surveillance mechanisms. In a recent speech in Washington, former European Central Bank President (and recently elected Bruegel chairman) Jean-Claude Trichet opined that the European Parliament was the one institution where he had encountered “the best European spirit” during his tenure at the central bank and particularly since the start of the crisis. 

However, the European Parliament as it currently exists is not sufficient to provide the democratic accountability that would allow a meaningful reduction of European’s executive deficit. At this point, the most authoritative analysis of its shortcomings arguably remains the German constitutional court’s landmark ruling on the Lisbon Treaty in June 2009. It is worth quoting at some length: “Neither as regards its composition nor its position in the European competence structure is the European Parliament sufficiently prepared to take representative and assignable majority decisions as uniform decisions on political direction. Measured against requirements placed on democracy in states, its election does not take due account of equality, and it is not competent to take authoritative decisions on political direction in the context of the supranational balancing of interests between the states. It therefore cannot support a parliamentary government and organize itself with regard to party politics in the system of government and opposition in such a way that a decision on political direction taken by the European electorate could have a politically decisive effect.” The court goes on to call this situation a “structural democratic deficit.” The Karlsruhe court thus makes two main arguments, both of which need to be addressed. First, the European Parliament’s composition is unsatisfactory because European citizens are not equally represented in it. Second, its competencies are too limited for it to have determining impact on policy outcomes. 

Regarding the first point about representativeness, it is undeniable that citizens of smaller member states are overrepresented in the European Parliament compared with citizens of larger member states. This impairs the ability of MEPs to collectively represent European citizens. Furthermore, the election processes vary widely across member states, as do the sizes of parliamentary districts and the number of MEPs representing each district. This results in links between voters and MEPs of variable intensity across countries. Much further harmonization of the electoral law governing European would thus be needed, together with significant progress towards equality of the number of voters represented by each MEP. Furthermore, the European Parliament should be able to adjust the perimeter of its sessions to the de facto multiplication of different geographical scopes for different policy areas. One possibility would be to introduce specific formats in which, say, only MEPs from Eurozone countries would vote on Eurozone-specific issues, while MEPs from other member states would have some possibility to participate in the discussions but without the right to vote on such matters. 

On the court’s second point, what is needed is an expansion of the European Parliament to give him more direct impact on policy. Three aspects appear of particular importance in this respect. First, on legislation, it may be time to grant the European Parliament a right of initiative. Second, the Parliament should have much more direct ability to “advise and consent” on individual senior appointments to European-level executive positions. Third, the European Parliament should acquire a genuine “power of the purse” that applies not only to the European institutions’ budget but more generally to financial decisions made at the European level, particularly in a future framework of banking union and fiscal union. 

Reshaping European executive functions

While Europe’s legislative branch needs upgrading and empowerment, the current moment does not necessary call for the creation on the executive side of a fully-fledged European government. For the foreseeable future executive tasks performed at the European level will remain in discrete, specifically defined policy areas in accordance with the European principle of subsidiarity. Europe is probably not ready for an institutional framework that would place the ability to decide on the allocation of competencies (sometimes called Kompetenz-Kompetenz in reference to the German constitutional vocabulary) at the European as opposed to the national level. 

In this context, executive authority may be scattered among different bodies rather than centralized within one single institution: individual ministries and executive agencies but without a prime minister, if one may put it that way. The European Commission may host some of these bodies, as it currently does in areas such as competition policy, but not all as some tasks may require a different governance structure – including but not limited to the future European authorities for banking supervision, resolution, and deposit insurance which need to be established to materialize the aim of creating a European banking union. The vision of a “scattered executive” has the advantage of preventing excessive concentrations of power at the European level while political accountability mechanisms remain in a phase of gradual buildup, and also of allowing a high degree of institutional experimentation and innovation, something that Europe evidently needs. An important aspect is to allow specialist agencies to have as much freedom as possible to hire individuals with the specialized skills they may need. 

Naturally, the very notion of a scattered executive raises concerns of coordination among different executive bodies as some policy overlap between their respective remits will inevitably occur. Some kind of “interagency process” will be required, even assuming that each European executive body has wide autonomy within a precisely defined policy scope. The European Council may be the appropriate institution to play this role, provided that the frequency of such interagency decisions can be kept relatively low. 

