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Stimate domnule Presedinte, Stimate Coleg,

In perioada 28-30 ianuarie 2013, Parlamentul European a orgamzat la Bruxelles prima
editie a Sadptdménii parlamentare europene privind Semestrul european pentru
coordonarea politicilor economice. Avdnd ca punct de plecare reuniunea
interparlamentara de anul trecut referitoare la Semestrul european, acest eveniment a
fost prima ocazie de a lansa un demers cuprinzitor dedicat noului ciclu al Semestrului
european, reunind reprezentanti ai aproape tuturor parlamentelor nationale din Uniune
si deputati din Parlamentul European.

Evenimentul a inclus reuniuni ale grupdérilor politice, dezbateri tematice in cadrul
comisiilor specializate relevante (Comisia pentru afaceri economice $i monetare,
Comisia pentru ocuparea fortei de munca si afaceri sociale si Comisia pentru bugete),
precum si sesiuni plenare de deschidere si de inchidere.

Parlamentul European a avut deosebita onoare de a primi la acest eveniment circa 100
de membri din 26 de parlamente nationale. Nivelul extraordinar de participare si
prezenta ridicatd a deputatilor din Parlamentul European demonstreazi necesitatea ca
Parlamentul European si parlamentele nationale s& giseascd modalitati de a se implica
mai mult in procesele traditionale de guvernantd economica, intr-o perioada in care,
cu deosebire in acest domeniu, se face simtit un sentiment de deficit democratic tot
mai accentuat.

Dezbaterile le-au permis participantilor si discute intr-o atmosferd foarte constructiva
si intr-un spirit de cooperare autenticd diversele priorititi si politici din cadrul
Semestrului european si sa-si Impéartiseasca experientele cu privire la imbunétatirea si
aplicarea lor. Acest lucru consolideazd dimensiunea democratici a Semestrului
european atit la nivel national, cat si la nivelul UE. In aceasta privinta, Saptimana
parlamentard europeand a fost utild si pentru sensibilizarea participantilor cu privire la
dimensiunea europeana sporiti a elaborarii politicilor economice in cadrul Uniunii.



V3 transmit aldturat un rezumat al lucrdrilor, cu rugdmintea de a-1 trimite comisiilor
relevante din cadrul Parlamentului dumneavoastra si deputatilor care au participat la
eveniment. in vederea organizarii Saptiménii parlamentare europene de anul viitor,
astept cu interes orice observatii si/sau sugestii din partea dumneavoastrd sau a
colegilor dumneavoastrd. Toate documentele reuniunilor desfisurate in cadrul
Saptiménii parlamentare europene si Inregistrdrile video ale lucrdrilor sunt
disponibile la adresa: http://www.europarl.europa.eu/week2013.

Sper cd sunt in asentimentul dumneavoastrd cind spun ci Saptiména parlamentard
europeand a fost inceputul necesar si important al unei cooperéri mai regulate care
urmareste garantarea si consolidarea legitimitatii democratice in ansamblul Uniunii
Europene. Sunt nerdbdator sa continudm aceasta colaborare indispensabila.

Va asigur, stimate domnule Presedinte, de inalta mea consideratie.

artin S,Vc&h/‘uA?



PARLAMENTUL EUROPEAN

Saptimana parlamentari europeani privind semestrul european pentru coordonarea
politicilor economice

Parlamentul European, Bruxelles
28-30 ianuarie 2013

» Cu aproximativ 100 de participanti din parlamentele nationale, incluzénd trei
Presedinti de parlamente si 30 de pregedinti de comisii, precum si un mare numar de
membri ai PE (au participat la lucriri aproape jumatate din membrii principalelor trei
Comisii), prima editie a Sdptamanii parlamentare europene este considerati de
marea majoritate un succes. Cu un confinut valoros, aceasta a prilejuit discutii
fructuoase si constructive privitoare la diferitele subiecte identificate in program, intr-
un spirit de cooperare intre parlamentele nationale si Parlamentul European.

> Sesiunea plenari inaugurali a fost deschisa de Othmar Karas, Vicepresedintele
Parlamentului European, care s-a referit la Saptdména parlamentara europeani ca la un
“raspuns comun” la prevederile Articolului 13 referitoare la cooperarea dintre
Parlamentul Eurdpean si parlamentele nationale. Participantii au avut astfel ocazia sa
schimbe puncte de vedere cu Olli Rehn, Vicepresedinte al Comisiei Europene,
responsabil cu afaceri economice si monetare si moneda euro, si cu Laszlo Andor,
comisar pentru ocuparea fortei de munca, afaceri sociale si incluziune; multi au pus
accentul pe nevoia de o mai mare democratizare a Semestrului, insistind in acelasi
timp asupra unui control mai atent al procedurilor in acest cadru, pe transparenta si
subsidiaritate.

> Reuniunea interparlamentari organizati de Comisia pentru buget din PE
(BUDG) s-a concentrat pe rolul bugetului UE in sustinerea statelor membre pentru
realizarea obiectivelor economice ale acestora aga cum a fost el definit in cadrul
Semestrului European, in special cu privire la inovare, cercetare si dezvoltare. in
plus, negocierile privind Cadrul financiar multianual 2014-2020 au avut un rol
important in timpul dezbaterilor. Majoritatea vorbitorilor s-au exprimat in favoarea
unui buget UE ambitios destinat s# sprijine iesirea din crizi a statelor membre.
Bugetul UE ar putea prilejui cheltuieli mai reduse cu rezultate mai bune, furnizénd
astfel o valoare addugati europeand veritabila.

> Reuniunea interparlamentari organizati de Comisia pentru afaceri economice si
monetare (ECON) a avut doui sesiuni, prima intitulata ”Cine poate decide calea
pentru redresarea Europei?”, iar cea de-a doua: “Este Semestrul sursd de austeritate,
sau de crestere?”

o in timpul primei sesiuni, participantii au convenit ca Semestrul
estompeaza responsabilitatile cu privire la constructia (modelul)
obiectivelor politicilor economice; limiteazd suveranitatea nationald; e
lipsit de raspundere democratica. Participantii au considerat cé PE si
parlamentele nationale trebuie si géseascd modalitifi pentru cresterea
implicarii lor in procesele deja stabilite, cu respectarea rolului fiecaruia.

o A doua sesiune a fost deschisd de doi vorbitori externi care au prezentat
puncte de vedere diferite asupra subiectului (temei). Ambii au fost de
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acord cd, 1n ciuda semnelor incurajatoare, criza continui. DI. Sinn a
afirmat ci nu se poate ajunge la crestere decat prin austeritate,
argumentind c& zona euro suferd mai degraba de o problema de
competitivitate internd, decét de o lipsa temporari de cerere. DI. Timbeau
a sustinut cd multiplicatorii fiscali au avut valori ridicate si a subliniat
faptul ca austeritatea a fost prost ginditd (conceputd) si a cauzat recesiune
in loc sé o trateze. Participantii, in functie de afilierea politica dar si de
tara de origine, au sustinut una din cele doud abordari.

Reuniunea interparlamentari organizati de Comisia pentru ocuparea fortei de
munca si afaceri sociale (EMPL) a avut doud sesiuni, prima dedicati ocupdrii
tineretului iar a doua impactului social al programelor de ajustare economicé din

statele membre confruntate cu dificultdti financiare. Ambele sesiuni au fost
organizate in formatul schimbului de opinii intre reprezentantii parlamentelor
nationale si raportorii PE, urmate fiind de o discutie intre toti participantii.

o fin cadrul primei sesiuni, discutia s-a concentrat pe mésuri concrete
pentru combaterea somajului din randul tinerilor i mai ales pe schemele
de garantare pentru tineri ce trebuie puse in aplicare in mai multe state
membre. Membrii au dezbétut implementarea schemei finlandeze i
posibilitatea de punere in practici a unui instrument similar si in alte state
membre. Propunerea Comisiei Europene ”Garantia Europeand pentru
Tineret” a fost de asemenea dezbatuta pe larg.

o A doua sesiune a evidentiat consecintele severe ale masurilor de
austeritate din Letonia, inclusiv faptul cd 10% din populatia acesteia a
parésit tara in cdutarea de locuri de munca in alta parte. Membrii au
mentionat nevoia de mai multa flexibilitate in aplicarea programelor de
ajustare economica si au subliniat importanta fondurilor structurale pentru
tarile lor. Acestia au solicitat ca 25% din politica de coeziune sa fie
dedicatd Fondului Social European.

Sesiunea plenari finali a fost deschisa de trei Presedinti de Comisii, Sharon Bowles,
Alain Lamassoure si Pervenche Beres, de-Presedintele Comisiei Europene, Jose
Manuel Durao Barroso, de Presedintele Consiliului European, Herman van Rompuy,
de Presedintele Parlamentul irlandez, Sean Barrett, si Presedintele PE, Martin Schulz,
care s-au adresat adundrii, subliniind progresele in guvernanta economicé si nevoia
unei mai puternice supravegheri democratice, precum §i a cooperarii dintre-
parlamente.




SESIUNEA PLENARA INAUGURALA
Marti, 29 ianuarie 2013, orele 9.00-11.00

Sesiunea plenara inaugurali a fost deschisd de discursul Vicepresedintelui Parlamentului
European, Othmar Karas, urmat de cel al lui Olli Rehn, Vicepresedinte al Comisiei
Europene, responsabil cu afacerile economice §i monetare si moneda euro, precum si de
cel al lui Laszlo Andor, comisar pentru ocuparea fortei de munci, afaceri sociale si
incluziune. A urmat apoi un schimb de opinii intre membrii parlamentelor nationale si ai
Parlamentului European i cei doi comisari.

Othmar Karas a elogiat marele numir de membri ai parlamentelor nationale participanti
la eveniment. El a declarat ca Siptimana Parlamentard Europeana poate fi considerata
»raspunsul comun” la referirea din Articolul 13 din TSCG (Tratatul privind stabilitatea,
coordonarea si guvernanta in cadrul uniunii economice §i monetare) privind cooperarea
dintre Parlamentul European si parlamentele nationale. D1. Karas a atras atentia asupra
faptului ci obiectivul cheie al reuniunii este de a pune in practicd dimensiunea
democraticd a Semestrului European, precum si de a o amplifica pe cea sociald. El a
evidentiat pe scurt pasii de urmat in evolutia Semestrului European, relevénd faptul ca
telul Semestrului este de a indruma statele membre in problemele economice si de a
alinia politicile economice, sociale si fiscale din statele membre, precum reformele
fiscale si structurale. El s-a referit de asemenea la deficitul democratic in procesul de
decizie european si a subliniat nevoia ca parlamentele nationale europene sa géseasca
modalitatea cea mai buni de a se acompania acest proces de decizie.

