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Uvodnik
Kot smo že poročali v Občasnih informacijah je Evropska komisija predstavila osnutek strategije za novo desetletje. Pozitivno je, da si države članice ne zastavljajo nedosegljivih, arbitrarnih ciljev (kot je bilo z lizbonsko strategijo sprejeto leta 2000), hkrati pa ne odstopajo od koordinacije razvojnih ciljev in politike s ciljem višje dinamike in boljše kvalitete gospodarskega razvoja.

V svoji predstavitvi predloga nove strategije je predsednik Komisije Barroso poudaril, da smo v zadnjih 2 kriznih letih dosegli deficit na ravni 7% BDP ter povprečno zadolženost na ravni 80% BDP. V kratkih 2 letih smo zapravili rezultate 20 letnih naporov v smeri gospodarsko-finančne konsolidacije.

Očitno moramo storiti veliko več, če se nočemo sprijazniti z nazadovanjem na globalni ravni, ki pa ne bi pomenilo le izgubljeno bitko na gospodarskem področju, ampak prav tako neizbežno nevarnost za evropski model socialnega tržnega gospodarstva ter številne civilizacijske dosežke, brez katerih si je sodobno življenje v Evropi težko predstavljati (brezplačno obvezno in znaten del visokošolskega izobraževanja, starostno, zdravstveno zavarovanje, podpora v primeru brezposelnosti, itd.).

Kot je bilo pričakovati, je velik poudarek na kvaliteti gospodarskega in družbenega razvoja, mnogo širše od strategij pospešene gospodarske rasti in vlaganj v raziskovalno in razvojno dejavnost.

Predlaga se «premišljeno, trajnostno rast», ki naj jo omogoča višja izobraženost in naraščajoča produktivnost, ob večji fleksibilnosti trga dela in intenzivnejšem raziskovalnem delu, ki naj povezuje gospodarstvo z akademskimi ustanovami. Računa se z družbeno odgovornim podjetništvom, ki naj temelji na načelih trajnostnega razvoja, nizko ogljičnega gospodarstva in višje kreativnosti.

Kaj je mogoče storiti, da bi pospešili gospodarsko rast? Ocena Komisije je, da bi lahko samo s 4 ukrepi (ukinitev ovir za čezmejno delovanje rizičnega kapitala, zmanjšanje administrativnih bremen, liberalizacija na področju storitev in sprostitev trga za električno energijo) v obdobju 2010-2020 prispevali k rasti evropskega gospodarstva v višini 280 mlrd.EUR. Pri tem gre za politično voljo in za premike v percepciji, kaj je nacionalni interes, ki ga večina evropskih politikov še vedno razume na tradicionalni način, neupoštevajoč soodvisnost v sodobnem svetu.

Med sistemskimi predpogoji se zahteva pospešitev bolonjskih reform, ki se v 20 letih  še vedno srečujejo z odpori, nerazumevanjem in neustreznim uresničevanjem. Premalo je bilo storjenega tudi na področju odpiranja univerz ter mobilnosti študentov in profesorjev. Položaj evropskih univerz na svetovnih lestvicah je zaskrbljujoč in se ne popravlja. Sedanja kriza nas sili, da se intenzivneje lotimo reševanja nakopičenih problemov ter 

Letošnji novogoriški EREF-2010 se v okviru razvoja človeških virov loteva kompetenc in vrednot, ki nas vodijo v krepitev na znanju zasnovane konkurenčnosti, s posebnim poudarkom na vlogi regij.

V pripravi Foruma tudi letos organiziramo pripravljalne delavnice in sicer:

24.marca v Grazu o vlogi tujih direktnih naložb (FDIs) v krepitvi konkurenčnosti regij, skupaj z Internationalisierungs Centrom Styria.

24.marca v Beogradu o mrežah znanja z diasporo, organizirajo MONG, Business Coaching in Serbian Unity Congress.

24.aprila v Tešnju, BiH o vlogi regionalnih agencij v krepitvi konkurenčnosti, organizirata MONG in Regionalna razvojna agencija Tešanj.

11.maja v Istanbulu o prenosu znanja preko komunikacije z diasporami, organizirata TUBITAK in TURBO.

V zadnji dekadi maja v stari Gorici (Gorizia) o bolonjskih reformah visokega šolstva, skupaj z AP FVG in goriško občinsko upravo.

Sam Forum v hotelu Perla v Novi Gorici poteka letos 7. in 8.junija (program si oglejte na www.eref.eu), medtem ko bo 8.junija popoldne in 9.junija dopoldne 1. srečanje regionalnih razvojnih agencij iz držav JV Evrope (vključno z Bolgarijo, Romunijo, Albanijo in Turčijo). 

Poleg tega bo 7.junija popoldne organizirano 3.srečanje regionalnih in lokalnih « lizbonskih koordinatorjev ».

Doslej med člani SGRZ ni bilo posebnega interesa za EREF Forum. Letos vas posebej vabimo, ker smo prepričani, da boste izvedeli marsikaj zanimivega ter srečali poslovno koristne ljudi. Za člane SGRZ ni nobenih stroškov za udeležbo, razume pa se, da lahko na različne dogodke pošljete različne ljudi.

Registracija se opravi na zgoraj omenjenem portalu. Prosimo vas za čimprejšnjo prijavo.
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1. AKTUALNE NOVICE

· Začela se bodo pristopna pogajanja z Islandijo

Islandija je julija 2009, po hudem udarcu, ki ga je zaradi krize doživelo njihovo gospodarstvo, zaprosila za polnopravno članstvo v EU.

Evropska komisija ugotavlja, da je Islandija zavezana skupnim vrednotam EU (demokracija, pravna država in spoštovanje človekovih pravic). Islandija je tretjino pravnega reda EU že popolnoma prenesla v svojo zakonodajo, tretjino delno, tretjine pa še ni, zaradi česar bi lahko pogajanja trajala približno 14 mesecev.
Komisija tudi ugotavlja, da Islandijo še čaka nekaj izzivov pred samim pristopom. To so npr. zakonodaja, vezana na ribištvo, prost pretok kapitala in finančne storitve, kmetijstvo, okolje, regionalno politiko in pravosodje.

O začetku pristopnih pogajanj z Islandijo bo v nadaljevanju odločal Svet Evropske unije.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/186&type=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
· Posvet o radijskem spektru

Evropska komisija je lansirala javni posvet o strateških prednostnih nalogah Evropske unije na področju radijskega spektra za obdobje 2011 - 2015.
Dostop do radijskega spektra je namreč ključnega pomena za različne dejavnosti (telefonijo, radiodifuzijo, prevoz in vesoljske aplikacije). Boljša uporaba spektra lahko spodbudi evropsko gospodarstvo, saj bi razširjenje hitrih brezžičnih storitev okrepilo konkurenčnost in rast.

Državljanom EU je treba omogočiti širok in nediskriminatoren dostop do radijskega spektra.
K posvetu so vabljeni zainteresirani potrošniki in posamezniki iz industrije. Rok za oddajo mnenj in predlogov je 9. april 2010.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/information_society/policy/ecomm/radio_spectrum/index_en.htm (v angleščini)
in

http://ec.europa.eu/slovenija/kaj_mi_eu_ponuja/razpisi/index_sl.htm
· Stalni odbor za operativno sodelovanje na področju notranje varnosti (COSI)

Svet je konec februarja sprejel sklep o ustanovitvi Stalnega odbora za operativno sodelovanje na področju notranje varnosti . Odbor COSI bo zagotavljal pospeševanje in krepitev operativnega sodelovanja na področju notranje varnosti. Gre predvsem za usklajevanje policijskega in carinskega sodelovanja, za varovanje zunanjih meja in pravosodno sodelovanje v kazenskih zadevah.
Odbor COSI bo pristojen tudi za vrednotenje splošne usmeritve in uspešnosti operativnega sodelovanja, z namenom odkrivati morebitne pomanjkljivosti, pripravljal bo tudi priporočila za odpravo pomanjkljivosti. Sodeloval bo z Eurojustom, Europolom, Frontexom in drugimi organi EU.

Odbor bo Svetu redno poročal o svojih dejavnostih, Svet pa bo o tem delu obveščal Evropski parlament in tudi nacionalne parlamente.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=PRES/10/42&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
· Vzorčni sporazum o ustanovitvi skupne preiskovalne enote (JIT)

Evropski ministri, pristojni za pravosodje, so februarja sprejeli resolucijo o novem vzorčnem sporazumu o ustanovitvi skupne preiskovalne enote (JIT). Nov sporazum temelji na najboljši praksi iz preteklih let. Nezavezujoči vzorec bo uporabno orodje in ga bodo strokovnjaki lahko uporabljali kot kontrolni seznam pri ustanavljanju skupne preiskovalne enote.
Skupne preiskovalne enote se ustanovijo za čezmejno in večnacionalno preiskovanje kaznivih dejanj. Njihov glavni namen je pridobiti podatke in dokaze o preiskovanem kaznivem dejanju.
Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=PRES/10/42&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=sl
· Kultura: znak evropske dediščine v celotni EU 

Komisija je v začetku marca predlagala pobudo „znak evropske dediščine“ v celotni EU.
Namen znaka je poudariti pomen krajev, ki simbolizirajo evropsko združevanje, ideale in zgodovino.
Znak je doslej prejelo 64 krajev (hiša Roberta Schumana, enega od ustanoviteljev EU, ladjedelnica v Gdansku (Poljska), v kateri je bil ustanovljen prvi neodvisni sindikat v Varšavskem paktu, ...).
Vsaka izmed 27 držav članic bo po novem za pridobitev znaka evropske dediščine predlagala do dve kulturni znamenitosti na leto.
Predlagani sklep za uvedbo znaka bo predložen v sprejetje Svetu ministrov EU in Evropskemu parlamentu, veljati pa bo lahko začel leta 2011 ali 2012.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/250&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=sl
· Nov izbirni postopek za uradnike EU
Evropski urad za izbor osebja bo v sredini marca pričel z izvajanjem posodobljenega in poenostavljenega izbirnega postopka za uradnike EU.
Po novem sistemu bodo natečaji za najpogostejša delovna mesta organizirani letno; s tem bo Komisija omogočila kandidatom učinkovitejše in dolgoročno načrtovanje kandidatur, institucije EU pa bodo lahko bolj strateško upravljale človeške vire. Letni natečaji za zaposlitev bodo organizirani v treh sklopih: 

· za upravljavce

· za strokovne sodelavce

· za jezikoslovce
dopolnjeni pa bodo s posebnimi natečaji za strokovnjake.
Rezervni seznami kandidatov bodo veljali le eno leto oz. do konca naslednjega razpisa.