Conclusions and observations

The crisis is forcing a redefinition of what European integration means from a political standpoint. This will inevitably result in a profound transformation of European institutions. The steps suggested here are a massive simplification of what is needed, and are submitted only to stimulate further reflection; sound constitutional design requires finely tuned checks and balances that go well beyond the expression of broad principles. New treaty arrangements will evidently be needed to implement this transformation. Before they can be envisaged, self-reform initiatives or proposals by the existing institutions themselves would be welcome: this is particularly true of the European Parliament, which as suggested above may need to play an increasingly central role in the context of a future European “political union” while the executive branch remains, at least for some time, more of a work in progress. 

It is easy to dismiss this agenda as unrealistic or even irrelevant or downright dangerous. The backdrop however is that the crisis creates a historic moment for Europe, which calls both for bold institutional innovation, as in earlier moments of European history, and for a rooting of such innovation in historical awareness. Three concluding observations are offered in this perspective. 

First, political organization is fluid by nature. Some political entities are very stable – Sweden is an example, even though its borders have fluctuated somewhat over the centuries. But even stable entities can disappear. As Jean-Jacques Rousseau observed long ago, “If Sparta and Rome perished, what state can hope to endure forever?” The Soviet Union disappeared much more quickly than most observers, friends and foes, thought possible. Other political entities change over time beyond recognition – a striking example is Burgundy, which was a kingdom bordering on the Mediterranean in the first millennium before gradually shifting north and ending up incorporating much of what is now Belgium and the Netherlands. While its name remains with a French region somewhere in the middle of this range, its political existence as an autonomous entity ended around five centuries ago but its political legacy is manifold. In Western Europe, the relative stability of borders, at least since the Second World War, acts to a certain extent as a misleading mental screen which hides a continuous evolution of political organization. Specifically, all federations are constantly renegotiated and never reach a fully stable point of equilibrium between the role of the center and that of the federated entities. 

Second, and even though this must be stated with a lot of caution, history suggests a general direction towards larger, more complex forms of political organization. From bands to kingdoms, from city-states to empires, from the constitution of nations into states to the formation of continent-sized countries such as the United States or India, the evolution has typically been from smaller to larger. This is not a uniform trend of course. The Mongol Empire of the late 13th century remains unsurpassed by several measures; China assumed features of a hugely sized nation-state early in history. But skeptics who say Europe cannot organize itself politically because it is too large or too diverse often suffer from a narrow historical focus. Europe itself includes multilingual entities like Finland or Belgium and multireligious ones like Germany – or both linguistic and religious diversity in the case of Switzerland, which also happens to be remarkably stable. Outside of Europe, India is a striking example of a continent-sized democracy that is by many counts more diverse linguistically, culturally and ethnically than is Europe, and its example tends to disprove the often-heard argument that there can be no European democracy because there is no European demos. The awareness of political scale effects was a motivation of European integration from the outset. While making the case for it, Jean Monnet strikingly observed in November 1954 that “Our [European] countries have become too small for today’s world, compared with the scale brought by modern technology and with the size of America and Russia today, and of China and India tomorrow.” 

Third, new forms of political organization are almost always shaped in crises, and often in a way that even the main actors had not been able to predict beforehand. While such crises are rarely painless, they are not necessarily bloody. The union of England and Scotland in 1707, the shift of the United States from confederation to federation in 1787-89, the confederation of Canada in the 1860s, or the creation of the Australian federation in 1901 are examples of sequences of political consolidation that were momentous and largely unpredicted but also essentially orderly and pacific. There can be no prediction that the present crisis will trigger a comparable moment for Europe, but nor can it be ruled out as a historical possibility. 

· PRILOGA 3: Cooperation and geopolitics in the Black Sea: prospects and challenges
EPC/ Brussels

“A few years ago I was very optimistic about cooperation between the countries of the Black Sea region. Now I’m less so,” said Dimitrios Triantaphyllou, director of the Centre for International and European Studies at Kadir Has University.

Painting a picture of geopolitical “barriers” to cooperation, Triantaphyllou said “the region is in flux and at a dangerous stage. There are competing narratives of what needs to be done”. “There is potential for regional cooperation, especially given the EU dimension. There was hope and optimism, particularly on the EU side, but today there is doubt,” Triantaphyllou said, lamenting that “tremendous infighting between some countries […] has led to concerns as to the direction of the region”.