Olli Rehn si-a inceput discursul prin a considera Saptdména parlamentara europeana
drept un pas clar si vizibil citre aparitia unui spatiu politic mai european. De asemenea, el
]-a numit un pas oportun, att din punctul de vedere al stadiului actual al Semestrului
European, cét si din cel al discutiei unei mai profunde uniuni economice si monetare.
Inainte de a sublinia prioritatile politicilor Comisiei Europene pentru acest an, el a relevat
faptul cd perspectiva astizi e mai favorabild decét cu un an in urma, dar gravele provocéri
precum rata ridicati a somajului si cregterea lent ramén, neldsand loc pentru satisfactie.
El a relevat cele trei pérti ale raspunsului de politici economicé al Comisiei; mai intéi,
mentinerea ritmului reformei economice pentru sustinerea reechilibririi economiei
europene; in al doilea rind, reformarea si refacerea competitivititii industriei europene; si
in al treilea rand, continuarea consolidarii fiscale coerente, diferentiatd pentru fiecare stat
in functie de spatiul fiscal al fierciruia si de perspectiva de crestere. S-a referit la
proiectul (Blueprint) Comisiei si la nevoia de implementare a unei mai profunde integrari
in zona euro.

Laszlo Andor a precizat faptul ci actuala crizd nu este doar una financiara si economica,
dar si o crizi a increderii in viitorul si valorile noastre; cd modelul social european este
in pericolul de a nu mai livra drepturi sociale si coeziune sociald tocmai atunci cind este
mai mare nevoie de ele. El a arétat spre perspectiva sumbré a somajului pentru UE, spre
situatia sociald si economic in inrdutitire, spre nelinistea sociald in crestere. Comisarul
Andor a identificat urmitoarele prioritti in politicile pentru ocupare si cele sociale. Mai
intai, consolidarea fiscala trebuie sa fie favorabila cresterii, iar rolul politicilor sociale si
de ocupare in continuarea consolidirii fiscale si economice favorabile cresterii este unul
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cheie. In al doilea rdnd, potentialul de crearé de locuri de munci al economiei, in special
al celei verzi, al sectorului de sanitate gi ITC trebuie sustinut, ca si mobilitatea si
reformarea pietei muncii. in al treilea rand, abordarea somajului pe termen lung in
crestere in Europa, precum si a celui din rdndul tineretului este foarte importanta. El a
mentionat in acest context schema de garantare pentru tineret care va fi discutati la
urmétoarea reuniune a Consiliului. In al patrulea rind, este necesard pastrarea gi intédrirea
plaselor de sigurantd” esentiale, cu concentrare pe eficienta sistemelor de protectie
sociala.

Dupa interventiile dlui Karas gi ale comisarilor, au luat cuvéntul pentru comentarii si
intrebédri membrii Parlamentului European si ai parlamentelor nationale. Unii dintre
parlamentari au subliniat nevoia de politici §i de Recomandari Specifice de Tard pentru o
mai bund luare in considerare a diferentelor dintre téri, iar altii s-au referit la criticile
aduse birocratiei si reglementérilor care ”sufocd” UE. Multi au atras atentia asupra nevoii
de o mai mare democratizare a Semestrului, evidentiind controlul, transparenta i
subsidiaritatea. Un membru al PE a afirmat despre Comisie cé a trebui s& acorde mai
mult spatiu pentru discutii efective inainte de adoptarea prioritatilor. Membrii PE au adus
in discutie si viteza consolidarii fiscale si s-au referit la dezbaterea privind multiplicatorii
fiscali si deteriorarea situatiei din Europa.

REUNIUNEA INTERPARLAMENTARA ORGANIZATA DE COMISIA PENTRU
BUGET DIN PE
Marti 29 ianuarie 2013, 11.00-13.00

Presedintele Alain Lamassoure a deschis sesiunea subliniind puternica interdependenté
dintre UE si statele membre: chiar dacé Irlanda are doar 1% din populatia UE sau Grecia
doar 2% di PIB-ul acesteia, a fost nevoie de eforturi uriage la nivel european pentru
depagirea crizei. El a atras atentia asupra faptului cé actuala crizd economicé a avut un
impact major asupra capacititii guvernelor din UE de a finanta investitiile i proiectele de
inovatii. Lipsa finantarii nationale poate ameninta pe termen lung cresterea in UE, ceea
ce constituie un puternic argument in favoarea unui buget european ambitios. Bugetul UE
poate face posibila cheltuirea redusé cu rezultate mai bune, furnizénd astfel o valoare
addugatd europeand veritabila.

Janusz Lewandowski, Comisar european pentru programare financiara gi buget, a cerut
un mix mai echilibrat al cheltuielilor UE pentru rezolvarea crizei economice. El a
subliniat cd bugetul UE este in principal unul al investifiilor, 94% din acesta fiind destinat
statelor membre gi politicii externe. El a mai solicitat o0 mai mare utilizare a
instrumentelor financiare inovatoare care pot ajuta la cresterea efectului de parghie in
cheltuielile UE, in special — dar nu numai — in cercetare si dezvoltare. El a avertizat
asupra unui buget diminuat pentru viitorul cadrul financiar multianual (CFM), ceea ce ar
face mult mai dificild pentru UE incheierea crizei.

Ciaran Lynch, Presedinte al Comisiei comune pentru finante, cheltuieli publice si
reforma a Parlamentului irlandez (Oireachtas), a explicat cé Irlanda a constituit un
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exemplu de buni utilizare a fondurilor UE, investitiile in capital uman si in sectorul
educatie, dimpreuni cu dezvoltarea infrastructurii producand rezultate foarte bune. El a
sustinut agadar mentinerea bugetului UE la actualul nivel, dar a exprimat clar ca, data
fiind competitia globals, mai sunt multe de ficut in privinta inovarii, a cercetarii i
dezvoltirii. Politica UE in aceste domenii trebuie integrata cu politicile nationale pentru a
produce rezultate. El a subliniat de asemenea ci e nevoie de mai multe eforturi pentru
lupta impotriva somajului din randul tinerilor.

Anne Jensen, raportor PE pentru bugetul pe 2014, a remarcat faptul ca posibilitatea de a
avea un nou buget UE la nivelul celui din 2008 este inacceptabild. Ea a subliniat ca
bugetele nationale pot fi reduse in zona politicilor la nivel european, de ex. Serviciul de
Actiune Externi. Ea a solicitat de asemenea mai multd flexibilitate a bugetului UE pentru
o reactie mai buni la schimbirile de situatii din decursul a 7 ani.

Membrii PE si ai parlamentelor nationale din toate familiile politice si din numeroase
state membre au luat cuvantul in timpul dezbaterilor. Au fost exprimate opinii divergente
privitoare la structura bugetului UE: unii au cerut o complet restructurare a prioritatilor
UE cu privire la cheltuieli, cu o mai redusa concentrare pe agriculturd si coeziune si una
mai importanti pe inovare si crestere mai sustenabild. Altii au cerut o mai mare sustinere
pentru tirile confruntate cu dificultdti in acest moment, punind un accent sporit pe
politica de coeziune. De asemenea, referitor la dimensiunea totald a bugetului UE,
pozitiile au variat intre reducere, Inghetare si crestere pentru viitorul CFM. Introducerea
taxei pe tranzactiile financiare a fost sustinuté de diversi vorbitori, desi au existat opinii
diferite cu privire la destinatia veniturilor obtinute din aceasta — bugetele nationale sau
cel UE.

in raspunsul sau, Comisarul Lewandowski a subliniat c&, in scopul de a-si dovedi
legitimitatea, UE trebuie si-si dovedeasca utilitatea, astfel cetdtenii vor fi constienti de
faptul ci UE este capabili si infrunte problemele. Cu privire la intrebérile despre
modernizarea bugetului UE, el a argumentat ca este aproape imposibil sd modernizezi un
buget, tdindu-1 in acelasi timp.

in remarcile sale de incheiere, Catherine Trautmann, raportor la Comisiei pentru buget
din PE pentru Semestrul European, a cerut un buget european mai puternic, pentru a
putea realiza valoarea addugati europeand. Ea a pledat pentru un mai corect sistem al
contributiilor nationale la bugetul european i a sugerat ca acestea si nu se ia in
considerare la calculul deficitului public al statelor membre. In continuare, ea a subliniat
nevoia de a aborda problemele curente ce privesc angajamentele importante care
afecteaz credibilitatea UE.



REUNIUNEA INTERPARLAMENTARA ORGANIZATA DE COMISIA PENTRU
AFACERI ECONOMICE SI MONETARE (ECON)
Marti 29 ianuarie 2013, 15.00-18.30

SESIUNEA 1: Cine poate decide calea de redresare a Europei? Semestrul, democratia si
subsidiaritatea

Reuniunea a fost deschisé de Presedintele Comisiei de Afaceri economice si monetare Sharon
Bowles, urmind si dea cuvantul celor trei membri ai comisiei: Guntram Wolff, director
adjunct al grupului de reflectie Bruegel din Bruxelles; Stefan Collignon, profesor de
Economie politicd la Scoala de studii avansate Sant’ Anna si Dominique Hannigan, presedinte
al Comisiei comune de afaceri europene a Parlamentului Irlandez (Oireachtas). Ulterior,
membrii parlamentelor nationale si parlamentului european au avut ocazia sé adreseze
intrebéri celor trei.

Sharon Bowles a deschis sesiunea prin salutarea parlamentelor nationale care au intrat in
dialog, fiind un pas important spre democratizarea procesului semestrului, subliniind faptul ca
multe state membre vad la nivel european interventia in aproape toate domeniile politice si ca
recomandarile si obligatiile detaliate specifice fiecdrei tari sunt aproape de a fi impuse in térile
participante la program. A subliniat, de asemenea, recunoasterea tot mai mare a deficitului
democratic in UE, cu multe acorduri importante facute in spatele usilor inchise si dificultatea
de a identifica cine decide asupra obiectivelor politice si cine isi va asuma responsabilitatea
pentru acestea.

Guntram Wolff a subliniat cd, in special, membrii zonei euro sunt state ,,sub-
suverane”datoritd in special limitdrii din punct de vedere al politicii monetare dar, de
asemenea, intr-o anumitd masurd, de politica fiscald si de alte domenii politice. Wolff a
argumentat solutiile actuale ale situatiei economice; Semestrul European, TSCG si ESM,
deriva o oarecare legitimitate de a fi previzute in tratate, precum si de rolul tot mai crescut al
Parlamentului European. A subliniat importanta dialogului economic, dar a mentionat cé este
un mod de a responsabiliza factorii de decizie, mai degrabad decét sd afecteze rezultatul
procesului decizional. Wolff a afirmat ci problema legitimitétii este cruciald pentru eficienta
Semestrului; parlamentele nationale nu vor pune in aplicare mésurile necesare in cazul in care
nu vor fi pe deplin convinse de actiuni. Pentru a concluziona, Wolff a sugerat ideea de a
merge dincolo de tratatele actuale si de a trece la o optiune mai federald cu legitimitate
comuna la nivel european.

