
NEWS IN BRIEF  

 

 
New Commission 
Barroso’s College of Commissioners secured 
endorsement by the European Parliament in 
plenary session (9 February 2010).  The 
debate that preceded the vote allowed each of 
the Group leaders to explain their positions. 
 

In a separate vote, the Parliament also 
endorsed the framework agreement that will 
govern the working relations between 
Parliament & Commission.   
 
Informal EU summit 
The summit convened by Council President 
Herman van Rompuy was hijacked by 
developments in Greece (11 February 2010). 
 
EU 2020 
Also discussed at the informal Council was the 
EU2020 strategy (successor to the Lisbon Jobs 
& Growth Strategy).  Although discussions 
were limited, both van Rompuy and Barroso 
presented papers on how they see the strategy 
developing.  Von Rompuy suggested rewards 
for successful member states rather than 
penalties for failure.   
 

Barroso outlined three core themes around 
which any strategy should be built: growth 
based on knowledge & innovation, an inclusive 
high employment society and greener growth. 
 
EU Research & Development 
Commissioners Geoghegan-Quinn (Research) 
and Tajani (Industry) are to publish a working 
paper on developments in R & D (3 March 

2010).  The paper will serve as an interim 
stage toward the (now delayed) European 
Innovation Act, likely to emerge in autumn 
2010. 
 
Other news 
Enlargement.  The Parliament has discussed 
a series of reports on applicant member 
states including Croatia, Turkey and FYR 
Macedonia (10 February 2010).  In a 
related matter, the Icelandic PM also made a 
visit to Brussels (4 February 2010). 
 
CoR.  Mercedes Bresso of the Piedmont 
Region has been elected President of the 
Committee of the Regions (10 February 
2010). 
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NEW COMMISSION 
 
Current status 
The new Commission was endorsed by 
the European Parliament in plenary 
session (9 February 2010).  MEPs 
voted 488 to 137 in favour, with 72 
abstentions. 
 
What’s happening? 
Commission President José Manuel 
Barroso, in addressing the plenary 
session of the Parliament, stated that 
the Commission was crucial to the 
functioning of the EU and that the 
Commission was accountable to the 
Parliament.  He stated that the plenary 
endorsement gave the Commission its 
democratic legitimacy. In his speech he 
spoke of a time for ‘boldness’ with the 
new challenge for all of showing how the 
EU institutions affected and improved 
the lives of all citizens.   
 

In outlining his policy ambitions, 
President Barroso stressed that: (i) the 
EU 2020 Strategy needed to be more 
ambitious than its predecessor; (ii) there 
had to be better co-ordination on 
financial matters; (iii) the fight against 
terrorism was important for everyone; 
and finally (iv) a comprehensive budget 
review and a new financial perspective 
were imperative. He assured MEPs that 
his team was ready to get to work 
immediately on making this a reality.  
 

In the debate that preceded the plenary 
vote, the leaders of the political groups 
set out their positions. 
• European People’s Party (Christian 

Democrats).  Joseph Daul MEP 
supported the election of the new 
Commission, although he criticised 
the High Representative, Lady 

Ashton, as not having lived up to 
expectations thus far. 

• Progressive Alliance of Socialists and 
Democrats.  Martin Shultz MEP 
claimed to be undecided during the 
debate, demanding that the 
Commission President give 
assurances to the Parliament that the 
Commission would be ‘as much about 
social market as about the market’. 
He criticised Barroso for his overly 
Presidential style of leadership and 
told him to organise ‘not rule’ over 
the Commission. 

• Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for 
Europe.  Guy Verhofstadt  MEP stated 
that his group would support the new 
Commission but called for President 
Barroso to be ‘more ambitious, to be 
a driving force for further integration, 
to work with the Commissioners as a 
college, and to try to find an answer 
to the economic crisis’.  

• Greens/European Free Alliance. 
Daniel Cohn-Bendit MEP indicated 
that his group would vote against the 
Commission because Barroso had not 
gone far enough in addressing the 
real concerns of EU citizens in areas 
such as environmental matters. 

• European Conservatives and 
Reformists. Timothy Kirkhope MEP 
said that his group would abstain 
from the vote to show their 
dissatisfaction with the process by 
which the Parliament could vote only 
on the Commission as a whole rather 
than on individual Commissioners 
based on their performance and 
qualifications. Kirkhope called for an 
annual assessment of the 
Commission to supplement what he 
considered to be the currently flawed 
system. 

• Confederal Group of the European 
United Left - Nordic Green Left. 
Lothar Bisky MEP stated that his 
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group would vote against the 
Commission because its policies did 
not have enough social content. 