Sistem bo hitrejši in učinkovitejši, deloval bo po dvostopenjskem izbirnem postopku. Poudarek pri izbiri kandidatov ne bo več na ocenjevanju znanja temveč na ocenjevanju sposobnosti, ki dokazano nakazuje delovno storilnost.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/262&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=sl
2. KRATKE NOVICE IN VABILA K SODELOVANJU

Ljubljana v boju za »Zeleno prestolnice Evrope«
Naziv »zelena prestolnica« je nagrada, ki jo Evropska komisija podeljuje mestom, ki si najbolj prizadevajo za okolju prijazne življenjske razmere.
Trenutno poteka tekmovanje za naziv zelene prestolnice Evrope 2012 in 2013; zanj pa se poteguje 17 mest iz 12 evropskih držav.
Naziv si prizadeva pridobiti tudi slovenska prestolnica, ki si v tekmovalni areni deli družbo z drugimi evropskimi mesti, kot so Antwerpen, Barcelona, Bologna, Budimpešta, Espoo, Glasgow, Lódž, Malmö, Murcia, Nantes, Nürnberg, Reykjavík, Rim, Sevilla, Torunj in Vitoria-Gasteiz.
Zmagovalni mesti bosta razglašeni konec oktobra na uradni slovesnosti v Stockholmu, zeleni prestolnici Evrope 2010. 
Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/09/305&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
in

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/europeangreencapital/index_en.htm
Kanada uvaja vizume
Kanada spada med t.i. tretje države, katerih državljani ne potrebujejo vizuma za vstop v EU (Uredba št. 539/2001 in Uredba št. 851/2005). Uredba pa vseeno predvideva možnost vzajemnih ukrepov (vzpostavitve vizumov).

Kanada je julija 2009 enostransko uvedla vizumsko obveznost za češke državljane; Komisija pa si prizadeva za ponovno uvedbo potovanj brez vizumov za češke državljane.

Kanada prav tako ohranja vizumsko obveznost za bolgarske in romunske državljane.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/external_relations/canada/index_en.htm
EU sosedska politika mora biti usklajena

Ena prvih prioritet EU je zagotoviti večjo stabilnost v državah, ki mejijo na EU in sicer s spodbujanjem političnih in gospodarskih reform. Pri tem je bistvenega pomena enotno stališče držav članic na področju zunanje in varnostne politike.
Samozavestno, avtonomno in vplivno Evropo je mogoče vzpostaviti ob optimalnem usklajevanju, kar bo še posebej pomembno za učinkovitejše sodelovanju z ZDA in drugimi državami sveta, kot je npr. Kitajska.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/world/enp/strengthening_en.htm
RAPEX

Hitri sistem obveščanja EU o nevarnih proizvodih, ki krožijo na evropskem trgu. Posodobitve za februar-marec:

http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=276
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=277
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=278
http://ec.europa.eu/consumers/dyna/rapex/create_rapex.cfm?rx_id=279
3. NOVA ZAKONODAJA

· Strategija EU o notranji varnosti
Svet EU je na zadnjem zasedanju v mesecu februarju odobril Strategijo notranje varnosti za Evropsko unijo, ki predstavlja eno od prednostnih nalog španskega predsedstva na tem področju.
Glavni cilji strategije so:

· predstaviti obstoječe instrumente EU, ki že pomagajo zagotavljati varnost in svobodo državljanov EU ter dodano vrednost, ki jo zagotavlja ukrepanje EU na tem področju;

· nadaljevati z razvojem skupnih instrumentov in politik z uporabo bolj integriranega pristopa, ki obravnava vzroke za pomanjkanje varnosti in ne le njenih posledic;

· okrepiti kazenski pregon in pravosodno sodelovanje, upravljanje meja, civilno zaščito in obvladovanje nesreč.

V strategiji je določen evropski model varnosti, ki vključuje ukrepe na področju kazenskega pregona in pravosodnega sodelovanja, upravljanja meja in civilne zaščite, pri čemer so ustrezno upoštevane skupne evropske vrednote. Strategija opredeljuje glavne grožnje in izzive, s katerimi se sooča EU (terorizem, organizirani kriminal, spletni kriminal, trgovanje z drogami in orožjem, trgovina z ljudmi, spolno izkoriščanje mladoletnih in otroška pornografija, gospodarski kriminal, korupcija in nasilje med mladimi).
V naslednjem koraku mora Evropska komisija sprejeti sporočilo o konkretnih ukrepih na tem področju.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=PRES/10/42&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
· Evropska odredba o zaščiti
Svet EU je februarja razpravljal o direktivi o evropski odredbi o zaščiti; njen namen bi bil olajšati in okrepiti zaščito žrtev ali možnih žrtev kaznivih dejanj, ki se selijo iz ene države EU v drugo.

Direktiva bo pristojnemu organu v državi članici omogočala, da izda evropsko odredbo o zaščiti. Na njeni osnovi bo lahko pristojni organ druge države članice sprejel ukrepe za nadaljevanje zaščite te osebe. Ukrepi bi vključevali obveznosti ali prepovedi, uvedene zoper povzročitelja nevarnosti.
Pobuda se osredotoča na kazniva dejanja, ki lahko ogrozijo življenje žrtev, njihovo telesno in duševno celovitost, spolno nedotakljivost ter osebno svobodo.
Končni cilj direktive pa bi bil preprečiti nova kazniva dejanja in zmanjšati posledice prejšnjih kaznivih dejanj.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=PRES/10/42&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
· Pravica do tolmačenja in prevajanja v kazenskih postopkih
Svet EU je februarja razpravljal o direktivi o pravici do tolmačenja in prevajanja v kazenskih postopkih. Cilj direktive je izboljšanje pravic državljanov EU v kazenskih postopkih. Direktiva je del širšega sklopa zakonodajnih in nezakonodajnih pobud, katerih namen je okrepiti procesne pravice osumljenih ali obtoženih oseb v kazenskih postopkih.
Pobuda je bila že predložena Evropskemu parlamentu in Komisiji ter zaradi preskusa subsidiarnosti v skladu z Lizbonsko pogodbo nacionalnim parlamentom držav članic.
Direktiva opredeljuje šest glavnih področij, ki jih mora EU obravnavati v sodelovanju s pristojnimi institucijami:

· prevajanje in tolmačenje;
· informacije o pravicah in podatkih glede obtožnice;
· pravni nasveti in pravna pomoč;
· komunikacija s sorodniki, delodajalci in konzularnimi organi;
· posebno varstvo osumljenih ali obtoženih oseb, ki sodijo v skupino ranljivih oseb;
· zelena knjiga o preiskovalnem priporu.

Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=PRES/10/42&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
in
http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/249&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=sl
4. GOSPODARSKE NOVICE

· Nova pravila EU na področju mobilne telefonije
Svet EU in Evropski parlament sta junija 2009 sprejela nova pravila na področju mobilne telefonije po katerih morajo evropski operaterji mobilne telefonije od 1. marca 2010 svojim strankam ponuditi možnost prekinitve povezave z internetom v tujini.

Operaterji mobilne telefonije morajo odslej uporabnikom zagotavljati opozorilo ob dosegu mesečnega limita 50 EUR. Opozorilo mora potrošnik prejeti, ko je doseženih 80 % zneska dogovorjenega limita. Na voljo so tudi drugačni limiti.

Ukrep zagotavlja večjo preglednost in višjo varnost potrošnikov.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/index_en.htm
· Strategija "Evropa 2020"

Evropska komisija je v začetku marca predstavila strategijo "Evropa 2020", ki izpostavlja tri ključne elemente rasti gospodarstva, ki jih EU mora udejaniti s konkretnimi ukrepi:

· premišljena rast (spodbujanje znanja, inovacij, izobraževanja in digitalne družbe);
· trajnostna rast (večja gospodarnost proizvodnje ob spodbujanju konkurenčnosti) in 

· vključujoča rast (večja udeležba na trgu dela, pridobivanje znanj in boj proti revščini).
Boj za rast in delovna mesta ni mogoč brez prevzema odgovornosti na najvišji politični ravni in mobilizacije vseh akterjev v Evropi.
Strategija določa tudi pet ciljev, ki jih mora EU doseči do leta 2020:
· 75% zaposlenost prebivalstva v starosti med 20 in 64 leti;
· 3% delež BDP držav članic EU namenjen raziskavam in razvoju;
· izpolnjevanje ciljev 20/20/20 na področju podnebja in energetike;
· zgodnja opustitev šolanja pri manj kot 10% mladih;
· vsaj 40% mladih z zaključeno višješolsko ali visokošolsko izobrazbo;
· zmanjšanje števila ljudi, ki jih ogroža revščina, za 20 milijonov.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/index_en.htm
· EU PILOT – učinkovita pomoč državljanom
Evropska komisija pred dvema letoma uvedla sistem »EU Pilot«; t.j. metodo za učinkovitejšo pomoč državljanom in podjetjem pri uporabi prava EU. Sistem je bil uveden v 15 državah članicah (Avstrija, Češka, Danska, Nemčija, Finska, Madžarska, Irska, Italija, Litva, Nizozemska, Portugalska, Slovenija, Švedska, Španija in Združeno kraljestvo) za zagotavljanje čim hitrejšega, enostavnejšega in učinkovitejšega načina reševanja težav in zapletenih uradnih postopkov.
Do februarja 2010, torej po 22 mesecih delovanja, je bilo v sistemu „EU Pilot“ obravnavanih 723 zadev.
V marcu predstavljeno poročilo o delovanju sistema kaže očitne pozitivne rezultate, zato Komisija predlaga razširitev uporabe sistema na vse države članice.
Naslednja ocena sistema je načrtovana za leto 2011.