Stefan Collignon a afirmat ci problema in luarea deciziilor europene este ci nu exista nici un
factor de decizie bine definit, avansénd intrebarea de unde provine legitimitatea deciziilor
luate la nivel european. Collignon a afirmat c& un sistem de guvernanta pe mai multe niveluri
functioneazi atita timp cét existd un consens cu privire la politicile alese; deciziile de care
beneficiaza toati lumea obtin legitimitate din consensul social cu privire la politici. In cazul in
care nu toatd lumea beneficiaza de pe urma politicilor, legitimitatea este derivatd din faptul
cd, intr-o democratie, o schimbare in opinia publica poate schimba politicile; de exemplu prin
alegeri nationale, dar acest lucru lipseste in Europa. Collignon a afirmat cd oamenii vor
respinge, in cele din urma, intregul sistem in cazul in care nu existd nici o modalitate de a

6



schimba factorul de decizie. Pentru a spori legitimitatea, el a avertizat impotriva deplasérii
factorului de decizie in Europa la nivel national deoarece deciziile care afecteazd intreagd
Uniune ar trebui si fie luate la nivel UE. In schimb, a sustinut ideea de redefinire privind care
politici ar trebui si fie decise la nivel national §i care la nivel european avénd ca baza
persoanele afectate, astfel incat misurile externe sa fie In mod corect luate in considerare.

Dominic Hannigan a inceput discursul sdu prin elogierea Parlamentului European pentru
Initiativa Saptamanii Europene parlamentare si a afirmat ca astfel de discutii reprezintd un pas
in directia corectd. Apoi, a subliniat ci parlamentele nationale nu au avut un rol suficient in
noul cadru de guvernanti economicd si cd in timpul dezbaterii referendumului privind
ratificarea TSCG in Irlanda, s-a dovedit ca putini parlamentari si, cu sigurantd, mai multi
cetiteni n-au inteles in totalitate evolutiile recente din cadrul guvernantei economice a
Unijunii. Cu privire la unul dintre programele tarii sale, Irlanda, Hannigan a subliniat c&
singura iesire victorioasa din aceastd situatie se poate realiza numai cu sprijinul alegatorilor si
politicienilor. In cele din urma, el a incurajat térile s se implice reciproc cu scopul de a invéta
cum s faca fatd in cel mai bun mod noii structuri de guvernare.

Membrii parlamentului european si parlamentelor nationale au comentat pe tema
distantei dintre institutiile europene i cetdteni si au subliniat nevoia de a reduce aceasta
diviziune. Multi s-au referit la lipsa unei tribune politice europene i au propus solutii pentru
abordarea acestei probleme, de exemplu prin mutarea politicilor europene pe scena politica
national3. A fost subliniat faptul c& in noul cadru de guvernare este important ca parlamentele
nationale si profite din plin de situatie, Mario Draghi fiind invitat s se adreseze, Bundestag-
ul german fiind folosit ca exemplu al modului in care acest lucru se poate realiza. Privind
comentariile din partea membrilor comisiei din Europa care se indreapté cétre o optiune mai
federala, membrii au subliniat ci acest lucru trebuie si se realizeze printr-o abordare pas cu
pas, astfel incit Europa s nu distanteze de cetafenii séi.

Raportorul PE, Elisa Ferreira in discursul siu de incheiere a opinat cé discutia a fost foarte
utila iar apoi a mentionat ci Europa trece printr-un moment dificil i ci este important sé fim
atenti si la viitor. De asemenea, a reiterat faptul cd Europa a ramas in urma pe plan extern,
oferind importanta politicilor comune de interfatd, precum si mentiondnd problemele ivite
privind moneda unici, inclusiv in ceea ce priveste dezechilibrele interne si nevoia de a trece
dincolo de moneda unici. Apoi, a rezumat discutia cu privire la sub-suveranitate si
legitimitate si a aprobat ideea de orientare spre o Republicd Europeand, precum si cresterea
bugetului UE cu 2-3% din GDP UE, asa cum a fost sugerat de citre membrii comisiei. In cele
din urm3, a subliniat necesitatea unui mod de lucru echilibrat cu parlamentele nationale,
identificand ceea ce s-a decis la nivel comun si national.

SESTUNEA 2: ESTE SEMESTRUL SURSA DE AUSTERITATE SAU DE
CRESTERE?

Hans-Werner Sinn, presedintele Institutului pentru cercetare economicd Ifo, a deschis
sesiunea afirmand ca intrebarea legatd de austeritate vs. crestere este o intrebare gresitd, din
moment ce cresterea poate veni ca urmare a austeritdtii. Dupd acest inceput in fortd, a
continuat cu un comentariu privind pierderea competitivitétii, care a avut loc in numeroase
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zone euro ale statelor membre de la introducetea monedei unice, activati de armonizarea
descendent a costurilor de imprumut ale guvernelor si de un aflux de credite de la nord la
sud. Sinn a recunoscut ca impingénd térile prin austeritate si-gi recistige competitivitatea este
ca si cum ai intoarce acele unui ceas vechi, existdnd riscul de a le rupe, adicid societatea se
deterioreaza. Totusi, a subliniat ca in ciuda acestui risc, 0 asemenea masuri este necesard. A
scos in evidentd faptul cd zona euro este prinsé intr-o ,,situatie care nu are o scdpare usoard”;
din moment ce reajustarea necesard ar putea sd rupd ,,acele ceasornicului” in anumite state
membre dar a declarat cd zona euro nu va supravietui fird aceastd reajustare.

Xavier Timbeau, director al departamentului de analizd si previziuni al Observatorului
Francez al conjuncturilor economice (OFCE), a prezentat un punct total diferit. A aratat cétre
,» luminita de la capétul tunelului” pe care observatorii o vid pentru zona euro, comentand ca
acest entuziasm este prematur; cid luminile pe care le observa pot fi farurile unui tren de
marfa. A subliniat faptul c¢i zona euro a experimentat cinci ani consecutivi de cregtere
negativa, la niveluri record de somaj, consecintele pe termen lung ale mésurilor de austeritate
in privinta reducerii cheltuielilor in domeniul cercetirii si dezvoltarii, educatiei si
infrastructurii si previziunile negative de crestere pentru anul viitor. Timbeau a avertizat cu
privire la efectele ddunétoare ale austeritétii care datoritd multiplicatorilor fiscali ridicati pot
duce la o spirald de recesiune. A dat exemplu Spania care a redus deficitul bugetar cu doar
1,3% in pofida reducerilor mari de cheltuieli, declardnd cé singurul efect al mésurilor este o
crestere a somajului. Timbeau sustine cd pentru a evita riscul unei dezmembréri a societétii,
accentul ar trebui pus pe o reducere a deficitelor si a datoriilor pe termen mediu, nu scurt.

Dupé introducerea celor doi membri ai comisiei, cuvintul a fost acordat membrilor PE si
membrilor parlamentelor nationale. Majoritatea celor care au luat cuvéntul au exprimat un
punct de vederea mai echilibrat decét al celor din comisie, sustinind mai degraba necesitatea
austeritatii si cresterii in acelasi timp cu scopul de a depasi criza decét alegdnd una sau alta.
Unul dintre membrii PE a subliniat faptul cd punctele de vedere diferite ale vorbitorilor
reflectd diviziunea care existd in Parlamentul European cu privire la acest subiect. Multi
dintre acestia au subliniat importanta eforturilor europene de a trata aceasta situatie cum ar fi
tarile care sprijind masurile de ajustare in curs de desfasurare, importanta coordondrii politicii
economice fatd de certurile privind cdutarea unui vinovat, posibilitatea unui sistem al
transferurilor bugetare in cadrul Uniunii si posibilitatea folosirii veniturilor provenite din taxe
pe tranzactii financiare pentru un fond de resurse proprii.

Cei care au luat cuvéantul gi-au exprimat, de asemenea, ingrijorarea asupra faptului cé afacerile
din zona euro se confruntd cu diferite costuri de indatorare in functie de tara in care isi
desfasoard activitatea, cat si efectele ingrijordtoare ale crizei si mésurile de austeritate care
conduc spre o generatie pierdutd” si ,,exodul de creier” in anumite tiri. Domnul Sinn a fost
solicitat sa detalieze afirmatia sa anterioard cd statele importante si cele nordice ale zonei euro
ar trebui s participe totusi la efortul de reechilibrare, nu prin majorarea artificiald a salariilor.
A explicat cad majorarea salariilor ar conduce doar la cresterea numarului somerilor si astfel,
este indicat sa se stimuleze cererea pe piata muncii si, dupa aceea, sé se majoreze salariile. La
o intrebare cu privire la opinia sa asupra a ceea ce sunt coeficientii in acest moment, domnul
Timbeau a replicat cd acestia variaza in functie de fiecare tard. 1.3-1.6 in zona euro dar mai
mare pentru Grecia, Portugalia gi Spania, 1.5-2. A subliniat cd estimérile sale sunt mai mari
decét cele ale Comisiei, subliniind ci austeritatea conduce la recesiune si, din acest motiv,
Spania castiga in competitivitate dar se afld Incé in recesiune.
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REUNIUNEA INTERPARLAMENTARA ORGANIZATA DE
COMISIA PENTRU OCUPAREA FORTEI DE MUNCA SI AFACERI SOCIALE
EMPL
Marti 29 ianuarie 2013, 15.00-18.30

SESIUNEA 1: OCUPAREA FORTEI DE MUNCA iN RANDUL TINERILOR

Sesiunea a fost deschisd de citre presedintele Comisiei pentru ocuparea fortei de munca si
afaceri sociale Pervenche Beres, care a invitat participantii si discute asupra metodelor prin
care statele membre abordeazi somajul in randul tinerilor si dacé au stabilit médsuri specifice,
cum ar fi un sistem de garantie pentru tineret sau alte sisteme, pentru a stimula angajarea si
pentru a construi o punte intre scoald si piata muncii. Sesiunea a fost realizatd ca un schimb de
pareri intre 3 reprezentanti ai parlamentelor nationale §i 2 raportori ai PE si a fost urmata,
apoi, de o discutie intre tofi membrii. Tabelul a fost compus din trei presedinti ai Comisiilor
de ocupare a fortei de munca din Parlamentele nationale, Dimitris Kremastinos ( Parlamentul
Grec/ Vouli ton Ellinon) si Jose Eugenio Aypiroy Villar ( Congresul Spaniol/Congreso de los
Diputados) care au discutat misuri puse in practici de guvernele lor pentru a combate
somajul in randul tinerilor; Tarja Filatov, presedinte a Comisiei pentru ocuparea fortei de
muncd din cadrul Parlamentului Finlandez ( Eduskunta) care a vorbit despre sistemul de
garantie pentru tineret Infiintat in Finlanda si, in sférsit, cei doi Raportori UE, Joanna
Skrzydlewsa si Ole Christensen.