“There is no momentum coming from the Black Sea region today, whereas decisions used to be taken easily. Institutional regionalism is stalling and perhaps even failing,” the academic claimed. “National prerogatives are now dominating EU foreign policy. The Eastern Partnership is now driving the EU’s Black Sea policy, which creates problems of synergy and of defining the region,” he said, going on to claim that “the impact of EU policy on the region’s Europeanisation is not there”. “Without regionalisation led by the countries of the region in conjunction with the EU, you have nationalism and geopolitics emerging instead. Russia prefers the status quo, rather than a stronger role for the EU,” Triantaphyllou said.

He warned that the EU’s failure to strongly influence the process of Europeanisation in the Black Sea region was having an impact on its democratisation. “Turkey’s democratic orientation is beginning to be subjected to debate, and jingoism is rising across the region,” he said. “The EU wants to keep its feet on the ground and be as practical as it can in cooperating with this complex region,” said Konstantinos Vardakis, Deputy Head of Division for the Eastern Partnership, Regional Cooperation and the OSCE at the European External Action Service (EEAS).

Globalisation and EU integration have both driven and are continuing to drive dramatic economic and political change in the Black Sea region, the EEAS official said, citing as an example the recent accession to the EU of Bulgaria and Romania. “Turkey’s growth means it must play a leading role in driving Black Sea regional cooperation. The EU is willing to share responsibility for the peaceful and prosperous development of the region,” Vardakis said. “The Black Sea is important for the EU. We want to play a constructive role in all the sea basins surrounding the EU. Our objective is practical cooperation that benefits the people of the region,” he insisted.

“But we must bear in mind the variable geometry of EU bilateral relations with Black Sea countries too. Bilateral relations will remain a key part of our relationships, for example with Russia,” he said. “The Black Sea Synergy doesn’t duplicate the Eastern Partnership. The Eastern Partnership vector points towards Brussels, whereas with the Black Sea Synergy, it’s about bringing the EU’s experience of cooperation to the region,” Vardakis explained. “It’s true that after Bulgaria and Romania’s accession, the EU feels closer to the Black Sea region. It’s a bridge between the EU and the Caspian, and between the EU and Asia. Its geostrategic importance, particularly regarding energy, is increasing,” said Bulgarian Socialist MEP Evgeni Kirilov.

“The European Parliament wants the EU to step up relations with the Black Sea region. But there are problems with involving these partners, especially regarding Russia and Turkey, and there’s jealousy too,” Kirilov warned. “We need to work on concrete issues like transport, the environment and security, which will grow in importance when Bulgaria and Romania join Schengen. We need to speak more about synergies,” he argued. “I’m worried that at this point, while we claim that the EU needs a more active presence in the region, the crisis is actually producing setbacks regarding our global standing and influence,” the MEP warned.

“A stronger EU will need the resources to produce these policies, but the opposite is happening. The European Parliament is fighting hard to defend EU funding,” Kirilov said. Esra Hatipoğlu, Associate Professor at the Department of Public Administration, Marmara University, said there were two main challenges facing Black Sea regional cooperation: first, conceptualising the Black Sea region itself, and second, issues regarding external powers. The countries of the Black Sea region have “diverse and incompatible interests,” claimed Hatipoğlu, arguing that they have “various levels of global influence and interaction with international actors” and are at various levels of economic development.

“These differences produce two problems,” she said. First, they “make the countries focus on narrow national interests rather than the region as a whole. Second, “there’s no real regional identity” and conflicts go unresolved due to a lack of trust.

As for external powers, Hatipoğlu said countries were faced with the difficult decision of deciding whether to pursue the direction of Euro-Atlantic integration or closer ties with Russia.

· PRILOGA 4: The German Energiewende – or how not to do it
Europe’s World/ Brussels

Since Norbert Röttgen’s dismissal as German Environment Minister, his successor, Peter Altmaier, has put the country’s Energiewende, or change of energy policy, on the agenda where it should have been from the outset: right at the top. And in May Chancellor Merkel called a time-out from attempts to rescue the Euro to hold talks with the Federal Network Agency for Electricity, Gas, Telecommunications, Post and Railways (Bundesnetzagentur). After all, the Energiewende will succeed – according to the second grid study by the German Energy Agency – only if an additional 1,700 to 3,600 km of extremely high-tension power lines are installed and the existing grid is also optimised. But one thing at a time.