• Europe of Freedom and Democracy 
Group.  Nigel Farage MEP said that 
his group would not vote for the 
Commission because it was ‘the new 
Government of Europe’, it had taken 
too much power, and was ‘doomed to 
fail’. He also said that there should be 
no further integration as it was 
against the will of the people 

 

The Parliament also voted in favour of 
revised framework agreement on 
relations between the Commission and 
the Parliament (See Brussels Bulletin no. 
37).  
 
 
INFORMAL EU SUMMIT 
 
Current status 
An informal Heads of Government 
Council took place in Brussels on 11 
February 2010. 
 
What’s happening? 
In his capacity as President of the 
European Council, Herman van Rompuy 
convened an informal meeting of EU 
Heads of Government to focus on jobs 
and growth, i.e. the EU 2020 strategy. 
Before the event, dissecting the outcome 
of the UN Copenhagen Climate Change 
Conference was added to the agenda. 
However the event itself was ultimately 
hijacked by the financial situation in 
Greece and broader concerns about the 
euro. 
 

Greece is currently struggling with a 
burgeoning public debt, a poor credit 
rating, a significant budget deficit, 
questions of credibility regarding its 
economic statistics and ongoing 
industrial unrest.  As a member of the 
eurozone, Greece’s troubles have had an 

impact beyond its borders, with the euro 
falling against other currencies.  
 

To address the problems, Greece has 
been compelled to introduce a range of 
austerity measures including freezing 
public sector salaries and cutting 
bonuses, replacing only one in five 
people leaving civil service, raising 
retirement age by two years (by 2015) 
and raising taxes on fuel, tobacco, 
alcohol and property. 
 

The outcome of the summit was a 
statement of solidarity, with a 
declaration that each member state 
would ‘take determined and co-ordinated 
action if needed to safeguard stability in 
the euro area as a whole’.  However, 
details of the support scheme were 
withheld for ‘strategic reasons’.   
 

At a press conference after the summit, 
French President Sarkozy stated, ‘as to 
the terms [of the support], we will wait 
to gauge the developments before 
adjusting them. Let's say there is a 
strategy - it is the one we have agreed - 
and there is a tactic in view of events. 
The strategy is clear and it is this 
strategy that the markets and 
stakeholders have to understand’. 
 

German Chancellor, Angela Merkel 
stated that the most important outcome 
was that Greece had declared itself 
‘ready to commit to the EU’s demands’.   
 

A number of potential support options 
have been explored in the press 
including; (i) Germany buying Greek 
government bonds via a state-owned 
bank; (ii) direct budget support via the 
early release of EU structural funds; (iii) 
issuing ‘eurozone’ bonds; and (iv) 
securing the assistance of the IMF. 
 

While EU leaders agreed that Greece 
must act at once, and the head of the 
European Central Bank has called for 
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additional measures to be adopted, 
Greece would like to postpone any 
decision on further measures until mid-
March, when officials from the European 
Union, European Central Bank (ECB) and 
the International Monetary Fund are due 
to carry out a thorough inspection of 
Greece’s deficit-cutting programme. 
 

The nature and detail of the Greek 
support package will be further 
discussed at a meeting of Eurozone 
finance ministers to take place on 15 
February 2010, and by the ECOFIN 
(Finance) Council the day after (16 
February 2010). 
 

The other issue discussed at the summit, 
the EU 2020 strategy, is highlighted 
below.  Climate change although 
discussed did not result in any change 
from the earlier declared position as 
submitted to the UN (31 Janaury 
2010; see Brussels Bulletin 37) 
 
 
EU 2020 STRATEGY 
Proposal 
The EU 2020 jobs & growth strategy 
(successor to the Lisbon Strategy) 
 
Current status 
Following the short consultation on a 
successor to Lisbon Strategy (which 
closed 15 January 2010), and the 
publication of a synthesis of responses 
(2 February 2010), proposals are 
expected to emerge on 3 March 2010. 
 
What’s happening? 
Both President van Rompuy and 
President Barroso presented papers to 
the informal Heads of Government 
summit (11 February 2010) detailing 
their views on the key features of the EU 
2020 strategy.   
 

Van Rompuy stressed the importance of 
spending on research & development, 
with determining guidelines rather than 
targets.  His paper also noted the 
important contribution of the tertiary 
education sector as an impetus to 
innovation.  Finally he reiterated the 
need for a commitment to the reduction 
of poverty and increased participation in 
the job market. 
 