Dimitris Kremetinos, Presedinte al Comisiei pentru afaceri sociale a parlamentului Grec
(Vouli ton Ellinon) a remarcat dezavantajele majore pe care criza mondiald le-a produs in
multe domenii, in special somajul si somajul in rindul tinerilor. Rata somajului este chiar
dramatici, in Grecia rata somajului a ajuns la 26% si mai mult de 50% din randul tinerilor
sunt someri; Domnul Kremastinos a subliniat ca ceea ce a fost mai dramatic decat cifrele
insesi a fost rata de crestere de la trimestru la trimestru. A declarat cd Grecia nu a atins incéd
un punct de stabilitate chiar daci situatia generald s-a imbunatitit ugor. De asemenea, domnul
Krematinos a subliniat lipsa de reactie a UE la un fenomen care a inrutatit situatia ocupdrii
fortei de munci in Grecia: unele companii au parasit Grecia gésind alte locuri mai atractive in
alte tari din UE. Aceasta nu este o situatie noud dar, intr-o perioadd de crizd, cu siguranti a
avut un efect daunétor.

Jose Eugenio Aypiroz Villar, Presedinte al Comisiei pentru ocuparea fortei de munca al
Congresului Spaniol (Congreso de los Diputados) a subliniat cifrele extreme ale somajului in
randul tinerilor din Spania si a aprobat propunerea Comisiei pentru un sistem european de
garantie pentru tineret. Apoi, s-a concentrat pe reformele in curs de desfasurare din Spania:
reducerea deficitului public, reforma bancard si financiard, combaterea fraudei fiscale,
reforma educationald. Aceste reforme sunt menite si combat criza, sa creeze locuri de munca
si crestere economica si, in special, sd genereze locuri de muncé pentru cei tineri. Un alt set de
reforme are ca scop suplimentarea primelor: reforme orientate, in special, citre sectorul
ocupdrii fortei de muncid. Domnul Azpiroz aminteste faptul cd anul 2012 a fost anul
international al cooperativelor si a remarcat ca, in ciuda crizei, acestea au reusit mentinerea si
crearea de locuri de muncd. Apoi, a prezentat trei puncte: (i) cresterea contractelor
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antreprenorilor, (ii) formarea pentru un loc de munca pentru tinerii sub 30 de ani (150 de
programe in 2012) si (iii) modificarea contractului pentru formare si ucenicie. Acestea au avut
un efect pozitiv asupra ratei somajului, desi unul mic, in contextul actual. Existi negocieri in
desfdsurare cu partenerii sociali privind posibile actiuni ale guvernului, dar si initiative din
sectorul privat. Pentru a evita ,,0 generatie pierdutd”, ar trebui implementate misuri speciale
iar recomandarea pentru un sistem de garantie pentru tineret este in mod special, relevanti si
adecvatd.

Tarja Filatov, presedintele Comisiei pentru ocuparea fortei de muncd si egalitate a
parlamentului finlandez (Eduskunta) a descris foarte concret modul in care functioneazi
schemele de garantare pentru tineri. Fiecdrei persoane care nu ocupa un loc de munci, sub 25
de ani §i care a absolvit inainte de 30 de ani, ii este oferit un loc de munci, pregitire
profesionald la locul de muncé, un loc de studiu sau posibilitatea de a participa in cadrul unui
seminar 1n 3 luni. ,,Cardul Sanssi” promoveazi o subventionare a salariului acordat de catre
agentiile de ocupare a fortei de munca si dezvoltare economica angajatorilor care recruteazi o
persoand tandrd sub 30 de ani. Subventia este destinatd sd creascd capacitatea de integrare
profesionald a tinerilor care au avut dificultdti in gésirea unui loc de muncd pe o piatd a
muncii deschisd. Sprijinul salarial maxim este de aproximativ 700€ pe luna pentru un loc de
muncd cu norma Intreagd. Angajatorul poate primi sprijinul pe o perioada de pana la 10 luni.
Angajatorul care utilizeaza cardul Sanssi poate fi o companie privatd, organizatie, fundatie,
asociatie sau autoritate locala.

Joanna Skrzydlewska, raportor UE asupra raportului din proprie initiativa privind ocuparea
fortei de munca in randul tinerilor a ridicat semnale de alarma mentionand cd somajul este
incd in crestere si cd locurile de munca generate sunt adesea de naturd precard. A aritat ci
tinerii sunt supra-reprezentati in cazurile care implicd contracte pe termen scurt, nesiguranta
carierei ducand la consecinte care merg dincolo de motivele pur economice, cum ar fi
amanarea intemeierii unei familii si ratele scizute de fertilitate. Dna Skrzydlewska a salutat
proiectul de recomandare a Consiliului realizat de céitre Comisie privind introducerea unei
Garantii pentru tineri la nivel de stat membru, dar a avertizat ci sunt necesare maisuri
suplimentare. Politicile din educatie si programele scolare elaborate pentru a raspunde
nevoilor pietei fortei de munca, politicile care favorizeazd antreprenoriatul si un acces mai
facil la finantarea UE pentru politicile care tintesc rezolvarea problemei somajului in randul
tinerilor, toate acestea sunt elemente care trebuie rezolvate.

Ole Christensen, PE, autorul avizului privind Strategia pentru tineri a UE 2010-2012 a
reamintit pe scurt cifrele din cadrul UE, dupd care a subliniat consecintele serioase a
somajului pe o perioadd indelungati asupra tinerilor. A mentionat faptul cd maisurile
desemnate sé combatd gomajul in randul tinerilor trebuie sa fie extrem de vizibile si ca, printr-
un for al tinerilor, acestia trebuie sé fie consultati si implicati in elaborarea politicilor pentru
tineri. In plus, statele membre trebuie si coopereze mai bine si mai eficient, trebuie si
rationalizdm schimburile de bune practici, a mai mentionat D1 Christensen.

Membri ai parlamentului european si ai parlamentelor nationale au abordat o varietate de

teme, inclusiv moduri de a evita abandonurile gcolare, investitiile angajatorilor in programele

scolare, nevoia de mésuri concrete si ambitioase i nu numai schimburi de bune practici,

faptul cé reformele structurale care au fost necesare in anii anteriori sunt implementate abia

acum. Unii membri ai parlamentelor nationale au cerut flexibilitate in implementarea

masurilor, cétiva si-au exprimat opozitia fatd de o garantie pentru tineri, interpretand-o drept o
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subventie publica pentru locurile de muncd care nu ar exista in caz contrar. Alfii au fost in
favoarea unei scheme europene, iar un reprezentant a afirmat ca in timp ce constitutia nu a
fost adoptati in 2005, UE nu ar trebui sa evite provocérile institutionale.

Marije Conelissen MPE a cerut tuturor statelor membre si trimitd planuri nationale ale
locurilor de munci in acest an, cu un accent specific pe tineri, cerdnd statelor membrei o mai
mare implicare a partilor interesate. Tarja Filatov a reamintit cd Garantia finlandeza pentru
tineri a fost un sprijin acordat companiilor care au creat locuri de munci, ci céteva locuri de
muncd sunt mai bune decét niciun loc de muncd, permitdnd continuarea dialogului cu
persoanele tinere. Ole Christensen, PE a afirmat cé a existat un echilibru corect intre acei
care cred ca subventiile nu au creat locuri de muncd §i aceia care doresc ca tinerii s fie
ocupati si pastrati pe piata fortei de munca.

Joanna Skrzydlewska MPE a afirmat c, fara cooperarea cu parlamentele nationale, situatia
tinerilor nu s-ar schimba. Aceasta a subliniat doud lucruri descrise de cétre Tarja Filatov
(,,cardul Sanssi” si prima de 700€), pe care a sperat si le incorporeze in raportul sau.

Pervenche Berés, presedintele Comisiei PE pentru ocuparea fortei de munca si afaceri sociale
a incheiat sesiunea subliniind riscurile unei generatii pierdute, ale abandonului scolar,
numdrul de persoane calificate somere, nevoia de a trimite planuri nationale ale locurilor de
muncd, nevoia de a folosi clauza sociald in cadrul politicilor UE (Articolul 9 al TFUE).
Presedintele a afirmat ci propunerea Garantie pentru tineri este deja un compromis, statele
membre netrebuind sa-1 dilueze.

SESIUNEA 2: IMPACTUL SOCIAL AL PROGRAMELOR DE AJUSTARE
ECONOMICA IN STATELE MEMBRE CU DIFICULTATI FINANCIARE

Sesiunea a furnizat o oportunitate participantilor de a discuta modurile in care statele membre
au monitorizat impactul social al masurilor de austeritate adoptate. De asemenea, discutia s-a
axat pe echilibrul dintre masurile de austeritate gi tintele stabilite prin Europa 2020, inclusiv
obiectivul de reducere a sdriciei. Sesiunea a fost realizati ca un schimb de péreri cu José
Manuel Canavarro, presedintele Comisiei pentru securitate sociald din cadrul parlamentului
portughez, Arvils Aseradens, vicepresedintele Comisiei pentru probleme sociale si de ocupare
a fortei de munci din cadrul parlamentului leton, Veronica Lope-Fontagné, raportor al PE
privind raportul EMPL asupra Semestrului european si Analiza anuald a cresterii 2013.

José Manuel Canavarro, presedintele Comisiei pentru securitate sociald §i muncd a
parlamentului portughez (Assembleia da Republica), a calificat cuantificarea impactului
social al masurilor de austeritate adoptate in Portugalia drept o sarcind descurajantd. Ciftrele
aratd rdu si cheltuielile au scizut. In privinta reducerilor din 2014, guvernul incearca sa reduc
pe cat este posibil impactul social al acelor reduceri. José Canavatro a accentuat importanta
conectarii educatiei cu experienta profesionala.

Arvils Aseradens, vicepresedintele Comisiei pentru probleme sociale si ocuparea fortei de
munci a parlamentului leton (Saeima) a afirmat cd masurile de austeritate adoptate in Letonia
au fost extrem de nepopulare, dar ci pozitia guvernului a fost si criticatd, i 1dudatd. Acesta a
notat importanta sprijinului venit din fondurile structurale si a subliniat anumite mdsuri care
au fost implementate (de exemplu, un venit minim per familie). Mai mult de 10% din
populatia Letoniei a parasit tara pentru a gési un loc de munci in altd parte. Guvernul lucreaza
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in prezent la crearea de programe pentru a incuraja intoarcerea letonilor, dar situatia riméane
dificild, si datoritd aparitiei lucratorilor séraci. Excluziunea sociald este una dintre principalele
teme din agenda guvernului. De asemenea, a mentionat faptul cd economia letond a fost
restructuratd in Intregime si a concluzionat cd Letonia a urmarit calea potrivitd (devalorizarea
internd), dar pretul platit a fost teribil.