During the campaigning for the elections to the North Rhine-Westphalian state parliament in the spring of 2012 the CDU’s leading candidate and then Environment Minister, Norbert Röttgen, claimed the increase in the use of renewable energy sources (RES) in Germany as a personal success of his period in office. What he failed to mention was that the political parties forming the present government had refused to approve the Renewable Energies Law (EEG) – the basis of Germany’s successful increase in RES use – in the German parliament, the Bundestag, in the spring of 2000. 

Although RES accounted for 20 percent of the electricity generated in 2011, Germany is ill prepared for the Energiewende. And that has something to do with the present government’s misguided energy policy. Until the nuclear disaster in Fukushima, Germany’s energy policy was very heavily biased towards nuclear energy. This was evident both from the withdrawal of the nuclear phase-out that was negotiated under the red-green coalition government and from the massive growth in the funds devoted to nuclear and fusion research – a trend that continues even now. It would be better, then, to call the post-Fukushima reversal of the nuclear phase-out an energy U-turn; the real shift in energy policy began in 1999/2000 with the 100,000-roof solar power programme, the EEG and the start of the phase-out of nuclear power.

The German government made its first cardinal error in the energy policy field in May 2010, when Finance Minister Schäuble cancelled the € 115 million Market Incentive Programme (MAP) for short-term cost-cutting reasons. It should be pointed out that, as the MAP generated eight to ten times that amount in private investment for measures to encourage the use of RES in the heating market, it virtually finances itself from tax revenues. By the time the funds were released by the Bundestag’s Budget Committee, the renewable heating market had almost completely collapsed and was subsequently very slow to recover.

In recent years the legislative politicking over the EEG has led to a sharp reduction of the feed-in tariffs for photovoltaic electricity generation – well above the agreed degression, since the dumping policy pursued by Chinese producers resulted in a steep decline in the prices of photovoltaic modules. This is, in principle, to be welcomed, since it will lead to lower power-generation costs and the earlier grid parity of solar electricity. But the latest amendment of the EEG stipulates that payment will be restricted to 90 percent of solar electricity generated. If, then, a (more expensive, German-made) photovoltaic unit operating at a higher degree of efficiency has hitherto generated more power over a lifetime of 20 years and so produced a greater return on the original investment, that incentive will now no longer apply because of the 90 percent rule. This will make it easy for inferior products, mostly manufactured in Asia, to succeed in the German market. 

Quite a few leading FDP (Liberal) politicians have now gone so far as to call for the repeal of the EEG and the introduction of a bidding or quota model, even though an EU15-wide research project was showing as long ago as the late 1990s that bidding or quota models of the kind widely used in Britain and the Netherlands had resulted in neither an appreciable increase in the use of RES nor the development of a domestic RE industry. 

A spurious argument constantly advanced for the repeal of the EEG is that it drives up electricity costs. What is not mentioned in the debate is that power-intensive industry is exempted from the EEG levy. In 2012 alone that exemption will benefit German industry to the tune of € 2.5 billion – and rising. Without that entitlement the EEG levy would have been almost 19 percent lower. While it has been in power, the German government has raised the number of companies benefiting from the Special Compensation Scheme to over 2,000. 

A state-guaranteed return of 9 percent. That sounds like good business. But this is not a guaranteed profit for operators of RE units. It is the 1,600 operators of electricity and gas networks who are receiving a guaranteed rate of return on their capital of 9.05 percent. Despite this, the Dutch company Tennet, which operates, among other things, the North German grid and is responsible for connecting up the offshore wind farms, is having difficulty coping with this mammoth task in spite of the guaranteed return. Meeting at a mini-“crisis summit”, the German and Dutch Economics Ministers therefore decided that Tennet would be allowed to raise private capital for future investments. And just last week the German Cabinet tabled a draft law limiting the liability of the grid operators and requiring power consumers to foot the bill.

Owing to the mistakes it has made in the past under its energy policy, the German government was ill prepared for the Energiewende. An added factor was the former Environment Minister’s inability to get his own way. In his first hundred days in office Minister Altmaier, on the other hand, has put up a brave fight. He now has a year until the next Bundestag elections to get the Energiewende going. The priorities have been defined: grid expansion, connection of the offshore wind farms and sustainable RES expansion in a way that does not drive yet more German companies into insolvency. And let us not forget about energy efficiency. There is still huge potential, particularly in the building sector.