Več o tem: 

http://ec.europa.eu/community_law/infringements/application_monitoring_en.htm
in

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/226&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=en
· Strategija EU 2020: sredstva le ob doseženih ciljih 
Strategija EU 2020 se mora po mnenju Evropskega parlamenta osredotočiti na zmanjšanje brezposelnosti, boljše usklajene ekonomske politike, države članice pa mora tudi zavezati za doseganje zastavljenih ciljev.
Zato poslanci zahtevajo, da mora biti financiranje vezano na rezultate in skladnost s cilji strategije. Komisiji tudi predlagajo, da uveljavi morebitne sankcije za tiste države članice, ki ne izvajajo strategije EU 2020, sočasno pa spodbudi tiste, ki jo. Članice morajo pokazati, kako so porabljale evropska sredstva za doseganje ciljev strategije.
Parlament tudi ugotavlja, da v evropskem proračunu finančne potrebe za reševanje izzivov 21. stoletja niso zadostno izražene, zato poziva Komisijo, naj pripravi ambiciozen predlog, pri tem pa ohrani cilj porabe 3 odstotkov BDP za raziskave in razvoj.

Več o tem:
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/expert/infopress_page/048-69985-063-03-10-908-20100304IPR69984-04-03-2010-2010-false/default_en.htm
in

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/document/activities/cont/201003/20100310ATT70355/20100310ATT70355EN.pdf
· Pomoč EU za lažje prilagajanje pritiskom globalizacije

Gospodarska kriza je prizadela različne evropske sektorje, tako avtomobilsko industrijo kot tudi proizvajalce kuhinjskih naprav; potrošniki se ne odločajo več zlahka za nakup trajnejših dobrin.
Evropski sklad za prilagoditev globalizaciji (ESPG) razpolaga s 500 milijoni evrov sredstev letno in predstavlja mehanizem za pomoč državam v primerih večjih odpuščanj zaradi globalizacije ter finančne in gospodarske krize.
Države članice EU lahko iz ESPG financirajo do 65 odstotkov vrednosti ukrepov za pomoč delavcem, ki so ostali brez službe.
Evropski poslanci so doslej obravnavali tri zahtevke za sredstva ESPG, vložili pa sta jih Nemčija in Litva. Komisija je zahtevke že pregledala in ugotovila, da so upravičeni. Sedaj mora zahtevke potrditi še Parlament.
Več o tem

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/048-69688-060-03-10-908-20100226STO69662-2010-01-03-2010/default_en.htm
5. FINANČNE STORITVE

· Javni posvet: spremembe direktive o kapitalskih zahtevah

Evropska komisija je marca lansirala javni posvet o možnih spremembah direktive o kapitalskih zahtevah, s katerimi želi okrepiti prilagodljivost bančnega sektorja in finančnega sistema kot celote.

Predlagane spremembe direktive se nanašajo na več različnih področij politik:
· ustvarjanje visoko kakovostnega kapitala;
· boljše kritje tveganj;
· zmanjševanje procikličnosti;
· omejevanje finančnih vzvodov;
· večje zahteve glede likvidnostnih tveganj.
Zainteresirana javnost je vabljena, da do 16. aprila 2010 pošlje svoje predloge in mnenja o vplivu sprememb na poslovne aktivnosti.
Rezultate posveta bo Komisija upoštevala pri pripravi predloga sprememb direktive, ki bo predvidoma predstavljen v drugi polovici tega leta.
Več o tem: 

http://ec.europa.eu/internal_market/bank/regcapital/index_en.htm
· Instrument za 45.000 mikro posojil

Evropski ministri, odgovorni za zaposlovanje, so se dogovorili za vzpostavitev novega instrumenta, namenjega mikro podjetjem, ki zaposlujejo manj kot deset ljudi (predstavljajo preko 90% vseh evropskih podjetij) in brezposelnim, ki se želijo samozaposliti, a nimajo dostopa do potrebnih bančnih storitev. Mikro posojilo v okviru tega instrumenta naj bi znašalo manj kot 25.000 evrov.
Proračun mikrofinančnega instrumenta bo v začetku dosegel proračun v višini 100 milijonov evrov, po pričakovanjih pa bo v sodelovanju z mednarodnimi finančnimi institucijami lahko zbral več kot 500 milijonov evrov.
V Sloveniji bo ta mehanizem po vsej verjetnosti vzpostavljen preko SID banke, izvajati pa se bo začel predvidoma v juniju 2010.

Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?langId=en&catId=89&newsId=730&furtherNews=yes
· Zmanjšanje birokratskih bremen za mikro podjetja

Evropski poslanci so marca sprejeli direktivo o letnih računskih izkazih, po kateri bodo mikro podjetja izvzeta iz obveznosti poročanja, če se bodo za izjemo odločile finančne oblasti države članice. 

Ne glede na izjemo bodo morala podjetja v skladu z nacionalnimi zakonodajami še vedno voditi poslovne knjige.
Po oceni EU bodo tako podjetja lahko letno prihranila skupno 6,3 milijarde evrov.

Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/expert/infopress_page/042-70330-067-03-11-907-20100310IPR70329-08-03-2010-2010-false/default_en.htm
6. REGIONALNA POLITIKA

· Sheme pomoči za regionalne ceste, pristanišča, letališča in proizvodnjo električne energije v Afriki

Sklad EU-Afrika je v letu 2009 odobril nepovratna sredstva za izvedbo enajstih obsežnih in regijsko pomembnih infrastrukturnih projektov v sektorju energetike, prometa ter informacijskih in komunikacijskih tehnologij po vsej Afriki.
Sklad, ki ga upravlja Evropska investicijska banka, ima na voljo 372 milijonov evrov nepovratnih sredstev, ki bi lahko pritegnila do 5 milijard evrov posojil evropskih ali mednarodnih razvojnih finančnih institucij in zasebnega sektorja.
Regionalno povezovanje je ključni del recepta za uspešen trajnostni razvoj Afrike.
Več o tem: 

www.eu-africa-infrastructure-tf.net
in

http://www.eu-africa-infrastructure-tf.net/attachments/Publications/flyer%20sheet%20itf%2001%202010%20en.pdf
in

http://www.africa-eu-partnership.org/index_en
ter
http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/233&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=en
· Krepitev sosedske politike

V prihodnjih treh letih bo Evropska komisija namenila 5,7 milijarde evrov dodatnih sredstev, namenjenih za krepitev političnega sodelovanja in promocijo gospodarske integracije med EU in sosednimi državami.
Sredstva bodo namenjena za politične in gospodarske reforme, regionalno in prekomejno sodelovanje, namenjena pa bodo tudi projektom s področij transporta, energije, okolja in podnebnih sprememb; prav tako bodo tudi namenjena študijskim izmenjavam, sodelovanju med univerzami in kulturnimi institucijami.

V Evropsko sosedsko politiko so vključene naslednje države: Alžirija, Armenija, Azerbajdžan, Egipt, Gruzija, Izrael, Jordanija, Libanon, Moldavija, Maroko, Sirija, Tunizija, Libija in Ukrajina.
Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/221&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
in

http://ec.europa.eu/world/enp/index_en.htm
· Na naravne nesreče se lahko pripravimo

Očitno je, da se bodo v prihodnosti naravne nesreče pojavljale pogosteje. Evropa se bo soočala s poplavami, nevihtami in drugimi ekstremnimi vremenskimi pojavi in težavami v zvezi s tem tudi v prihodnje.
Poslanci Evropskega parlamenta so prepričani, da bi več vlaganj v boj proti podnebnim spremembam te težave omililo.
Marca je bila sprejeta resolucija o soočanju z naravnimi nesrečami, v kateri so se poslanci zavzeli za večjo vlogo solidarnostnega sklada EU pri pomoči žrtvam. Države bi se morale osredotočiti na učinkovito preprečevanje nesreč, predvsem v zvezi s pravili za uporabo zemljišč, gradnjo nasipov in upravljanjem s tveganji.

Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?pubRef=-//EP//NONSGML+MOTION+P7-RC-2010-0139+0+DOC+PDF+V0//EN
in

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/025-70046-067-03-11-903-20100305STO70030-2010-08-03-2010/default_en.htm
7. TRANSPORT IN ENERGETIKA

· Izbrani so energetski projekti za oživitev gospodarstva EU

Evropska komisija je v začetku marca potrdila 43 energetskih projektov, ki bodo prispevali k oživitvi evropskega gospodarstva, povečali pa bodo tudi varnost oskrbe z energijo. 31 projektov se bo ukvarjalo s plinom (1.390 milijarde evrov), 12 pa z električno energijo (910 milijonov evrov). Celotna vrednost projektov dosega 2,3 milijarde evrov.
Med izbranimi projekti je tudi slovenski projekt podjetja Geoplin plinovodi, ki bo dobil 40 milijonov evrov sredstev, namenjenih za izgradnjo slovenskega plinovoda od avstrijske meje do Ljubljane.

Več o tem: 

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/231&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=en
· Spletna stran o možnostih financiranja projektov pomorskih avtocest

Evropska komisija je marca lansirala novo spletno stran z informacijami o možnostih financiranja projektov "pomorskih avtocest" v EU. Upravljata ga Izvajalska agencija za vseevropsko prometno omrežje in Izvajalska agencija za konkurenčnost in inovativnost.
Obe agenciji sta na voljo za odgovore na vprašanja, povezana s sofinanciranjem pomorskih avtocest, za odgovore, vezane na pripravo vlog za financiranje. Komisija spodbuja oblikovanje zelenih, trajnostnih in učinkovitih pomorskih prometnih povezav, vključenih v celotno prevozno verigo.
Več o tem: 

http://ec.europa.eu/transport/maritime/motorways_sea/motorways_sea_en.htm
in
www.mos-helpdesk.eu
· Neširjenje jedrskega orožja

Pogodba o neširjenju jedrskega orožja (NPT), sprejeta 1968, je bila dolgo časa varovalka za ohranjanje svetovnega ravnotežja med državami proizvajalkami jedrskega orožja.
Pogodbo je podpisalo 189 držav, stoji pa na treh načelih:

- neširjenje: jedrske sile ne bodo posredovale orožja in tehnologij za njegovo izdelavo državam, ki ga nimajo, te države pa si ne bodo prizadevale, da bi orožje pridobile;

- razorožitev: jedrske sile so obvezane zmanjšati svoje zaloge orožja;

- pravica do uporabe jedrske tehnologije v miroljubne namene.