Veronica Lope-Fontagné, raportor al PE privind raportul EMPL asupra Semestrului
European §i Analizei Anuale a Cresterii 2013 a mentionat faptul cé actiunile structurale sunt
indreptate catre crearea de locuri de munci si cé trebuie realizat un echilibru intre austeritatea
fiscald si cheltuielile in crestere. Aceasta a afirmat cd povara purtatd de cetéiteni ajunge la
rezistenta limita, dar prognozele sunt mai bune in context global.

Membri ai Parlamentului European si ai parlamentelor nationale au atins o diversitate de
teme, inclusiv referiri la revizuirea de citre Fondul Monetar a méasurilor de austeritate, nevoia
de idei noi, chestiunea demografiei in contextul crizei, consecintele disciplinei bugetare si
nevoia de flexibilitate si flexibilizarea programelor de ajustare.

Presedintele Pervenche Berés a incheiat sesiunea notidnd cid programele de ajustare au avut
probabil un impact prea mare asupra stabilizatorilor automati si faptul cd participantii si
membrii parlamentelor nationale ar trebui sa fie mai implicati in elaborarea programelor, chiar
dacd in prezent sunt create noi programe la nivelul UE. De asemenea, presedintele a
mentionat faptul cd Organizatia Internationald a Muncii (OIM) ar trebui asociatd cu Torika
(devenind astfel un Cvartet), nevoia de flexibilitate addugata si ca parlamentele nationale sa
sprijine bugetul UE ca un buget de investitii, inclusiv faptul cd 25% din bugetul politicii de
coeziune ar trebui dedicat Fondului Social European, axdndu-se pe formare profesionald si
reconversie si nu pe drumuri §i infrastructura.

SESIUNEA DE iINCHEIERE

Miercuri 30 ianuarie, 09.36 - 12:30

Sesiunea de incheiere a inceput prin prezentarea sintezei rapoartelor si a concluziilor
discutiilor purtate pe durata celor trei reuniuni interparlamentare la nivel de comisii de cétre
presedintii respectivi, Sharon Bowles (Comisia pentru afaceri economice si monetare), Alain
Lamssoure (Comisia pentru bugete) si Pervenche Berés (Comisia pentru ocuparea fortei de
muncd si afaceri sociale). Dupd care José Manuel Durio Barroso (Presedintele Comisiei
Europene), Herman Van Rompuy (Presedintele Consiliului European), Sein Barrett
(Presedintele Ddil-ului irlandez) si Martin Schulz (Presedintele Parlamentului European) au
preluat cuvantul in cadrul sesiunii.

Presedintele Barroso a salutat faptul cd Sadptdméana Parlamentard a devenit un eveniment
regulat i a felicitat membrii privind cooperarea acestora, o dezbatere democraticd fiind
necesard privind Semestrul European, impreund cu dimensiunile sale bugetare, fiscale,
macroeconomice §i sociale. Acesta a subliniat faptul ca eforturile la nivelul UE de a combate
criza au fost utile, dar cu toate acestea nu e loc de reducere a vigilentei: printre alte chestiuni
sociale, somajul in rindul tinerilor a rdmas o problemd serioasd in majoritatea statelor
membre. Presedintele Barroso a cerut sprijinul pentru propunerea privind garantia pentru

tineri si o finantare suficientd pentru urmétorul cadru financiar multianual (CFM) pentru a
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depisi criza. In continuare, acesta a cerut sd se actioneze asupra: 1) reformelor structurale in
statele membre (de exemplu, piete mai flexibile in domeniul serviciilor §i muncii), 2)
guvernantei zonei euro §i 3) uniunii politice a tuturor statelor membre.

Presedintele Van Rompuy a subliniat ci cea mai dificild etapa a crizei a trecut §i c¢a Euro
este un proiect ireversibil. Acesta a accentuat progresul inregistrat privind guvernanta
economicd care a fost realizati in ultimul an, fiind necesare §i alte reforme ce trebuie
convenite in cursul anului. Acesta a fost de acord asupra faptului cd multe reforme din statele
membre au fost dure si cd existd in continuare un decalaj de timp intre reforme, crestere si
ocuparea fortei de munca. Cu toate acestea, statele membre §i UE sunt pe calea cea bund in a
combina responsabilitatea sporita gi solidaritatea. Pentru a solutiona problemele existente, este
necesard actiunea asupra pr1n01pahlor factori cheie ai competitivitdtii §i asupra alinierii
apropiate a cadrelor financiare si a politicilor economice si fiscale. Planurile pentru o uniune
bancara prin intermediul mecanismului de supraveghere unic (MSU) si mecanismele comune
de rezolvare au atins deja un stadiu avansat. In plus, una dintre concluziile ultimei reuniuni a
Consiliului European din decembrie a fost cé realizarea coordondrii politicilor economice §i
fiscale ar trebui si fie si mai strinsd, de exemplu prin intermediul coordondrii ex-ante a
masurilor economice majore in statele membre. De asemenea, a mentionat contractele dintre
UE si statele membre privind reformele structurale.

Sean Barrett, presedintele Ddil-ului irlandez a sprijinit pe deplin ideea conform céreia
parlamentele ar trebui si joace un rol mai important in cadrul procesului decizional. Acesta a
inaintat o serie de propuneri concrete pentru a combate crizele actuale: ar trebui sd li se
permitd persoanelor somere si foloseascd §i sd-si transfere abilitifile in tarile din lumea a
treia, primind in acelasi timp ajutorul de somaj; fondurile UE ar trebui sé fie orientate spre
solutionarea problemei somajului in rAndul tinerilor; iar posturile de televiziune parlamentare
din UE ar trebui si fie conectate ca cetatenii si poatd urmari dezbaterile din alte state membre
si din Parlamentul European. Acesta a reamintit faptul cd reformele din Irlanda au fost
dificile, dar ci partenerii europeni au fost alaturi de poporul irlandez in perioada de criza.
Totusi, recuperarea este inci un proces fragil, fiind nevoie si fie mentinutd si in viitor.
Sprijinul partenerilor europeni este in continuare necesar, in special pentru reducerea nivelului
datoriei. D1 Barrett a subliniat faptul ci 2013 este anul european al cetitenilor si una dintre
temele majore ce trebuie rezolvate este deficitul de comunicare dintre institutiile UE si
cetatenii UE, in prezent ceti;enii primind informatii negative in privinta UE, atunci cand sunt
introduse noi norme si masuri de austeritate. Comunicarea ar trebui imbunétifitd, in special in
contextul alegerilor din cadrul UE ce vor urma in 2014.

Presedintele Schulz a mulfumit tuturor membrilor pentru participarea in cadrul Saptamanii
europene si a accentuat calitatea dezbaterii.

Membrii parlamentelor nationale au exprimat temeri cu privire la legitimitatea
democraticd, deciziile netrebuind s fie luate fara 1mp11carea parlamentelor Mai mult, au fost
exprimate temeri cu privire la subsidiaritate privind mai multe masuri legate de politici. in
general, a fost abordat un set larg de teme de citre membri, de la coeziune si agriculturd la
taxa pe tranzactiile financiare, uniunea bancard §i garantia pentru tineri. in plus, importanta
urmitorului CFM a fost mentionat de mai multi vorbitori. A fost abordatd problema
transparentei din cadrul procesului decizional la nivelul UE, summit-urile UE avénd loc in
spatele usilor inchise. Punctul de vedere general a fost cd trebuie intéritd cooperarea dintre PE
si parlamentele nationale pentru a putea actiona drept contrapondere la Consiliul European.
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Presedintele Lamassoure a accentuat faptul ci rolul Comisiei Europene a fost de a stabili
linii directoare si nu de a actiona drept organism suprem in cadrul procesului decizional.
Presedintele Berés a afirmat ci acesta nu poate fi o “copy-paste” a conferintei
interparlamentare stabilite pentru ca Politica externd i de securitate comund §i Politica de
securitate §i aparare comund s implementeze Articolul 13 al Tratatului privind Stabilitatea,
Coordonarea si Guvernanta (TSCG) si cd formatul actual al sdptdmanilor parlamentare
europene pare foarte promitétor.

in remarcile sale de incheiere, vicepresedintele Comisiei Europene Maro$ Sevéovié a
accentuat importanta aprofunddrii cooperdrii interparlamentare. De asemenea, a accentuat
nevoia de coordonare si convergentd sociald si importanta alocérii a 25% din fondurile de
coeziune citre FSE pentru a concentra banii in domeniile in care existd probleme grave. El a
conchis cd cele doud principii directoare ale cooperdrii dintre parlamente ar trebui si fie
raspunderea (atit la nivelul la care sunt luate deciziile, cat si la nivelul la care acestea produc
efecte) si legitimitatea.

Vicepresedintele PE Podimata a reamintit participantilor faptul cd reprezentantii alesi la
nivel national si la nivel european trebuie si cadd de acord asupra implementarii concrete a
Articolului 13 al TSCG si asupra faptului cd Saptdména parlamentard europeand a adus o
schimbare importanta in aceasta chestiune.

[Traducere neoficiald din limba englezd a rezumatului lucrdrilor Sdptamdnii parlamentare
europene, Parlamentul European, Bruxelles, 29-30 ianuarie 2013]

Dana-lulia Vasiliu
Luiza Daneg
IThan Ibram
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With about 100 participants from national parliaments, including three Presidents of national
Parliaments and 30 Committee Chairs, and a high participation rate of MEPs (around half of the
- Members of each of the three main Committees participated in the sessions), the first edition of
the European Parliamentary Week is largely considered a success. Content-wise, it allowed
for fruitful and constructive discussions on the different topic identified in the programme, in a
spirit of cooperation between national parliaments and the European Parliament.

The opening plenary session was introduced by Othmar Karas, Vice President of the European
Parliament, who referred to the European Parliamentary Week as the "joint answer" to the
reference in Article 13 to cooperation between the European Parliament and National
Parliaments. It allowed participants to exchange views with Olli Rehn, Vice-President of the
Commission, in charge of Economic and Monetary Affairs and the euro, and Laszié6 Andor,
Commissioner for Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion; many stressed on the need to make
the Semester process more democratic, while insisting at the same time on better scrutiny of the
procedures within this framework, transparency and subsidiarity.