Importantly van Rompuy stated that 
adherence to guidelines and targets 
could result in additional funding rather 
than sanctions applied to those who fail. 
He was also of the view that public 
assessment of member states’ 
achievement would be more valuable as 
a means of ensuring compliance (likely 
to take the form of independent 
assessment and scoreboards).   
 

The paper explicitly states that national 
targets for EU 2020 will not be binding 
and states that sanctions are not 
foreseen 
 

He was also of the view that all EU 
funding streams, from the Research 
Framework Programme to Structural 
funds, to Common Agriculture Policy 
funds have a part to play in developing 
the EU 2020 vision. 
 

As part of a broader effort to learn from 
the mistakes of the Lisbon Strategy, the 
EU president would prefer to see a 
reduced number of guidelines and a 
maximum of five ‘quantitative targets 
with a deadline and possible immediate 
steps’.  Member states will have to agree 
on the five targets at the next formal 
Summit (25 – 26 March 2010). Any 
detailed national targets would be 
considered at the June Summit (17 – 18 
June 2010). Detailed discussions on 
specific policy issues – such as research 
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and development (see discussion below 
on the European Innovation Act) – would 
take place in the various council forums 
during the autumn. 
 

Following the informal summit President 
van Rompuy stated that one Council 
meeting each year would include an 
evaluation of progress on one of the 
three central themes of the EU: stability 
and growth, climate action, and the EU 
2020 strategy.  
 

President Barroso’s paper draws a 
number of lessons from the failings of 
the Lisbon Strategy and from the current 
financial crisis: co-ordination works and 
Europe adds value, EU economies are 
interdependent and global 
interdependence demands a stronger 
EU.  
 

He stressed three themes that should be 
at the heart of the EU 2020 reform 
agenda.  For each theme he envisaged a 
commonly agreed headline target for 
where the EU wants to be by 2020, 
which should then translate into national 
targets:   

• Growth based on knowledge and 
innovation. Improving productivity 
through improvements in R&D 
and innovation, better exploiting 
the potential of ICTs & creating a 
digital single market, raising 
education outcomes and 
promoting skills.  These objectives 
should be supported by a 
Research and Innovation Plan and 
a European Digital Agenda to 
provide new business 
opportunities. 

• An inclusive high employment 
society. Utilising flexicurity, 
modernising labour markets and 
social protection to ensure high 
levels of employment.  This 
objective should be supported by 

a New Jobs Agenda that makes 
life-long learning more accessible. 

• Greener growth. Tackling climate 
change, accelerating the roll-out 
of smart grids and EU-scale 
networks, modernising the EU's 
industrial base.  These objectives 
should be realised through an 
Industrial Policy for the 
globalisation era, combining all 
possible instruments (e.g. internal 
market, competition, skills, 
regional policy, trade and 
investment, standards and 
regulatory convergence, for 
instance for electric cars). 

 

In a related matter, the French & 
German Governments held a joint 
summit with the title, ‘Agenda 2020’ (4 
February 2010).  The meeting resulted 
in a general commitment to closer 
engagement as well as 80 ‘concrete’ 
projects to enhance co-operation. 
(Details of the meeting can be found 
here, with a useful overview here). 
 

The resulting agreement focuses on six 
areas: the economy, energy & climate, 
research, foreign policy & defence, 
citizenship and institutional cooperation. 
Specific projects include a Franco-
German storage facility to alleviate 
cross-border gas shortages, a joint 
school textbook on Europe and European 
integration, and the launch of a satellite 
to monitor greenhouse gas emissions. 
 
EU RESEARCH & DEVELOPMENT 
Proposal 
European Innovation Act 
 
Current status 
Original legislative proposal had been 
expected by spring 2010.  However, 
the late arrival of the new Commission 
and the drive to develop the EU 2020 
strategy have resulted in delays. An 
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interim policy paper is expected on 3 
March 2010. 
 
What’s happening?  
The Commissioners for Research, 
Innovation & Science and Industry & 
Entrepreneurship, Máire Geoghegan-
Quinn and Antonio Tajani respectively 
are currently working on a policy paper 
to aid the debate on the direction of the 
EU’s innovation strategy. 
 

In a press conference, Commissioner 
Geoghegan-Quinn outlined the priorities 
for the Innovation act (10 February 
2010): (i) further development of the 
European Research Area; (ii) facilitating 
access to EU funds, particularly for small 
start-up companies; (iii) utilising public 
procurement to lead the markets; (iv) 
providing greater legal certainty in the 
area of intellectual property rights. She 
also stressed that communication would 
be at the heart of any future strategy. 
 