V sedanjem, zapletenem razmerju sil so strahovi, da bi se jedrska tehnologija lahko razširila in prišla v roke teroristom, vedno večji.
Tako so marca poslanci Evropsko komisijo in Svet EU spraševali o tem, kako sporazum izboljšati. Predlog spremembe pogodbe bo pripravljen v kratkem.

Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/031-10817-255-09-38-903-20060920STO10816-2006-12-09-2006/default_en.htm
· Cilji glede obnovljive energije dosegljivi

Evropska komisija je marca predstavila poročilo, ki napoveduje uresničitev cilja povečanja deleža obnovljivih virov energije na ravni EU do leta 2020. Po sedanjih ocenah naj bi EU celo presegla načrtovano raven, ki bi znašala 20,3%.
Nacionalne države si lahko zadajo tudi višje cilje, med njimi je Slovenija, ki želi do leta 2020 povečati delež obnovljivih virov energije na 25%. Še višje cilje so si zadale naslednje države:

· Švedska: 49%

· Latvija: 40%

· Finska: 38%

· Avstrija: 34%

· Danska: 30%

Po drugi strani so si nekatere države zastavile nižje cilje; Francija 23%, Nemčija 18% in Velika Britanija 15%.
Več o tem:

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=MEMO/10/63&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guiLanguage=en
8. EKOLOGIJA IN TRAJNOSTNI RAZVOJ

· Javni posvet o varstvu evropskih gozdov pred vplivi podnebnih sprememb

Gozdovi in druge gozdne površine pokrivajo približno 176 milijonov hektarov Evropske unije, kar predstavlja več kot 42 % ozemlja EU. Tako kot morje, reke in ozračje, so tudi gozdne površine podvržene vplivu podnebnih sprememb.

Iz tega razloga Evropska komisija pripravlja zeleno knjigo “Priprava gozdov na podnebne spremembe”, ki opredeljuje glavne izzive, s katerimi se soočajo evropski gozdovi. Dokument predstavlja obstoječe informacijske sisteme o gozdovih, predstavlja pa tudi orodja, ki so na voljo za varstvo gozdov. Namenjen je tudi spodbujanju dialoga o nadaljnjem razvoju politike na tem področju.
Komisija se bo pri odločanju, ali so potrebni dodatni ukrepi, oprla na mnenja, predloge in odzive javnosti, držav članic, institucij EU ter drugih zainteresiranih strani.
Javni posvet bo potekal do 31. Julija 2010.

Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/consultations/forests_en.htm
in

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/consultations/forests_en.htm
· Strategija za oživitev globalnega ukrepanja po Københavnu

Evropska komisija je marca objavila strategijo, ki bi pomagala ohraniti globalni zagon za spopadanje s podnebnimi spremembami. Države članice EU poziva, da hitro začnejo izvajati Københavnski dogovor, zlasti aktivnosti, vezane na finančno pomoč državam v razvoju za „hitro izvajanje“.

EU se mora še naprej zavzemati za sklenitev trdnega in pravno zavezujočega sporazuma na svetovni ravni. Za dosego tega cilja mora v pogajanja vključiti tudi Združene narode in odpraviti pomanjkljivosti Kjotskega protokola. 

Več o tem: 

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/climat/future_action_com.htm
in
http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/255&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=sl
· Izdaja dovoljenja IPPC

Slovenija je pričela pospešeno izdajati dovoljenja IPPC industrijskim obratom, s čimer želi preprečiti in nadzorovati onesnaževanje. Razlog za to se nanaša v tožbi, ki jo je Evropska komisija vložila proti Sloveniji zaradi nespoštovanja direktive o IPCC in bi lahko Slovenijo stala več kot 3 milijone evrov.
Namen direktive pa je preprečiti in nadzorovati industrijske izpuste v zrak, vodo in v zemljo.
Več o tem:

http://www.evropa.gov.si/si/vsebina/novica/select/okolje/news/vlada-slovenija-pospeseno-izdaja-dovoljenja-ippc/3baf631ec2/
· Dialog o plinskih terminalih

Med Slovenijo in Italijo še vedno ni rešeno vprašanje plinskih terminalov. Komisija je sicer obe državi že februarja pozvala, da odprta vprašanja rešita dvostransko, v okviru postopkov ocene čezmejnih okoljskih vplivov, ki jih urejata evropska direktiva EIA in mednarodna konvencija Espoo.
Slovenija se ne more strinjati s plinskima terminaloma ter infrastrukturo, kot jih je predlagala Italija, saj na predvidenih lokacijah niso primerni zaradi plitvega morja in obstoječe obremenitve okolja.
Slovenska vlada je sedaj naročila pripravo dokumentov za predhodni postopek pri Evropski komisiji, v katerem Komisijo prosi, da v primeru načrtovane gradnje plinskih terminalov na območju Tržaškega zaliva sproži tožbeni postopek proti Italiji.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/energy/index_en.htm
9. FARMACIJA, ZDRAVSTVO IN VARSTVO POTROŠNIKOV
· Predlog za podaljšanje porodniškega dopusta
Evropski parlament obravnava pobudo za izboljšanje standardov EU na področju porodniškega dopusta. Parlamentarni odbor za pravice žensk je predlagal minimalno trajanje porodniškega dopusta v trajanju najmanj 20 tednov. Predlogu nekatere članice nasprotujejo, saj naj bi bil predrag (Velika Britanija).

Poleg tega Odbor predlaga uvedbo obveznega dvotedenskega očetovskega dopusta, delavke na porodniškem dopustu pa bi bile upravičene do polne plače. Predlog vključuje tudi prepoved odpuščanja žensk od začetka nosečnosti do vsaj šest mesecev po zaključku porodniškega dopusta.
Trenutni evropski minimum porodniškega dopusta znaša 14 tednov, lahko pa je seveda tudi daljši, kot je npr. v Sloveniji. V Sloveniji obstajajo štiri vrste starševskega dopusta - porodniški in očetovski dopust, dopust za nego in varstvo otroka ter posvojiteljski dopust. Porodniški dopust traja 105 dni, bodoče matere pa ga morajo nastopiti 28 dni pred predvidenim datumom poroda. Dopust za nego in varstvo otroka, ki ga lahko izkoristita bodisi mati bodisi oče, se začne takoj po poteku porodniškega dopusta in praviloma traja 260 dni.
Evropski parlament bo o predlogu glasoval na marčnem zasedanju, nato pa bodo morale besedilo potrdili še članice EU.

Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?langId=en&catId=21
· Službe EU za svetovanje in pomoč

Evropska komisija je v začetku marca objavila letni poročili o aktivnostih Solvit in Kažipot za državljane, ki evropskim državljanom in podjetjem nudita brezplačno pomoč pri čim boljšem izkoriščanju pravic na notranjem trgu.
Obe poročili ugotavljata, da se vse več Evropejcev pri iskanju konkretnih odgovorov na vprašanja in hitrih rešitev problemov obrača na službe EU za svetovanje in pomoč.

SOLVIT je sistem, ki dopolnjuje uradne postopke za ugotavljanje kršitev pravil notranjega trga. V letu 2009 je pomagal 1.500 državljanom in podjetjem, kar predstavlja več kot 50% povečanje.

Kažipot za državljane je leta 2009 s praktičnimi pravnimi nasveti brezplačno pomagal približno 12.000 državljanom, kar predstavlja 8,5% rast glede na predhodno leto.
Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/063-70039-060-03-10-911-20100305STO70014-2010-01-03-2010/default_sl.htm
· Invalidnost je vprašanje pravic

Načela evropskega prava in evropska zakonodaja prepovedujejo diskriminacijo in izključevanje invalidov na vseh področjih življenja. V EU je okoli 50 milijonov invalidov, kar predstavlja 10% državljanov.
Konvencijo ZN o pravicah invalidov iz leta 2006 je doslej podpisalo 144 držav, ratificiralo pa 79. Predstavlja pomemben premik v razumevanju invalidnosti, saj vztraja pri zaščiti, spodbujanju in zagotavljanju človekovih pravic invalidov na področjih od informacijskih tehnologij preko transporta do pravosodja. Odraža tudi temeljne poudarke evropske strategije invalidnosti, ki ukrepe proti diskriminaciji dopolnjuje z ukrepi za aktivno vključevanje invalidov v družbeno življenje in enake možnosti.
Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/047-69398-053-02-09-908-20100223STO69397-2010-22-02-2010/default_en.htm
· Tudi zunanji ministri zavrnili SWIFT

Evropski poslanci so februarja zavrnili sporni začasni sporazum med EU in ZDA o posredovanju bančnih podatkov v okviru sistema SWIFT. V marcu so ga uradno preklicali tudi zunanji ministri EU.
S tem je Parlament prvič uporabil možnost zavrnitve mednarodnega sporazuma, ki jo je dobil z Lizbonsko pogodbo, saj so bila pomanjkljiva jamstva za zaščito temeljnih pravic in osebnih podatkov državljanov EU.
Evropska komisija bo v naslednjem koraku predstavila nov okvir za pogajanja; države članice pa so že izrazile pripravljenost za začetek pogajanj o novem sporazumu o SWIFT.
Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/019-69282-053-02-09-902-20100219STO69260-2010-22-02-2010/default_en.htm
· Evropska komisija se močneje zavzema za enakost
Evropska komisija se je z Listino žensk močneje in izraziteje zavzela za enakost med ženskami in moškimi. V njej je določenih pet ključnih področij ukrepanja:

· enakost spolov na trgu dela in enako stopnjo ekonomske neodvisnosti žensk in moških, zlasti s strategijo Evropa 2020;
· enako plačilo za enako delo in delo enake vrednosti, da bi se v naslednjih petih letih s sodelovanjem držav članic precej zmanjšale razlike v plačah med spoloma;
· enakost spolov na vodstvenih položajih, in sicer s spodbujevalnimi ukrepi EU;
· dostojanstvo, integriteto in odpravo nasilja na podlagi spola s celovitim političnim okvirom;
· enakost spolov preko meja EU z nadaljnjo obravnavo tega vprašanja na področju zunanjih odnosov in z mednarodnimi organizacijami.