BUDG's ICM focussed on the role of the EU budget in supporting Member States in the
achievement of their economic objectives as agreed within the European Semester, in particular
with regard to innovation and R&D. Furthermore the negotiations on the MMF 2014-2020 played
an important role during the debate. The majority of speakers were in favour of an ambitious EU
budget to help the EU and Member States to exit the crisis. The EU budget could also allow
spending less for better results, thus providing a genuine European added value.

ECON's ICM was divided into two sessions, the first one on "Who gets to set the path for
Europe's recovery?" and the other one on "Is the Semester hard-wired for austerity or for
growth?",

o During the first session, participants agreed that the Semester blurs the responsibilities as
regards the design of economic policy objectives; limits national sovereignty; and lacks
democratic accountability. Participants considered that the EP and NPs must seek ways to
increase their involvement in the established processes, with mutual respect for the.
respective roles of each other.

o The second session was introduced by two external speakers who produced different views
on the topic. Both speakers agreed that, despite encouraging signs, the crisis was still going
on. Mr. Sinn considered that growth can only come through austerity, arguing that the euro
area was suffering from an internal competitiveness problem rather than a temporary lack of
demand. Mr. Timbeau, advocated that fiscal multipliers were high and stressed that austerity
was ill-designed and caused recession instead of curing it. Participants, depending on
political affiliation but also on country of origin, supported one approach over the other.

EMPL's ICM was divided into two sessions, the first one on youth employment and the second
one on the social impact of economic adjustment programmes in Member States experiencing
financial difficulties. Both sessions were organised as exchanges of views between

representatives of national Parliaments and EP rapporteurs, and were then followed by a

discussion between all Members.

o In the first session, the discussion focused on concrete measures to fight youth
unemployment and more specifically the youth guarantee schemes put into place in several
Member States. Members debated the implementation of the Finnish scheme and the
possibility to set up a similar tool in other Member States. The Commission proposal for an
EU Youth Guarantee was also discussed at lengths.

o The second session highlighted the severe consequences of austerity measures in Latvia,
including the fact that 10% of the population left the country to look for a job elsewhere.
Members underlined the need for added flexibility in the application of economic adjustment
programmes and stressed the importance of structural funds in their countries. Members
called for 256% of cohesion policy to be devoted to the ESF.

The concluding plenary session was introduced by the three Committee Chairs, Sharon
Bowles, Alain Lamassoure and Pervenche Berés. José Manuel Durio Barroso (President of the
European Commission), Herman Van Rompuy (President of the European Council), Sean Barrett
(Speaker of the Irish Dail) and Martin Schulz (President of the European Parliament) addressed
the session, underlining the progress made in economic governance and the need for stronger
democratic scrutiny and cooperation between Parliaments.




OPENING PLENARY SESSION
Tuesday 29 January 2013, 9.00 - 11.00

The Opening Plenary Session was- introduced with remarks by Vice-President of the European
Parliament Othmar Karas, followed by addresses by Olli Rehn, Vice-President of the
Commission, in charge of Economic and Monetary Affairs and the euro, as well as by Laszl6
Andor, Commissioner for Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion. This was followed by an
exchange of views between the Members of the European and national Parliaments and the two
Commissioners.

Othmar Karas commended the high number of Members of national Parliaments attending the
event. He stated that the European Parliamentary Week might be the "joint answer" to the
reference in Article 13 of the "TSCG" (Treaty on Stability, Coordination and Governance in the
Economic and Monetary Union) to cooperation between the European Parliament and national
Parliaments. Mr. Karas pointed out that the key objective of the meeting is to put into practice
the democratic dimension of the European Semester and also to enhance its social dimension. He
briefly outlined the steps of the European Semester process, highlighting that the aim of the
Semester is to guide Member States on economic matters and to align economic, social and
fiscal policies in the Member States, as well as tax policy and structural reforms. He also referred
to the democratic deficit in European decision-making, and stressed the need for the European
and national Parliaments to find the right way to accompany the decision-making process.

Olli Rehn began his address by calling the European Parliamentary Week a clear and visible
step towards the emergence of a more European political space. He also called it a timely step,
both in terms of the current stage of the European Semester and with regard to the discussion of
a deeper Economic and Monetary Union. Before outlining the Commission's policy priorities for
the year he pointed out that the outlook is brighter today. than a year ago, but that grave
challenges such as high unemployment and sluggish growth still remain, leaving no room for
complacency. He highlighted the three parts to the Commission's economic policy response;
firstly, maintaining the pace of economic reform to support the rebalancing of the European
economy; secondly, reforming and restoring the competitiveness of the European industry; and
thirdly, pursuing consistent fiscal consolidation, differentiated across countries according to their
fiscal space and growth outlook. He referred to the Commission's blueprint and the need to
implement deeper integration in the euro area.

Laszl6 Andor pointed out that the current crisis is not only financial and economic, but also a
crisis of confidence in our future and our values; that the European social model is in danger of
not delivering social rights and social cohesion when they are needed the most. He pointed to the
bleak employment outlook for the EU, a dramatically worsening economic and social situation
and social unrest spreading. Commissioner Andor identified the following employment and
social policy priorities. First, fiscal consolidation should be growth-friendly, and the role of the
employment and social policies in pursuing growth-friendly fiscal and economic consolidation is
key. Second, the job creation potential of the economy, especially in the green economy, health
and care sector and the ICT sector should be supported, as well as the resilience and reform of
the labour market. Third, tackling the increasing long-term unemployment in Europe, as well as
addressing youth unemployment is highly important. He mentioned in this context the Youth
Guarantee scheme that will be discussed at a forthcoming Council meeting. Fourth, it is
necessary to preserve and reinforce essential safety nets, focusing on the efficiency of the social
protection systems.

Following the introduction by Karas and the Commissioners the floor was opened for comments

and questions from the MEPs and Members of national Parliaments. Some Parliamentarians

highlighted the need for policies and Country Specific Recommendations to better take cross-

country differences into account, and another referred to criticism regarding red tape and
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regulation "strangling" the EU. Many drew attention to the need to make the Semester process
more democratic, highlighting scrutiny, transparency and subsidiarity. One MEP pointed out that
the Commission should make space for real discussion before the adoption of priorities. MEPs
also called into question the speed of the fiscal consolidation, and referred to the debate on the
fiscal multiplier and the worsening social situation in Europe.

INTERPARLIMENTARY COMMITTEE MEETING
ORGANISED BY THE EP COMMITTEE ON BUDGETS (BUDG)
Tuesday 29 January 2013, 11.00-13.00

Chairman Alain Lamassoure opened the session, underlining the strong interdependence
between the EU Member States: Even though Ireland accounted for only 1 % of the EU
population or Greece for only 2 % of EU GDP, huge efforts were needed on EU level to
overcome the crisis. He pointed out that the current economic crisis has had a major impact on
the capacity of EU governments to finance investment and innovation projects. The lack of
national financing could threaten the long term growth in the EU, which was a strong argument
for an ambitious EU budget. The EU budget could allow spending less for better results, thus
providing a genuine European added value.

Janusz Lewandowski, European Commissioner for financial programming and budget, called
for a new, more balanced mix of EU expenditure to solve the economic crisis. He underlined that
the EU budget was mainly an investment budget with 94 % being spent in Member States and on
foreign policy. He furthermore called for more use of innovative financial instruments which can
help increasing the leverage of EU spending, especially, but not only, in research and
development. He warned of a smaller budget for the next multi-annual financial framework
(MFF) as this would make it more difficult for the EU to end the crisis.

Ciaran Lynch, Chairman of the Joint Committee on Finance, Public Expenditure and Reform of
the Irish Parliament (Oireachtas), explained that Ireland was an example of good use of
EU funds as investment in human capital and knowledge based sector, accompanied by the
development of infrastructure had produced very good results. He therefore supported
maintaining the current level of the EU budget, but made clear that given global competition,
more needed to be done with regard to innovation, research and development. EU policy in these
- areas should be embedded in national policies to produce good results. He also underlmed that
more efforts were needed to fight youth unemployment.

Anne Jensen, EP rapporteur for the budget 2014, pointed out that the possibility of having a new
EU budget at the level of 2008 was inacceptable. She underlined that national budgets could be
reduced in policy areas that are being dealt with at European level, e.g. by the External Action
Service. She also called for more flexibility of the EU budget to be better able to react to
changing circumstances during a 7 year period.

Members of the European and national Parliaments from across all political families and
many Member States took the floor during the debate. With regard to the structure of the EU
budget diverging opinions were expressed: Some Members called for a complete reshuffling of
priorities in EU spending, focussing less on agriculture and cohesion and more on innovation and
more sustainable growth. Others were calling for more support for the countries facing
difficulties at the moment, making a strong point for cohesion policy. Also with regard to the
overall size of the EU budget positions varied between reducing, freezing and increasing the next
MFF. The introduction of a financial transaction tax was supported by various speakers, though
there were different opinions as to where its revenues should go to - national or EU budget.

In his reply, Commissioner Lewandowski underlined that in order to prove its legitimacy, the
EU needed to show utility, so that people are aware of the fact that the EU is capable of tackling
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the problems. With regard to the questions on modernising the EU budget, he argued that was
almost impossible to modernise a budget when at the same time cutting it.

In her concluding remarks, Catherine Trautmann, the rapporteur of the BUDG committee on
the European Semester, called for a strong European budget as it was needed to achieve a
European added value. She called for a fairer system of national contributions to the EU budget
and suggested not to take those contributions into account when calculating the public deficit of
a Member State. She furthermore underlined the need to tackle the ongoing problems of
outstanding commitments which harm the EU's credibility. i

INTERPARLIMENTARY COMMITTEE MEETING
ORGANISED BY THE COMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC AND MONETARY AFFAIRS (ECON)
Tuesday 29 January 2013, 15.00-18.30 -

SESSION 1: WHO GETS TO SET THE PATH FOR EUROPE'S RECOVERY? THE
SEMESTER, DEMOCRACY AND SUBSIDIARITY

The meeting was opened by the Chairwoman of the Committee on Economic and Monetary
Affairs Sharon Bowles, who then handed over to the three panellists: Guntram Wolff, Deputy
Director of the Brussels-based think-tank Bruegel; Stefan Collignon, Professor of Political
Economy at Sant' Anna School of Advanced Studies; and Dominic Hannigan, Chairman of the
Joint Committee on European Affairs of the Irish Parliament (Oireachtas). After this Members of
the European and national Parliaments had the chance to pose questions to the panellists.

Sharon Bowles opened the session by welcoming the input of national Parliaments in the
dialogue as an important step towards democratising the Semester process, pointing out that
many Member States see the European level intervening in almost all policy areas, and that
detailed Country-Specific Recommendations and obligations are close to being imposed on
programme countries. She also pointed to the increasing recognition of the democratic deficit in
the EU, with many important agreements made behind closed doors, and the difficulty of
identifying who decides on the policy objectives and who carries the responsibility for them.