If there is to be an Energiewende, the necessary steps will have to be taken: phase-out of fossil fuel subsidies, redirection of the energy research budget to renewable energy sources and energy efficiency technologies. And finally, the government must come clean about the price of the Energiewende, because it won’t come free.

If Germany succeeds with its Energiewende and shows that competitiveness, employment and climate protection can all be achieved together, it will have its imitators – and they will also be found in many developing countries and emerging economies. The Energiewende is therefore very important for development policy. Germany is already one of the world’s largest financiers of climate protection, and strategic cooperation with developing countries and emerging economies must be increased against that backdrop. The formation of trail-blazing alliances, primarily with developing countries and emerging economies, can only accelerate the transformation to a climate-compatible global economy.
· PRILOGA 5: Is Inflation Returning?
Project Syndicate/ New York
Inflation is now low in every industrial country, and the combination of high unemployment and slow GDP growth removes the usual sources of upward pressure on prices. Nevertheless, financial investors are increasingly worried that inflation will eventually begin to rise, owing to the large expansion of commercial bank reserves engineered by the United States Federal Reserve and the European Central Bank (ECB). Some investors, at least, remember that rising inflation typically follows monetary expansion, and they fear that this time will be no different.
Investors have responded to these fears by buying gold, agricultural land, and other traditional inflation hedges. The price of gold recently reached a four-month high and is approaching $1,700 an ounce. Prices per acre of farmland in Iowa and Illinois rose more than 10% over the past year. And the recent release of the US Federal Reserve Board’s minutes, which indicate support for another round of quantitative easing, caused sharp jumps in the prices of gold, silver, platinum, and other metals.

But, unlike private investors, Fed officials insist that this time really will be different. They note that the enormous expansion of commercial banks’ reserves has not led to a comparable increase in the supply of money and credit. While reserves increased at an annual rate of 22% over the past three years, the broad monetary aggregate (M2) that most closely tracks nominal GDP and inflation over long periods of time increased at less than 6% over the same three years.

In past decades, large expansions of bank reserves caused lending surges that increased the money supply and fueled inflationary spending growth. But now commercial banks are willing to hold their excess reserves at the Fed, because the Fed now pays interest on those deposits. The ECB also pays interest on deposits, so it, too, can in principle prevent higher reserves from leading to an unwanted lending explosion.

The Fed’s ability to pay interest is the key to what it calls its “exit strategy” from previous quantitative easing. When the economic recovery begins to accelerate, commercial banks will want to use the large volume of reserves that the Fed has created to make loans to businesses and consumers. If credit expands too rapidly, the Fed can raise the interest rate that it pays on deposits. Sufficiently high rates will induce commercial banks to prefer the Fed’s combination of liquidity, safety, and yield to expanding the quantity of private lending.
That, at any rate, is the theory; no one knows how it would work in practice. How high would the Fed – or the ECB, for that matter – have to raise the interest rate on deposits to prevent excessive growth in bank lending? What if that interest rate had to be 4% or 6% or even 8%? Would the Fed or the ECB push its deposit rate that high, or would it allow a rapid, potentially inflationary lending growth?
The unusual nature of current unemployment increases the risk of future inflation still further. Nearly half of the unemployed in the US, for example, have now been out of work for six months or longer, up from the traditional median unemployment duration of just 10 weeks. The long-term unemployed will be much slower to be hired as the economy recovers than those who have been out of work for a much shorter period of time.
The risk, therefore, is that product markets will tighten while there is still high measured unemployment. Inflation will begin in product markets, rather than in the labor market. Businesses will want to borrow, and banks will want to expand their lending. Under these conditions, the Fed will want to raise the interest rate to prevent an acceleration of inflation.
But, if the unemployment rate is then still relatively high – say, above 7% – some members of the Fed’s Open Market Committee may argue that the Fed’s dual mandate – low unemployment as well as low inflation – implies that it is too soon to raise interest rates. There could also be strong pressure from the US Congress not to raise interest rates. Although the Fed’s legal “independence” means that the White House cannot tell the Fed what to do, the Fed is fully accountable to Congress. The recent Dodd-Frank financial-reform legislation took away some of the Fed’s powers, and the legislative debate surrounding the bill indicated that there could be wide support for further restrictions if Congress becomes unhappy with Fed policy.