Z Listino se Komisija zavezuje, da bo v EU resnično zagotovila enakost med spoloma. Sledila ji bo nova strategija za enakost spolov (predvidoma bo sprejeta v sredini leta 2010). Strategija bo zagotovila usklajen okvir za ukrepanje v vseh politikah EU.

Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?langId=en&catId=89&newsId=708&furtherNews=yes
in

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/237&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=en
ter
http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/236&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=en
10. RR IN INOVACIJE

· Strategija 2020: vlaganja v R&R

Slovenija je podala predlog, da Strategija 2020 natančno opredeli, kako doseči cilj vlaganja v raziskave in razvoj v zasebnem sektorju in kako spremljati uresničevanje tega cilja.
V načrtu za raziskave in inovacije naj bi bil dodan poseben sklop, kako doseči dve tretjini investicij v raziskave in razvoj, ki jih mora vložiti zasebni sektor; določeni pa naj bi bili tudi indikatorji za spremljanje vlaganj.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/research/index.cfm?lg=en
· Kako povezati univerze z gospodarstvom

Odbor Evropskega parlamenta za kulturo in izobraževanje je konec februarja organiziral zaslišanje o dialogu med univerzami in podjetji. Poslanci so skupaj s strokovnjaki s področja izobraževanja razpravljali o izzivih, ki čakajo mlade po zaključku izobraževanja, in načinih učinkovitega soočanja:

· mobilnost študentov mora obstajati tudi med univerzo in podjetji, ne le med državami;
· podjetja naj bodo vključena v oblikovanje učnega načrta;
· podjetja naj organizirajo pripravništva, kjer gre za vzajemno koristno sodelovanje;
· izobraževalne institucije naj se posvetijo spodbujanju podjetniškega duha med študenti.
Odbor bo pripravil poročilo in ga obravnaval 23. marca, Evropski parlament pa bo o njem predvidoma glasoval na plenarnem zasedanju konec maja.

Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/038-69677-060-03-10-906-20100226STO69649-2010-01-03-2010/default_en.htm
· Poslanci podprli sredstva za razvoj nizkoogljičnih tehnologij

Parlament pozdravlja Strateški energetski tehnološki (SET) načrt za raziskave na področju čistih, trajnostnih in učinkovitih tehnologij z nizko vsebnostjo ogljika za doseganje energetskih in podnebnih ciljev za 2020. Vendar pa poslanci zahtevajo več javnih, zasebnih naložb in svež denar EU za razvoj teh tehnologij.
Vlaganja v nizko-ogljikove tehnologije lahko ustvarijo nova delovna mesta, nove trge in nove vire prihodkov, izboljšajo splošno gospodarsko konkurenčnosti EU, krepijo varnost lastne oskrbe z energijo in zmanjšajo energetsko odvisnost.
Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/expert/infopress_page/051-70346-067-03-11-909-20100310IPR70345-08-03-2010-2010-false/default_sl.htm
11. KMETIJSTVO

· Prekmurska gibanica in Belokranjska pogača postali tretji in četrti zaščiteni slovenski proizvod v EU

Prekmurska gibanica in Belokranjska pogača sta nova slovenska proizvoda, zaščitena v EU. S tem sta na evropski ravni zaščiteni recepturi in tradicionalna načina priprave, proizvodnja pa geografsko ni omejena.
Oba proizvoda sta na območju celotne Evropske unije zaščitena pred potvorbami, zlorabami, posnemanjem in drugimi praksami, ki potrošnike lahko zavajajo glede resničnega porekla proizvoda.
Slovenija je vloge za zaščiteno geografsko označbo predložila tudi za štajersko in prekmursko bučno olje, kraški pršut in prleško tünko.
Več o tem:
http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/newsroom/en/386.htm
· V EU dovoljen gensko spremenjen krompir

Komisija je marca sprejela dva sklepa o gensko spremenjenem krompirju amflora: 

1. odobrena je pridelava amflore v EU za industrijske namene (npr. za proizvodnjo škroba za papirno industrijo); inovativna tehnologija omogoča optimizacijo proizvodnega procesa in prihranek surovin, energije, vode in petrokemikalij. Sklep določa tudi stroge pogoje pridelave, da po spravilu pridelka gensko spremenjeni krompir ne bi ostajal na poljih in se seme amflore ne bi nenamerno širilo.
2. Sprejet je bil tudi dopolnilni sklep o uporabi stranskih proizvodov, ki izhajajo iz pridobivanja škroba, v krmi.
Sklep o odobritvi pridelave amflore temelji na velikem obsegu zanesljivih znanstvenih dognanj in pomeni zaključek procesa, ki se je začel januarja 2003 na Švedskem.

Odobritvi veljata za obdobje desetih let.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/food/food/biotechnology/index_en.htm
· Na trgu tudi gensko spremenjena koruza

Komisija je marca sprejela tri sklepe o trženju proizvodov iz treh sort gensko spremenjene koruze (MON863xMON810, MON863xNK603 in MON863xMON810xNK603) za uporabo v živilih in krmi ter o njenem uvozu in predelavi. 

Evropska agencija za varnost hrane je za navedene sorte gensko spremenjene koruze izdala pozitivno mnenje, zanje pa je bil opravljen tudi celoten postopek odobritve, kot je določen v zakonodaji EU.
Države članice pri glasovanju v Svetu EU še niso dosegle kvalificirane večine za ali proti tem sklepom, zato so bili zahtevki vrnjeni Komisiji v odločanje.
Odobritve sklepov veljajo za obdobje desetih let.
Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/food/food/biotechnology/index_en.htm
in

http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=IP/10/222&format=HTML&aged=0&language=SL&guiLanguage=en
· Boljše označevanje hrane za boljšo izbiro

Označevanje hrane je pomembno za informirano izbiro. Državljani EU ne vemo vedno, kakšno hrano kupujemo v trgovini.

V kratkem se bomo o tem lahko pozanimali na predpisanih oznakah. Evropska oznaka kakovosti bo potrošnikom povedala, ali kupujejo organsko hrano, lokalno pridelana živila ali jedi, ustvarjene v skladu s tradicionalnimi postopki.
Evropska oznaka kakovosti bi morala po mnenju poslancev biti na voljo le za izdelke, ki so v celoti proizvedeni v EU. S pridobitvijo oznake bi kmetijski proizvajalci pokazali, da spoštujejo evropske standarde na področju kakovosti hrane in njene varnosti.
Več o tem:

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/public/story_page/067-69275-053-02-09-911-20100219STO69255-2010-22-02-2010/default_en.htm
12. JUGOVZHODNA EVROPA

· Srbija: 6 milijonov evrov za urbano prenovo Beograda 

Evropska unija je marca s Srbijo podpisala pogodbo o kreditu v višini 6 milijonov evrov, namenjenih za urbano prenovo Beograd.
Prenova bo namenjena prenovi cestne infrastrukture, javnega transporta in urbanega okolja.
Več o tem

http://www.eib.org/projects/news/serbia-eur-6-million-grant-from-the-european-union-for-urban-renewal-in-belgrade.htm?lang=en
· Prvo srečanje v okviru Začasnega odbora med EU in Srbijo 

V začetku marca je bilo organizirano prvo srečanje v okviru Začasnega odbora med EU in Srbijo glede Začasnega sporazuma, ki je začel veljati 1. februarja 2010. Zajema trgovino in druge pomembne politike, povezane s trgovino (konkurenca, državna pomoč, pravo intelektualne lastnine in tranzitni promet).
Srečanje je bilo namenjeno oceni doseženega napredka pri izvajanju Začasnega sporazuma. Le ta bo namreč pomagal modernizirati srbsko gospodarstvo, povečati naložbe in ustvarjati nova delovna mesta. 

Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/index_en.htm
· Hrvaška odprla dve novi poglavji v pristopnih pogajanjih

Na zasedanju pristopne konference je Hrvaška odprla dve novi poglavji (ribištvo in okoljsko politiko). Vključno s tema poglavjema je Hrvaška do marca odprla 30 in začasno zaprla 17 poglavij. Pristopna pogajanja napredujejo z enakomerno hitrostjo in po predvidevanjih bi lahko Hrvaška izpolnila vsa merila in zaključila pogajanja v letu 2010.

Več o tem:

http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/press_corner/whatsnew/accession-negotiations_en.htm
13. NAJAVE DOGODKOV

· Water 2030 – Who cares?

Brussels, 22nd March, 2010

http://www.ewp.eu/save-the-date-aquawareness-policy-forum-22-march
· EU Funds 2010

Berlin, 22nd – 24th March, 2010

http://www.eurocities.eu/main.php
· New Direction for Growth

Eight Business Roundtable with the Government of Serbia

Belgrade, 24th March, 2010

http://guest.cvent.com/EVENTS/Info/Summary.aspx?e=eaf670b6-4c9d-4134-8159-90c1a0da8af4
· The Limits of Legislation: How much regulation is necessary?