Guntram Wolff pointed out that especially eurozone members are "sub-sovereign" states,
because of limitations to their sovereignty in terms of monetary policy in particular, but also to
some extent to fiscal policy and other policy areas. Wolff argued the current solutions to the
economic situation; the European Semester, the TSCG and ESM, derive some legitimacy from
being laid down in the Treaties, as well as from the European Parliament's increasing role in the
Semester. He highlighted the importance of the Economic Dialogue, but mentioned that it is a
way of holding decision-makers accountable rather than affecting the outcome of the decision-
. making. Wolff argued the issue of legitimacy is crucial for effectiveness of the Semester;
national Parliaments will not implement the required measures if they are not fully convinced of
the actions. To conclude he suggested going beyond the current Treaties and moving towards a
more federal option with shared legitimacy at the European level.

Stefan Collignon argued that the problem in European decision making is that there is no well-
defined decision maker, introducing the question of where legitimacy of the decisions taken at
the European level derives from. Collignon argued that a multi-tier governance system works as
long as there is consensus about the policies chosen; decisions benefiting everyone obtain
legitimacy from social consensus about the policies. If not everyone benefits from the policies,
legitimacy is derived from the fact that in a democracy, a change in the public opinion can
change the policies; for example through national elections, but that this is lacking in Europe.
Collignon argued that people will ultimately reject the whole system if there is no way to change
the decision maker. In order to increase legitimacy he cautioned against merely moving the
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decision-making in Europe to the national level since decisions affecting the whole Union should
be taken at the EU level. Instead, he argued for redefining which policies should be decided at
the national and which at the European level based on whom they affect, so that externalities can
be properly taken into account.

Dominic Hannigan started his discourse by commending the European Parliament for the
European Parliamentary Week initiative, and argued that such discussions taking place is already
a step in the right direction. He then stressed that national Parliaments have not played a
sufficient role in the new economic governance framework, and highlighted that during the
referendum debate on the ratification of the TSCG in Ireland, it transpired that not many
Parliamentarians and certainly not most of the citizens had fully understood the recent
developments in the Economic governance of the Union. However this debate certainly helped to
raise awareness of the significance of these changes. With regards to his own country Ireland,
one of the programme countries, he stressed that it is only possible to successfully exit the
situation with the support of the voters and the politicians. Finally, he encouraged countries to
engage with each other in order to learn how to better deal with the new governance structure.

Members of the European and national Parliaments commented on the distance between the
European institutions and the citizens, and stressed the need to reduce this division. Many
referred to the lack of a European political arena, and proposed solutions for dealing with this,
for example by working on moving European politics to the national political arena. It was
pointed out that in the new governance framework it is important that national Parliaments make
the most of the situation, Mario Draghi being invited to address the German Bundestag was used
as an example how this can be done. On comments from the panellists of Europe moving
towards a more federal option, Members pointed out that this needs to be done through a step-
by-step approach, so as to not move Europe away from its citizens.

EP rapporteur Elisa Ferreira in her concluding remarks expressed that the discussion had been
very useful, then mentioned that Europe is going trough a difficult phase and that it is important
to keep an eye on the future. She also reiterated that Europe is lagging behind externally, making
common interface policies important, as well as mentioning the problems that have risen with the
common currency, including with regards to internal imbalances, and the need to move beyond
the common currency. She then briefly summarised the discussion about sub-sovereignty and
legitimacy, and endorsed the idea of moving towards a European Republic, as well as increasing
the EU budget to 2-3% of EU GDP, as suggested by the panellists. Finally, she stressed the need
for a more balanced way of working with the national Parliaments, identifying what is decided
on a common and on a national level.

SESSION 2: IS THE SEMESTER HARD-WIRED FOR AUSTERITY OR FOR GROWTH?

Hans-Werner Sinn, President of the Ifo Institute for Economic Research, introduced the session
by stating that asking the question of austerity vs. growth is asking the wrong question, since
growth can only come from austerity. Following this strong opening remark he went on to
comment on the competitiveness loss which occurred in a number of euro area member states
after the introduction of the common currency, enabled by the downward harmonisation of
borrowing costs of governments and an influx of credit from the north to the south. Sinn
admitted that pushing countries through austerity to regain competitiveness is like trying to push
back the arms of an old clock, and that there is a risk of the arms, i.e. society, breaking. He did
stress however, that despite this risk it is necessary to do so. He pointed out that the eurozone is
trapped in a "situation of no easy escape”; since the necessary realignment could break "the arms
of the clock” in certain member states, but he argued that the euro will not survive without this
realignment.



Xavier Timbeau, Director of the analysis and forecasting department of the Observatoire
Frangais des Conjonctures Economiques (OFCE), presented a very different point of view. He
pointed to the "light at the end of the tunnel" observers are seeing in the euro area, arguing that
this enthusiasm is premature; that the lights seen may be the headlights of a freight train. He
pointed to the fact that the eurozone has experienced five consecutive years of negative growth,
to the record-high unemployment levels, the long-term consequences of austerity measures in
terms of cutting spending on R&D, education and infrastructure, and to the negative growth
forecasts for the year ahead. Timbeau warned about the harmful effects of austerity, which due to
the high fiscal multipliers can lead to a recessionary spiral. He used Spain as an example,
reducing its budget deficit by only 1.3% despite large cuts in speriding, stating that the only
effect of the measures is an increase in unemployment. He argued that in order to avoid the risk
of a break-down of society, the focus should be on a medium- in stead of short—term reduction of
deficits and debt.

Following the two panellists introduction, the floor was given to MEPs and Members of the
national Parliaments. Many speakers expressed a more balanced view than the panellists,
arguing for the necessity of both austerity and growth in order to solve the crisis, rather than
choosing one or the other. One MEP pointed out that the speakers' differing views reflect the
division that exists in the European Parliament on the subject. Many highlighted the importance
of European efforts to deal with the situation, such as supporting countries undergoing
adjustment, the importance of political and economic policy coordination as opposed to arguing
~over who is to blame, the possibility of a system of budgetary transfers within the union and the
possibility of using the proceeds from the financial transaction tax for an own resources fund.

Speakers who took the floor also expressed concerns about the fact that businesses within the
eurozone face different borrowing costs depending on which country they operate in, as well as
the worrying effects of the crisis and austerity measures leading to a "lost generation" and "brain
drain" in certain countries. Mr Sinn was asked to elaborate on his earlier remark that core and
northern euro members should take part in the rebalancing effort, however, not by artificially
increasing wages. He explained that pushing up wages would only lead to an increase in
unemployment, and that it is therefore better to stimulate the demand for labour and thereby
increase wages. On a question about his opinion on what the multipliers are at the moment, Mr
Timbeau replied that it varies between countries; 1.3-1.6 in the euro area but higher for Greece,
Portugal and Spain; 1.5-2. He pointed out that his estimates are higher than the Commission's,
hlghhghtmg that austerity leads to recession and why Spain is galmng in competitiveness but
still is in recession.

INTERPARLIAMENTARY COMMITTEE MEETING
ORGANISED BY THE COMMITTEE ON EMPLOYMENT AND SOCIAL AFFAIRS (EMPL)
Tuesday 29 January 2013, 15.00-18.30

SESSION 1: YOUTH EMPLOYMENT

The session was opened by the Chairwoman of the Committee on Employment and Social
Affairs Pervenche Berés who invited the participants to discuss the ways Member States are
fighting youth unemployment and whether they have set up specific measures, such as a youth
guarantee or other schemes, to foster employment and bridge the gap between schools and the
labour market. The session was organised as an exchange of views between 3 representatives of
national Parliaments and 2 EP rapporteurs, and was then followed by a discussion between all
Members. The panel was composed of two Chairmen of Employment Committees in national
Parliaments, Dimitris Kremastinos (Greek Parliament/Vouli ton Ellinon) and José Eugenio
Azpiroz Villar (Spanish Congress/Congreso de los Diputados) who discussed measures put in
place by their respective governments to fight youth unemployment; of Tarja Filatov,

-7-



Chairwoman of the Employment Committee in the Finnish Parliament (Eduskunta) who spoke
about the Youth Guarantee set-up in Finland; and finally of two EP rapporteurs, Joanna
Skrzydlewska and Ole Christensen.

Dimitris Krematinos, Chairman of the Committee on Social Affairs of the Greek Parliament
(Vouli ton Ellinon) noted the major drawbacks the world crisis had in many areas, and
particularly unemployment, and youth unemployment. Unemployment figures are quite
dramatic, in Greece the unemployment rate has reached 26%, and more than 50% of young
people are unemployed; Mr Kremastinos then underlined that what was even more dramatic than
the figures themselves was the rate of increase from quarter to quarter. He stated that Greece had
not reached stability yet even though the overall situation might have improved slightly. Mr
Krematinos also pointed at the lack of EU response to a phenomenon that worsened the
employment situation in Greece: some companies have left Greece finding better, more attractive
havens elsewhere in the EU. This is not a new situation but in times of crises, it certainly had a
worsening effect.

José Eugenio Azpiroz Villar, Chairman of the Employment Committee of the Spanish
Congress (Congreso de los Diputados) uriderlined the extreme figures of youth unemployment in
Spain and welcomed the Commission proposal for a European Youth Guarantee. He then
focused on the ongoing reforms in Spain: public deficit reduction, banking and financial reform,
fight against fiscal fraud, educational reform. Those reforms are meant to tackle the crisis, create
growth and jobs, and in particular generate jobs for young people. Another set of reforms is
meant to supplement the first ones: reforms targeted specifically at the employment sector. Mr
Azpiroz recalled the fact that 2012 was the international year of cooperatives and noted that
despite the crisis these succeed in maintaining and creating jobs. He then highlighted three
points: (i) the increase of entrepreneurs' contracts, (ii) training for jobs for youth under 30 (150
programmes in 2012) and (iii) the modification of the contract for training and apprenticeship.
These had a positive effect on the unemployment rate, albeit a small one in the current context.
There are ongoing negotiations with the social partners regarding possible government actions,
but also private sector initiatives. In order to avoid a "lost generation", specific measures should
be taken and the recommendation for a Youth Guarantee is particularly relevant and appropriate.

Tarja Filatov, Chairwoman of the Employment and Equality Committee of the Finnish
Parliament (Eduskunta), gave a very concrete account of how the Finnish youth guarantee
scheme functions. Each unemployed person under 25 and recently graduated under 30 are
offered a job, on-the-job training, a study place, or a period in a workshop within 3 months. The
"Sanssi card" promotes a wage subsidy granted by the Employment and Economic Development
Offices to employers who recruit a young person under 30. The subsidy is meant to enhance the
employability of young people who have found it difficult to find a job in the open labour
market. The maximum salary support is around 700€ per month for a full-time job. The
employer can get the support for up to 10 months. The employer which uses the Sanssi card can
be a private company, organisation, foundation, association qr.local authority.