In her press conference she lamented 
that many of the ‘big’ EU innovation 
projects remain entirely unknown to the 
citizenry.  She stated that any future 
policy must reduce the use of jargon and 
acronyms, and to this end she was 
inclined to give a ‘proper’ name the 
successor to FP7, rather than allow it to 
simply become FP8. 
 
 
OTHER NEWS 
New CoR President.  Italian socialist 
politician Mercedes Bresso has been 
elected President of the Committee of 
the Regions (CoR) (10 February 
2010).  Ms Bresso is the first woman 
President of the CoR since its creation in 
1994. 
 

The new President secured the backing 
of 230 of the 255 members present 
(with only the non aligned members 

voting against).  In her address to the 
CoR plenary session, Ms Bresso pledged 
to continue to strengthen the assembly, 
highlighted the importance of the new 
powers granted to the institution by the 
Treaty of Lisbon, stressed the potential 
for improved territorial cooperation and 
the value of the citizens’ initiatives. 
 

(The length of Mercedes Bresso’s term 
as President will depend on the results of 
the regional election in the Piedmont 
region scheduled for 28 - 29 March 
2010). 
 
Enlargement.  The European 
Parliament recently debated the 
Commission's progress reports on 
Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia (FYRoM) and Turkey (10 
February 2010). There was widespread 
agreement on the state of the 
enlargement process with each country. 
The majority of members considered 
that the negotiations with Croatia could 
be concluded by the end of 2010, 
negotiations with FYRoM should 
commence as soon as possible and that 
future negotiations with Turkey 
remained ‘complex’. 
 

Regarding Iceland’s application for 
membership, the Icelandic PM, Jóhanna 
Sigurdardóttir, recently met with 
Commission President Barroso in 
Brussels (4 February 2010). 
Unusually, no press conference or 
statement followed the meeting.   
 

The key political issue in Reykjavik is the 
upcoming referendum on repaying 
foreign investors (primarily from the UK 
and the Netherlands) to be held by 6 
March 2010.  Recent polling in Iceland 
shows a majority of Icelanders against 
repayment.  A negative vote would have 
major political and economic 
repercussions.  Politically, it is expected 
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that Britain and the Netherlands would 
restate that their support for Iceland’s 
EU bid was conditional upon the 
repayment of the lost assets, whilst 
economically the country may have 
difficulty in obtaining the second tranche 
of a €1.8bn IMF loan. 
 
Soils directive.  The draft framework 
directive on soils, originally published in 
September 2006, has run into a 
blocking minority (of five member 
states) in Council (4 February 2010). 
The draft had secured first reading 
agreement in the Parliament in 
November 2007, but successive 
Council Presidencies have failed to 
broker an agreement.  The principal 
sticking points are outlined here.  The 
blocking minority consists of Austria, 
France, Germany, the Netherlands and 
the UK.  The principal point of contention 
is the identification of contaminated 
sites.  Despite this setback, the Spanish 
Presidency is optimistic of securing 
political agreement at the next 
Environment Council (15 March 2010). 
 

Incoming Environment Commissioner 
Janez Potočnik had previously 
announced (during his Parliamentary 
hearing) that the Soil Directive would be 
one of his top priorities (13 January 
2010).  If the impasse continues, the 
Commission may be compelled to recall 
the draft law, a rarely used procedure. 
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 UPCOMING 
EVENTS & 
MEETINGS 
 
 
February 
15 Education, Youth and Culture 

Council 
16 ECOFIN (Finance) Council 
16 – 17 Visit of Scottish Parliament’s 

Researchers 
22 Agriculture & Fisheries 

(Richard Lochhead MSP to 
attend) 

25 – 26 Justice Council (Kenny 
MacAskill MSP to attend) 

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

March  
1 - 2 Competitiveness Council 
  
8 Employment Council 
8 – 11 EP Plenary session 
11 -12 Transport and Energy 

Council  
15  Environment Council 

(Roseanna Cunningham 
MSP to attend) 

15 EU/China Summit 
16 ECOFIN (Finance) 

Council 
22 – 26 EU Sustainable Energy 

Week 
24 – 25 EP mini plenary 
25 – 26 EU Heads of Government 

Summit 
  
29  Agriculture & Fisheries 

Council 
(Richard Lochhead MSP 
to attend)  
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CONTACT 
DETAILS 
 
 
 
 
 
Dr Ian Duncan 
Rond Point Schuman 6 
B – 1040 
Bruxelles 
 
Tel: 0032 2282 8377 
Fax: 0032 2282 8379 
 
Email: 
ian.duncan@scottish.parliament.uk 
 
 