Brussels, 25th March, 2010

http://www.ceps.be/event/limits-legislation-how-much-regulation-necessary
· Smart Cities Need Smart Consumers: Changing energy efficiency and consumer behaviour in the home

Brussels, 25th March, 2010

http://www.eusew.eu/pageb.cfm?page=event_content&sby=3&sval=0&sd=40260&id=454
· The Female Factor

A half-day forum, Cercle de l’Union Interalliée

Paris, 30th March, 2010

http://guest.cvent.com/EVENTS/Info/Summary.aspx?e=8d7014fa-d3ae-4ef0-a203-31cd5af8c479
· EU Decision-Making after the Lisbon Treaty

Brussels, 12th April, 2010

http://seminars.eipa.eu/en/activities09/show/&tid=3717
· The Sustainable City 2010

La Coruna, 14th – 16th April, 2010

http://www.eurocities.eu/main.php
· Making Eco-Innovation Happen in Small and Medium Sized Enterprises

Bilbao, 20th – 21st April, 2010

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecoinnovation2010/1st_forum/index_en.htm#
· Management of FP7 Research Projects

Brussels, 20th April, 2010

http://www.interfaceurope.eu/FP7-CIP-structural-funds-training/management_of_european_research_projects
· Forum for Advancing Women in the Workplace

The extraordinary impact of women in the economy

Brussels, 29th April, 2010

http://www.forumjump.eu/
· European Conference on Mobility Management

Graz, 5th – 7th May, 2010

http://www.eurocities.eu/main.php
· ACA Annual Conference 2010

Brains on the move. Gaines and losses from student mobility and academic migration.

Cordoba, 16th – 18th May, 2010

http://www.aca-secretariat.be/08events/Conferences/Cordoba%202010/cordoba2010.htm
14. ZANIMIVE PUBLIKACIJE

· Connecting with Carbon Taxation, Februar 2010, http://www.notre-europe.eu/uploads/tx_publication/ERubio-Unlocking_a_low-carbon_Europe-pp_45-49.pdf
· Revising the European Treaties: A plea in favour of abolishing the veto, December 2009, http://www.notre-europe.eu/uploads/tx_publication/Policy-Paper37-en-Hbribosia-Revising_European_treaties.pdf
· Beyond the Wall: "State and states of the former Yugoslavia", Januar 2010, http://www.notre-europe.eu/uploads/tx_publication/Pierre_Mirel-Belgrade_14_Dec_09.pdf
· A Greek endgame?, Marec 2010, http://www.ceps.be/ceps/download/3018
· Enhancing Regional Trade Integration in Southeast Europe, Marec 2010, http://www.ceps.be/book/enhancing-regional-trade-integration-southeast-europe
· Adjustment Difficulties in the GIPSY Club, Marec 2010, http://www.ceps.be/ceps/download/3011
· Capital Brussels: What kind of political actor will the Lisbon EU be?, Februar 2010, http://www.ceps.be/ceps/download/3002
· Restoring Investor Confidence in European Capital Markets, Februar 2010, http://www.ceps.be/ceps/download/2991
· Crisis in the eurozone and how to deal with it, Februar 2010, http://www.ceps.be/ceps/download/2928
· EU Land Markets and the Common Agricultural Policy, Februar 2010, http://www.ceps.be/ceps/download/2922
· Carbon capture and storage: What the EU needs to do, Februar 2010, http://www.cer.org.uk/pdf/rp_950.pdf
· Can and should the EU and Russia reset their relationship?, Februar 2010, http://www.cer.org.uk/pdf/pb_eu_russia_22feb10.pdf
· The new Commission's economic philosophy, Februar 2010, http://www.cer.org.uk/pdf/pb_commission_final_8feb10.pdf
· Housing markets in OECD countries: Risks remain in Europe, Marec 2010, http://www.dbresearch.de/PROD/DBR_INTERNET_EN-PROD/PROD0000000000254693.pdf
· Pensions in a post-crisis world: Fully-funded provision is vital, Februar 2010, http://www.dbresearch.de/PROD/DBR_INTERNET_EN-PROD/PROD0000000000254495.pdf
· Geothermal energy: Construction industry a beneficiary of climate change and energy scarcity, Februar 2010, http://www.dbresearch.de/PROD/DBR_INTERNET_EN-PROD/PROD0000000000254088.pdf3
· Taking the Pulse of European Public Administrations - key Findings of the European Public Sector Award 2009, 2009, http://publications.eipa.eu/en/common-publications/download/&tid=1835
· Financial turmoil - Its impact on quarterly government accounts, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KSSF10005ENC_002.pdf&SKU=KSSF10005ENC_PDF
· International cooperation in health research - The role of Europe, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KI3209137END_002.pdf&SKU=KI3209137END_PDF
· CO2 capture and storage, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KO7809957END_002.pdf&SKU=KO7809957END_PDF
· The shift to learning outcomes - Policies and pratices in Europe, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=TI7809575DED_002.pdf&SKU=TI7809575DED_PDF
· 17% of full-time employees in the EU are low-wage earners, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KSSF10003ENC_002.pdf&SKU=KSSF10003ENC_PDF
· Assessing Europe’s university-based research, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KINA24187ENN_002.pdf&SKU=KINA24187ENN_PDF
· Challenges and opportunities for mainstreaming OSH into university education, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=TEAE09091ENC_002.pdf&SKU=TEAE09091ENC_PDF
· Future skill supply in Europe - Medium-term forecast up to 2020 : key findings, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=TI7809779END_002.pdf&SKU=TI7809779END_PDF
· European Neighbourhood and Partnership Instrument (ENPI), 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KQ8108487ENC_002.pdf&SKU=KQ8108487ENC_PDF
· Regional population projections EUROPOP2008, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KSSF10001ENC_002.pdf&SKU=KSSF10001ENC_PDF
· Modernising vocational education and training, 2009, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=TI7809678ENC_002.pdf&SKU=TI7809678ENC_PDF
· Natura 2000 in the Continental Region, 2010, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KH7809635ENC_002.pdf&SKU=KH7809635ENC_PDF
· Fusion and industry together for the future, 2009, http://bookshop.europa.eu/is-bin/INTERSHOP.enfinity/WFS/EU-Bookshop-Site/en_GB/-/EUR/ViewPDFFile-OpenPDFFile?FileName=KI7809633ENC_002.pdf&SKU=KI7809633ENC_PDF
· Sigma – The Bulletin of European Statistics – From farm to fork, Marec 2010, http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/cache/ITY_OFFPUB/KS-BU-10-001-EN-C/EN/KS-BU-10-001-EN-C-EN.PDF
· Labour markets in the EU-27 still in crisis, Marec 2010, http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/cache/ITY_OFFPUB/KS-SF-10-012/EN/KS-SF-10-012-EN.PDF
· Sustainable development in the European Union - 2009 monitoring report on the EU sustainable development strategy, November 2009, http://epp.eurostat.ec.europa.eu/cache/ITY_OFFPUB/KS-78-09-865/EN/KS-78-09-865-EN.PDF
· Asset Booms and Structural Fiscal Positions: The Case of Ireland, Marec 2010, http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/wp/2010/wp1057.pdf
15. PRILOGA 1

Does Iceland want to join the EU?

Hjortur J. Gudmundsson

EUOBSERVER
There were no celebrations in the streets of Reykjavík or elsewhere in Iceland when the European Commission announced on 24 February that it would recommend membership negotiations with the country. This really shouldn't come as a surprise in the light of the fact that Icelanders don't want to join the EU and probably never have.

According to the most recent public opinion poll in Iceland by Capacent, 56 percent are opposed to EU membership, up six percent since last September, while just 33 percent are in favour. Furthermore, the September poll showed a majority displeased with the government's EU application delivered last summer.

The EU application was merely the result of a horse trading between the two parties forming the current government one of which, the Left Green Movement, is itself thoroughly eurosceptic. The senior coalition partner, the Social Democratic Alliance, is the only political party in Iceland that favours EU membership. In the polls, the Social Democrats have been losing a great deal of support and according to the latest survey it is now the third most popular party in Iceland compared with being the most popular in the general elections in April last year. At the same time, the conservative Independence Party, which rejects EU membership, has regained its former position as the top party.

In Iceland, the EU application has been nicknamed "bjölluat", the Icelandic name for the children's game where a door bell is rung with no one there when the door is answered. 

Even the Icelandic business community has now turned strongly against EU membership, according to a recent poll with 60 percent saying Iceland's economy is better placed outside the EU and only a third of the opposite opinion.

Those who favour EU membership in Iceland have pointed to the alledged support of Icelandic businesses in recent months when faced with growing public opposition, but now they do not even have that straw to grasp.

A former newspaper editor in Iceland and a supporter of EU membership, Jónas Kristjánsson, recently explained this situation quite well on his website: "No Icelandic journalist was at the meeting when the European Union accepted negotiations on Iceland's membership. This says much about Icelander's interest in joining."

"For the first time, there is no celebration when membership negotiations with a country are accepted. Our interest in joining has been little for a long time and has decreased rapidly during the Icesave dispute. The membership application was just a formality in order to form a government. Since then, the journey has only been on behalf of the Social Democratic Alliance and the foreign ministry [run by the social democrats]. The general public is not participating in this strange fake-journey and will reject membership."

Mr Kristjánsson is far from being the only prominent supporter of EU membership in Iceland who has publicly criticised the government for putting forward the application under all the wrong circumstances and predicted that membership will be rejected. There has been an obvious and growing pessimism and worries among those who favour joining the EU and the Social Democratic Alliance is becoming increasingly isolated on the issue. 

Another devoted EU enthusiaist in Iceland, academic Eiríkur Bergmann Einarsson, expressed his concerns over the lack of support for EU membership recently in an interview with an Icelandic newspaper, warning there was absolutely no sense for Brussels to start expensive negotiations with a country which had no serious intentions to actually join the EU. On a previous occasion last autumn Einarsson said at a conference in Reykjavík that in his opinion, Iceland would not become a member of the EU in the forseeable future. 

The Icelandic government, or the part of it that favours EU membership, has naturally tried to put on a brave face and convince Brussels that eventually the public opinion will turn around. Especially when the so-called Icesave dispute with the British and Dutch governments has been solved, if it is solved. But the reality is, as Mr Kristjánsson explains, that Icelanders have in fact never been interested in joining the EU. There has always been heavy opposition to membership and additional debate on the issue has tended only to increase this opposition. 

The Icesave dispute was not the main cause of increased opposition to EU membership, but it certainly has not made things any easier for EU boosters.

Hjortur J. Gudmundsson is director of Civis, an Icelandic free-market think-tank.