Joanna Skrzydlewska, EP rapporteur on the own-initiative report on Youth Employment,
voiced concern that unemployment is still on the rise, and that jobs that are generated often are
of a precarious nature. She indicated that young people are heavily over-represented where it
concerns short-term contracts, with career uncertainty leading to consequences going beyond the
purely economical, like postponing forming a family and lower fertility rates. Mrs Skrzydlewska
welcomed the Commission's draft Council Recommendation on introducing a Youth Guarantee
at Member State level but warned that more is needed. Education policies and school curricula
that are tailored to the needs of the labour market, policies fostering entrepreneurship and better
access to EU funding for policies aimed at tackling youth unemployment are all elements that
need to be addressed.



Ole Christensen, EP draftsperson for opinion on the EU Youth Strategy 2010-2012, briefly
recalled the figures across the EU. He then stressed the serious consequences of lengthy
unemployment for young people. He noted that measures designed to fight youth unemployment
needed to be made extremely visible and that young people through youth fora need to be
consulted and involved in the design of youth policies. In addition, Member States need to
cooperate more and better, we need to streamline our exchanges of best practices, stated Mr
Christensen.

Members of the European and national Parliaments touched upon a variety of issues,
including how to avoid school drop-outs, employers' investments in school programmes, the
need for concrete, ambitious measures and not only exchanges of best practices, the fact that
structural reforms that were necessary for years, are being put in place only now. Some Members
of national Parliaments also called for flexibility in the implementation of measures and some
~voiced their opposition to a youth guarantee that they interpreted as a public subsidy of jobs that
would not exist otherwise. Others were very much in favour of a European scheme, and a
representative stated that while the constitution was not adopted in 2005, the EU should not shy
away from its institutional challenges.

Marije Cornelissen MEP called for all Member States to submit national job plans this year,
with .a specific focus on youth, and also called for Member States to better involve stakeholders.
Tarja Filatov recalled that the Finnish Youth Guarantee was a support to companies that created
jobs, that some work is better than no work, allowing the dialogue with young people to
continue. Ole Christensen MEP stated that there was a right balance between those who think
that subsidies don't create jobs and those who want their youth to be occupied and kept in the job
market. :

Joanna Skrzydlewska MEP said that without cooperation with national Parliaments the
situation of young people would not change. She highlighted two items described by Tarja
Filatov (the "Sanssi card" and the 700€ bonus) that she hoped to incorporate in her report.

Pervenche Berés, Chairwoman of the EP Committee on Employment and Social Affairs,
concluded the session underlining the risks of a lost generation, of school drop-outs, the rate of
qualified unemployed people, the need to submit national job plans, the need to use the Social
Clause throughout EU policies (Article 9 of the TFEU). The Chairwoman stated that the Youth
Guarantee proposal is already a compromise and that Member States should not dilute it.

SESSION 2: SOCIAL IMPACT OF ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT PROGRAMMES IN THE
MEMBER STATES EXPERIENCING FINANCIAL DIFFICULTIES

The session provided an opportunity for the participants to discuss the ways Member States
monitored the social impact of austerity measures that have been adopted. The discussion also
focused on the balancing between austerity measures and the Europe 2020 targets, including the
poverty reduction objective. The session was organized as an exchange of views with José
Manuel Canavarro, Chairman of the Committee on Social Security in the Portuguese Parliament,
Arvils Aseradens, Vice-Chair of the Social and Employment Matters Committee of the Latvian
Parliament, Veronica Lope-Fontagné, EP rapporteur on EMPL's report on the European
Semester and the Annual Growth Survey 2013.

José Manuel Canavarro, Chairman of the Committee on Social Security and Labour of the
Portuguese Parliament (Assembleia da Republica), qualified as a daunting task the measurement
of the social impact of austerity measures adopted in Portugal. Figures are bad, and all
expenditires have decreased. Regarding 2014 cuts, the government is trying to dampen as much -
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as possible the social impact of those cuts. José Canavarro stressed the importance of twinning
education with professional experience. :

Arvils Aseradens, Vice-Chair of the Social and Employment Matters Committee of the Latvian
Parliament (Saeima), stated that the austerity measures adopted in Latvia had been extremely
unpopular but that the position of its government had been both criticised and praised since. He
noted the importance of the support from structural funds and highlighted some of the measures
that have been put into place (for instance, one minimum income per family). More than 10% of
the Latvian population left the country to find a job elsewhere. The government is now working
on creating programmes to encourage Latvian people to come back but the situation is still
difficult, with the emergence of working poors. Social exclusion is one of the main items on the
government's agenda. He also mentioned the fact that the Latvian economy had been completely
restructured and concluded that Latvia followed the right route (internal devaluation) but that the
‘price was dire.

Veronica Lope-Fontagné, EP rapporteur on EMPL's report on the European Semester and the
AGS 2013 stressed the fact that structural actions are meant to creating jobs and that a balance
need to be stuck between having a hard line on fiscal tightening and increasing expenditures. She
noted that the burden on citizens was reaching its breaking point but that forecasts were slightly
better globally. :

Members of the European and national Parliaments touched upon a variety of issues,
including references to the International Monetary Fund's review of austerity measures, the need
for new ideas, the issue of demographics in the crisis, the consequences of budget discipline and
the need for added flexibility and flexibilisation of adjustment programmes.

Chairwoman Pervenche Berés concluded the session by noting, that adjustment programmes
probably had too much of an impact on automatic stabilisers and that stakeholders and national
Parliamentarians should be more involved in the design of the programmes also if today at the
EU level new ones are created. The Chairwoman also stressed that the International Labour
Organization (ILO) should be associated to the Troika (thus becoming a Quartet), the need for
added flexibility and for national Parliaments to support the EU budget as an investment budget,
including the fact that 25% of the cohesion policy budget should be dedicated to the ESF,
focusing on training and re-training and not on roads or infrastructure anymore.

CONCLUDING PLENARY SESSION
Wednesday 30 January, 9.00-12.30

The concluding session started by summary reports and conclusions of the discussion during the
three preceding interparliamentary committee meetings given by the respective chairs, Sharon
Bowles (Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs), Alain Lamassoure (Committee on
- Budgets) and Pervenche Berés (Committee on Employment and Social Affairs). Following that,
José Manuel Durio Barrose (President of the European Commission), Herman Van Rompuy
(President of the European Council), Sein Barrett (Speaker of the Irish Ddil) and Martin
Schulz (President of the European Parliament) addressed the session.

President Barroso welcomed the fact that the Parliamentary Week became a regular event and
congratulated Members on their cooperation as a democratic debate was needed on the European
Semester with its budgetary, fiscal, macroeconomic and social dimensions. He underlined that
the efforts on EU level to fight the crisis had been worthwhile, but that nevertheless there was no
room for complacency: amongst other social issues, youth unemployment remained a serious
problem in most Member States. He called for support for the proposed youth guarantee and for
sufficient funding for the next MFF to overcome the crisis. He furthermore called for action on
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1) structural reforms in Member States (e.g. more flexible markets in services and labour),
2) Euro zone governance and 3) political union of all Member States. '

President Van Rompuy underlined that the worst of the financial crisis was lying behind and
that the Euro was an irreversible project. He highlighted the progress on economic governance
that had been achieved over the past year, with further reforms still to be agreed in the course of
the year. He agreed that many reforms in Member States had been tough and that there was still a
time lag between reforms, growth and employment. Nevertheless, Member States and EU are on
the right track to combine greater responsibility and solidarity. To solve the still existing
problems, acting on the core drivers of competitiveness and closer alignment of financial
frameworks and economic and fiscal policies is needed. The plans for banking union through the
Single Supervisory Mechanism and common resolution mechanism have already reached an
advanced stage. In addition, one of the conclusions of the last European Council meeting in
December was that coordination of economic and fiscal policies should be done even more
closely, for example through ex-ante coordination of major economic measures in the Member
States. He also mentioned contracts between the EU and Member States on structural reforms.

Sean Barrett, Speaker of the Irish Ddil, fully supported the idea that Parliaments should have a
bigger role in the decision making process. He made a number of concrete proposals to fight the
current crises: Unemployed people should be allowed to use and transfer their skills in third

~world countries while still receiving unemployment benefits; EU funds should be targeted
specifically to tackling the problem of youth unemployment; and Parliamentary TV channels
across the EU should be linked in order for citizens to follow the debates in other Member States
and the European Parliament. He recalled that in Ireland reforms were difficult, but that EU
partners stood by the Irish in the time of crisis. However, the recovery is still fragile and needs to
be maintained in the future. The support of the EU partners is still needed, in particular in
reducing the level of debt. Mr Barrett underlined that 2013 is the European Year of Citizens and
one of the big issues that should be tackled is the communication deficit between the EU
institutions and EU citizens, as currently citizens only hear about the EU in a negative context,
when new rules and austerity measures are being introduced. Communication should be
improved, particularly in 2014 with EU elections coming up.

President Schulz thanked all Members for coming to the Parliamentary Week and emphasised
the quality of the debate.

National Parliamentarians expressed concems regarding the democratic legitimacy as the
decisions should not be taken without Parliaments. Furthermore subsidiarity concerns were
raised with regard to several policy measures. In general, a broad set of topics was addressed by
Members, ranging from cohesion and agriculture to the financial transaction tax, banking union
and the youth guarantee. In addition, the importance of the next MFF was mentioned by several
speakers. The question of transparency in the decision-making process at the EU level was
raised, as EU summits were held behind closed doors. The general view was that cooperation
between EP and national Parliaments should be reinforced in order to act as a counterweight to
the European Council.

Chair Lamassoure emphasised that the European Council's role was to set guidelines and not to
act as a supreme body in the decision making process. Chair Berés stated that there could not be
a mere "copy-paste”" of the interparliamentary conference set up for the Common Foreign and
Security Policy and the Common Security and Defence Policy to implement Article 13 of the
TSCG and that the current format of the European Parliamentary Weeks seems very promising.

In his concluding remarks, Vice-President of the European Commission Maro§ Seféovi¢
stressed the importance of further deepening of the interparliamentary cooperation. He also
underlined the need for social coordination and convergence, and stressed the importance of
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coining 25% of the cohesion funds to the ESF to concentrate the money where the problems are
the most serious. He then concluded that the two guiding principles of the cooperation between
Parliaments should be.accountability (both at the level where the decisions are taken and at the
level where they have the effects) and legitimacy.

EP Vice-President Podimata reminded participants that elected representatives of both national

and European level still need to agree on the concrete implementation of Art. 13 of the TSCG
and that this European Parliamentary Week had brought an important exchange on this issue.
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