Politicians’ desire to keep interest rates low in order to reduce unemployment is often in tension with the Fed’s concern to act in a timely manner to maintain price stability. The large number of long-term unemployed may make the problem more difficult this time by causing the unemployment rate to remain high even when product markets are beginning to experience rising inflation.
If that happens, Fed officials will face a difficult choice: tighten monetary policy to stem accelerating price growth, thereby antagonizing Congress and possibly facing restrictions that make it difficult to fight inflation in the future; or do nothing. Either choice could mean a higher future rate of inflation, just as financial markets fear.

Although the ECB does not have to deal with direct legislative oversight, it is now clear that there are members of its governing board who would oppose higher interest rates, and that there is political pressure from government leaders and finance ministers to keep rates low.

Rising inflation is certainly not inevitable, but, in both the US and Europe, it has become a risk to be reckoned with.

· PRILOGA 6: Is Liechtenstein going for transparency? No. This is trick
EU Observer/ Brussels
There has been quite a bit of discussion today and yesterday about news that Liechtenstein has decided to strike a "Rubik" styled tax deal with Germany - and, shock horror! that it would go for an automatic information exchange option. As the FT Deutschland put it:

"Liechtenstein wants to shed its image as a tax haven. The Principality plans to exchange information with Germany, under a modeled based on the [German-Swiss "Rubik" tax deal.] However, this should happen automatically - then the customer has no way to protect his identity."

Any deal would be modelled on the Swiss-German tax deal, it seems. Automatic information exchange? Is Liechtenstein coming in from the cold? No, no, and thrice no. Don't be deceived. This is a trick.

Here is the killer fact that everyone must know. Everything that Liechtenstein does in this arena - and that means absolutely everything, the whole kitchen sink (OK, except for a few tiny oddities) - will be decisively outside the scope of any kind of Rubik deal. Liechtenstein is even worse than Switzerland in this respect. There will be no information exchange, and no tax raised.

How so? Well, we know this for three big reasons. First, Liechtenstein is a participating member in the EU Savings Tax Directive, and if it were really serious about automatic information exchange, it would simply flip its option under the Directive from 'withholding tax' to 'automatic information exchange.' But no, it has chosen to negotiate for a hugely complex (and, as we have demonstrated, utterly useless) bilateral deal with Germany. Why? Well, the answer comes later in this post.

Second, look at the numbers. Despite having perhaps 100,000 entities and arrangements such as foundations, anstalt, stiftung holding perhaps €500 billion (which includes such monsters as the IKEA empire), and CHF 170 billion (or €140bn) in client assets managed by Liechtenstein banks, a good chunk of them German, Liechtenstein in 2010 produced the grand total of €7.8m in revenue under the EU Savings Tax Directive.


Yes, just 7.8 million. Assume perhaps a 3.5% interest rate and the EUSTD's 20% tax rate, and you can work out from that 7.8m figure that the EUSTD captures just over €1 billion in assets - which is less than one percent of the value of what Liechtenstein banks manage. Third, the reason why the EU STD captures so little is because Liechtenstein specialises in those 'ownerless' structures such as foundations and the anstalt (the Alpine equivalent of the more Anglo-Saxon discretionary trust) which escape the current version of the EU Savings Tax Directive, because the beneficiary cannot be identified.

Now the EU STD is being tightened up to include those structures - but Rubik deliberately excludes them. Here's the relevant section:

"An individual resident is not considered to be a relevant person with regard to assets of associations of persons, asset structures, trusts or foundations, if it is not possible to ascertain the beneficial ownership of such assets, e.g. due to the discretionary nature of the arrangement."

As we've remarked before, that is a flag planted squarely in the Rubik deal saying 'evade me here.' These are bread and butter tax evasion and financial crime vehicles, and every last man jack of these structures is decisively outside Rubik's scope. Rubik will not touch them. Germany will get no information, and no tax, from this deal. Nada. Rien. Nichts. What information does flow will already be provided by the European Savings Tax Directive.
As we have repeatedly pointed out, the main purpose of the Swiss Rubik deals is political: to kill European progress on transparency in order to protect Switzerland's secrecy industry. Why, the Swiss Bankers' Association even admitted recently that this was the main purpose. A Liechtenstein-Germany deal isn't signed yet. They are only mulling it. We believe that the German-Swiss deal is going down, and so is this one. We're just saying: don't be fooled by this announcement. It is a trick, to try and bolster crumbling support for Switzerland's secrecy project.
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