Priloga 2
How serious is the euro debt crisis?
Gerge Irvin, EUOBSERVER

Much is being made of the pressure on the euro arising from the sorry state of Greek finances, and of the risk posed by Portugal, Spain, Ireland and even Italy. The interest rate on Greek 10-year Eurobonds is nearly 7%, over twice what the German government is paying to borrow abroad. The recent story in the Financial Times that hedge funds are betting nearly €6bn on further falls in the euro does not bode well for the solidity of the common currency. 

Could it be that unless the renewed discipline of the Stability and Growth Pact (SGP) is imposed on eurozone member states, the whole euro edifice might tumble? Politically, the interminable negotiations over Lisbon have left the EU in a sorry state. Currency collapse would destroy Europe's main achievement. 

I'd like to say it's simply not going to happen; so far, there is little sign that contagion will spread. Rationally speaking, just as a budget crisis in Delaware or California cannot bring down the US dollar, one in Greece or Spain cannot bring down the euro. But if financial markets can be ‘irrationally exuberant', to borrow Alan Greenspan's phrase, they can also be irrationally pessimistic. 

Paul Krugman, writing on the Asian crisis, points out that the orthodox budget balancing medicine recommended by the IMF in 1997 flew in the face of economic logic - and has resulted today, he might have added, in a large Asian savings glut which has contributed to the crisis. How could so many clever economists get it so wrong? 

‘Fear of speculators' was Mr Krugman's answer. In truth, economic policy is increasingly driven not by logic but by sentiment in the financial sector. Europe seems set to apply the same budget balancing medicine used in the 1997 financial crisis. That's what makes the euro debt crisis dangerous. 

Three principles

What would a rational economic response be? Broadly, there are four principles at issue. First, is budget balance desirable in a recession? Secondly, is a fall in the euro calamitous? Thirdly, should the Eurozone be prepared to ‘bail out' individual members who get into trouble? And finally, is the economic architecture of the Eurozone adequate to dealing with the problem? 

Should budgets be balanced?

Regarding the first principle, it makes no sense to call for budget balance in the midst of a recession. This is not to say that Greece does not need to stop cooking the books and reform its tax system; Mr Papandreou can do many things to improve policy. But it is always the case that in a recession, tax receipts fall and government transfers rise. Belt tightening makes things worse. The greater the squeeze on aggregate demand cause by tight fiscal policy, the longer recovery takes. 

This is true not just in Greece but throughout the Eurozone. Moreover, where labour is made to bear the cost of a crisis created largely by the fat cats of finance, the political fallout of squeezing labour too hard could be very serious. 

Is nominal euro devaluation a good thing?

Secondly, what about euro devaluation? Recall that the euro was launched at US$1.17, that it fell to US$ 0.82 in late 2000 and has been as high as $1.60 in July 2008. At the time of writing, it stands at US$1.36, which represents a nominal depreciation of roughly 15% relative to its peak against the dollar. The euro has survived plenty of ups and downs. 

Given that Eurozone countries run a current account deficit, offset almost entirely by the German surplus, there is a good case for saying that depreciation is desirable insofar as it boosts Eurozone exports. Indeed, since in much of the rest of the world, central banks deliberately manage their currency to stay in line with the dollar, it is arguable that the Eurozone has done a disproportionate share of the heavy lifting in helping the US external adjustment process. 

Moral hazard or free reign to the speculators? 

Monsieur Trichet at the ECB has taken a very tough line on helping Greece, or any other country that gets into trouble. Supporters of this position will argue that any ‘bailout' of a deficit country simply causes ‘moral hazard', encouraging the country to continue acting irresponsibly. This argument is a poor one. 

The danger with this approach is that it gives free reign to the speculators to bet against the weakest countries. The ECB has effectively relegated responsibility for the creditworthiness of Greek bonds to the rating agencies - the very same agencies that gave their blessing to sub-prime mortgage bonds. 

During the Asian crisis of 1997, when Hong Kong was attacked by the markets, the government raised interest rates and intervened in the markets. The ECB today is in a far stronger position. It merely has to announce that it will guarantee Greek bonds (or those of any other member state which is attacked) in order for the speculative frenzy to end. 

A new Eurozone Economic Architecture

Still, the current crisis might just prove to be a blessing in disguise if it forces the larger countries of the Eurozone to rethink the architecture of Maastricht. The Eurozone has aptly been described as ‘a monetary giant but a fiscal dwarf', which means that it has a large and powerful Central Bank in charge of monetary policy, but a negligible federal budget with counter-cyclical function. 

In a recent letter in Le Monde, the Green MEP, Daniel Cohn-Bendit, called for the EU budget to be increased from 1% to 5% of Eurozone combined GDP, echoing the view of many economists who view the absence of an EU Federal Treasury as the main design flaw of the Maastricht compromise reached twenty years ago. Indeed, the McDougall Report commissioned in 1977 but subsequently rejected by the bankers at Maastricht, called for a Federal Budget of 7% of combined GDP. 

Much more recently, in 2003, the Belgian economist André Sapir called for a Federal ‘rainy day' fund to be set up in anticipation of precisely the sort of need the Eurozone faces today. By contrast, Monsieur Sarkozy in France at present seems to perceive the solution as that of enshrining ‘budget balance' in legislation following the German model. 

The need for European integration

The existence of the euro, far from being an impediment to adjustment, has given the EU the firm bedrock it needs to face a crisis. In its absence, the drachma, the escudo, the peseta and the punt would have all been attacked viciously by speculators in the currency markets. Many millions of people in the Eurozone could have seen their life savings disappear, just as happened in Iceland. Or again, as in the 1930s, the beggar-my-neighbour policy of competitive devaluation could have gained unstoppable momentum. 

Nevertheless, the current crisis has tested the euro and will continue to do so. What is needed is a long-term vision of Europe's economic and political architecture, not a short-term response to the vagaries of the international currency market. What is needed, too, is a political class committed to Europe, rather than committed to the narrow pursuit of one set of national interests at the cost of others. 

As the Nobel laureate, Joseph Stiglitz, wrote in The Guardian last week: ‘[T]he premise of European solidarity is being tested again. The measure of Europe will not be in the harshness of its actions, but in the spirit of solidarity that it shows in assisting its neighbour.'

The writer is Research Professor at the University of London, SOAS and author of Super Rich: the growth of inequality in Britain and the United States, Cambridge: Polity Press, 2008.
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The promotion of human security in EU security policies

Inger Helene Sira and Jonas Gräns

INEX POLICY BRIEF NO. 7 / MARCH 2009
Introduction

It has been widely argued that since the cold war, there has been a shift in the structure of international relations from a bipolar to a multipolar system. This transformation has in turn had an immense impact on the public policies created and implemented by the EU. In addition, the EU’s approach to security has been influenced by the complex processes and outcomes of globalisation, which are themselves closely linked to rapid changes in socio-political, economic and technological developments. In practical terms, this transformation has resulted in a blurring of the classical divide between external security matters such as war, defence and international order, and internal security issues such as organised crime, terrorism, policing and public order. In other words, we have witnessed the emergence of a new kind of security continuum – linking the internal and external security dimensions. Consequently, important questions related to who is the main provider of security (the state, international agencies or transnational organisations), as well as who is the primary referent object of security (the state or the individual) have arisen. There have been several changes in the EU’s approach in responding to both the contemporary threats and the present security continuum. Institutionally and in light of the EU’s three pillars, these changes have been illustrated by the emerging integration of community affairs in justice and home affairs (JHA), along with external activities under the common foreign and security policy (CFSP) and the European security and defence policy (ESDP), and vice versa. One essential change has been efforts to incorporate the dimension of human security. The overarching aim of this Policy Brief is to examine the possibility of overcoming the internal–external dilemma in the EU’s CFSP and ESDP through the promotion of human security. First, the paper discusses the internal–external security dilemma and examines the increasingly blurred roles of the CFSP, ESDP and JHA. The paper then moves on to look at the concept of human security and analyse the EU security continuum in light of this concept. Finally, the paper offers a set of recommendations to guide future activities under the EU’s foreign and defence policies. 

Common foreign security policy and the European security and defence policy

For the greater part of the last two decades, the CFSP and ESDP have constituted the main policy domains for the EU’s engagement in the fields of safety and security. Through the CFSP and ESDP, the EU seeks to promote and maintain stability – not only outside its borders, but also in response to external threats and vulnerabilities that may penetrate the EU’s borders. Consequently, the EU is often portrayed as a normative power in world politics, being a strong promoter of the normative principles generally acknowledged in the United Nations system. These include the promotion of nine normative principles: sustainable peace, freedom, democracy, human rights, the rule of law, equality, social solidarity, sustainable development and good governance. The European security strategy (ESS) adopted in 2003 is a key document for EU security policy and the way missions are conducted and prioritised. This document clearly outlines a common focus on the promotion of peace, the rule of law and development as pivotal elements for the safety of EU citizens. The ESS recognises the present security picture as fundamentally different from the past by stating that “the post-Cold War environment is one of increasingly open borders in which the internal and external aspects of security are indissolubly linked”. Hence, the EU has taken on a leading and responsible role in promoting peace and security – even beyond its borders and immediate neighbourhood. Over the years, the EU has been active in a plethora of military, but especially civilian missions under the auspices of the ESDP to achieve these ends. Today the EU is present in 16 missions on 3 continents, and has a substantial amount of personnel on the ground in these missions. The missions vary in terms of aims, scope, size and level of activity, and include those on policing, the rule of law, military missions, monitoring and planning, and security sector reforms. Counting those that are still active, the EU’s total contribution to date entails 26 separate missions. With these commitments, the EU is viewed as a normative power, but also (and foremost) as a civilian power.

Notwithstanding the high ambitions set out in the ESS and in the public discourses among EU policy-makers and member states, there has been widespread criticism of the EU’s lack of political strength. Importantly, critics highlight under-resourced missions as well as an absence of commitment and political will among member states to contribute to current and new missions taking place far beyond the EU’s borders. This problem not only damages the strategic importance of the missions underway, it also has the potential to harm the strength and meaning of the EU as a normative power. 

The internal–external security dilemma and the EU

In a world characterised by interdependence as a consequence of globalisation coupled with a major shift in the power structure of international relations, the divide between external security matters such as war, defence and international order on the one hand, and internal security issues such as organised crime, terrorism, policing and public order on the other, is becoming less evident. In many ways, this divide has largely become nonexistent. Subsequently, there has been an emergence of a security continuum linking the internal and external security dimensions. Additionally, and as argued above, the EU approach to security has sought to respond to the processes and outcomes of rapid changes in socio-political, economic and technological developments. When the Treaty of Amsterdam entered into force in 1998, JHA matters such as asylum, immigration and border management were given greater attention onthe EU governmental agenda. Moreover, the further integration of JHA issues continued with the European Council meeting in Tampere 1999, as well as the meeting in Santa Maria de Feira in 2000. The appearance of an internal–external security continuum, however, raises several important, interconnected issues.

First, since the events of 9/11 countering terrorism has become the key justification for the growing assimilation of JHA affairs and EU external relations. The 7/7 attacks in London as well as the Madrid bombings in 2004 further increased awareness among policy-makers and EU citizens of the seriousness of terrorism threats in Europe. Counter-terrorism measures are being applied by member states to detect networks and conduct arrests, in order to protect citizens and sensitive sites. Measures are also being applied outside the territorial boundaries of EU member states with the aim of resolving crises and easing frustration and violence in conflict-ridden regions. In conclusion, counter-terrorism activities are taking place across a wide range of levels and fronts, and perhaps represent the best example of the internal–external security continuum.

Second, and to a great extent as a result of the above developments, there has been an increase in internal activities related to border management and control, immigration, counter-terrorism and organised crime. In addition, investments and resources are increasingly designated for developing new security technologies and intelligence measures that aim at safeguarding the EU’s internal security. Instruments that have until fairly recently always fallen under the CFSP/ESDP umbrella, are now also used in the name of internal and homeland security. For example, the EU’s Joint Situation Centre, which was initially set up to monitor and observe common foreign and security policy issues such as weapons of mass destruction, nuclear proliferation and terrorist activities outside the EU’s borders, have since February 2005 incorporated a counter-terrorism unit (CT). The CT focuses on the internal aspects of countering terrorism – including the gathering and sharing of intelligence among national police forces about persons assumed to be a part of violent radicalisation and terrorist activities, and organised crime in European cities and suburbs. More broadly speaking, these are threats to social cohesion in European societies.

With the internal–external security continuum, we have witnessed a potential internal–external dilemma for the CFSP/ESDP. This dilemma touches upon how security is best provided and what role the EU should undertake in this regard. The question is whether to accept following a path towards a union that actively seeks to close and safeguard its borders, control its population and those travelling into it by expanding surveillance and investing in security technologies, or to promote a security policy that concentrates more on enhancing the EU’s role in providing peace building, peacekeeping and similar assistance abroad under the pillars of the CFSP and ESDP.

To resolve this dilemma, this Policy Brief suggests that it is necessary to integrate fully the concept of human security in the overall EU security approach. In developing this argument, a short overview of the concept itself is given below.

Human security

The concept of human security can be seen as a response to three major changes in international relations after the end of the cold war, namely 1) the introduction of a wide range of new threats (or at least perceived as new by policy-makers), 2) a slow, but steady change and growth of global norms, and 3) the processes and outcomes of globalisation. As argued above, in the postcold war era we have witnessed a significant change in world politics from being a bipolar global order to a multipolar global order. This means that we are exposed to a whole new range of threats, including international terrorism, organised crime, energy security, cyber security, environmental degradation, climate change, natural disasters, the spread of weapons of mass destruction and so on. Furthermore, the international community has seen a plethora of so-called ‘universal norms’ crystallised in the framework of international law. Finally, these developments have been fuelled by the processes and outcomes of globalisation. As noted above, the state is no longer perceived as the key (or at least only) referent object of security.  Other contemporary theoretical and practical approaches also consider individuals and communities as referent objects of security. In other words, we have seen the introduction of human security in the wider security agenda. Nevertheless, it is important to point out that the conceptual debates on human security have influenced its efficacy when applied as a tool in policy-making.

The concept itself was coined in the UN Development Programme (UNDP) Human Development Report of 1994, and since then its definition and meaning have been widely debated. The UN Commission on Human Security defines human security as “the vital core of all human lives in ways that enhance human freedoms and fulfilment”. A more exhaustive definition of human security is offered by Liotta and Owen (2006), who argue that “in ethical terms, human security is both a ‘system’ and a systemic practice that promotes and sustains stability, security and progressive integration of individuals within their relationships to their states, societies and regions. In abstract but understandable terms, human security allows the individuals the pursuit of life, liberty and both happiness and justice.” Yet, it has often been argued that if all components of well-being are included in a definition, the concept will lose its meaning. In other words, by narrowing the definition of human security, it becomes easier to develop effective policies in practice. King and Murray (2002) include the notions of “freedom from fear” and “freedom from want” – two terms introduced in the UNDP’s 1994 report. Arguably, a problem in finding a coherent and accepted definition affects the applicability of the concept to the respective policy-making. It is thus recommended to take a narrower approach in applying human security to policy, rather than a holistic one.

The EU and the promotion of human security

In a study undertaken by Kaldor and Glasius (2005), it was argued that there are three underlying motives for the EU to adopt the concept of human security in the CFSP and ESDP: morality, legality and self-interest. These three motives function in a conceptual and practical symbiosis, and are mutually inseparable. The first motive for adopting a human security approach is based on an assumption of morality. The basic idea is that the EU and its citizens are morally committed to helping states, regions, communities and individuals who are lacking basic security or are experiencing threats to their security. These are threats linked to universal needs and are therefore naturally shaped by universally accepted norms. Kaldor and Glasius state that “it may be necessary and should be acceptable, based on the equal worth of all human life, to risk lives in order to restore the security of others”. Second, there is a legal motive for the EU’s commitment to adopt a human security approach. Based on the norms crystallised in international law, the EU is legally obliged to ensure human security for all peoples, not just its own, through its security policies. The contents of public documents and treaty texts indicate that the EU seeks to implement the concept of human security through its continuous obligations to a legal framework. Finally, there is a case for the EU to adopt a human security approach as part of actively seeking to protect its own interests – a point that Kaldor and Glasius call “the enlightened self-interest”. In other words, there is a belief that Europeans cannot be safe as long as other states and peoples are living in insecurity. Here, the key logic is that as  long as people outside the EU are exposed to insecurity issues, the EU itself cannot be safe. ‘External insecurity’ will ultimately affect European democratic values and institutions. Hence, insecurity penetrates national borders and is exportable and importable across geographical domains. For example, when a society in Africa is hit by a natural disaster or civil war, the EU will be substantially affected in terms of (il)legal migration and thriving terrorist or criminal networks (or both).

Although it can be maintained that there are several reasons why the EU should respond to the internal–external security continuum, it should be noted that there is a fine line between ensuring security for people within and outside the EU (regardless of the motives for doing so), and abusing or compromising the civil liberties that are entrenched in the very norms the EU seeks to promote and protect. Consequently, EU policies that instead aim at addressing security issues by promoting investment in and development of security technologies and surveillance and so on could become counterproductive in several ways. They invoke and contribute to insecurity, by fuelling the perception among EU civilians that they are constantly under threat. Furthermore, these policies can at best function as a tool for combating the effects of a current problem, rather than serve the purpose of a solving it. Third, we have increasingly witnessed a trend in which security measures have compromised the rights and liberties of the people they are trying to protect. It is therefore important that the potential and ambition of the EU in countering such insecurities and human suffering around the world is given greater emphasis relative to the trends towards securing the territory of the EU with technologies and surveillance mechanisms. That being stated, putting excessively high expectations on the EU – which is ultimately comprised of 27 different member states – has at times proved unrealistic. Yet with the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty and its establishment of an EU foreign affairs minister, along with measures to further merge the policies and institutional pillars of the Union, there might be a golden opportunity to formulate future EU foreign and security policies in line with the genuine promotion of human security.

Conclusion and recommendations

This policy brief has argued that since the cold war and the fall of the bipolar power structure, the EU security agenda has been shaped by 1) the introduction of a wide range of unconventional threats; 2) a slow, but steady change in and growth of global norms; and 3) the processes and outcomes of globalisation. These factors have in turn led to a blurring of the internal and external dimensions of security, which has had major implications for EU security practices. In this context, this Policy Brief offers the following conclusions and recommendations:

· If the EU’s security approach continues to develop in the direction of a closed and  securitized Union, it could fuel the perception of insecurity among Europeans and jeopardise the position of the EU as a normative power in international affairs.

· The concept of human security needs to be further promoted in the practices of EU foreign and security policy. And with the adoption of the Lisbon Treaty, the EU is to a large extent doing so. Still, the EU will have to tackle the numerous issues of implementing the concept of human security with all its aspects, without actually compromising important elements of the concept itself.

· It will be crucial that security concerns are addressed in a way that they may be resolved through ways of conducting EU policies. As the EU has the chance to speak increasingly in line with the famous anecdote of one voice, it is vital that what it says is consistent with the values attributed to European Union project. With the adoption of a strategy towards human security, this may become achievable. 

· By committing to promote human security, the EU member states need to step up their efforts in the civilian missions taking place far from the EU’s borders. A greater contribution of appropriate personnel for conducting police and military missions, providing development assistance, and offering diplomacy and expertise in human rights, rule of law and justice, is desirable.

· It remains essential to recognise that the efforts made under the headings of cooperation and coherence regarding homeland security should not be discarded. Indeed, these activities might be successful in countering organised crime and certain terrorist behaviour, but the key issue is to find a balance between policies that can address the internal–external security continuum, and at the same time understand the complexity of security issues. 

· Finally, it is only when the root causes of security are seriously addressed and tackled that the safety of EU citizens will ultimately be safeguarded and the internal–external dilemma will be reconciled. Importantly, these root causes exist both within and outside the EU, and call for a comprehensive approach to ensure that security is achieved.
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