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8 March 2012 

To: Members of the Social Protection Committee and Social Attaches 

RE: EAPN’s proposals on the EU Programme for Social Change and Innovation (EUPSCI)
Dear Social Attaches and Members of the Social Protection Committee 

In preparation for the Social Party Working Group discussion on the EU Programme for Social Change and Innovation (EUPSCI), I take this opportunity to highlight our main concerns and to submit proposals that EAPN has developed together with other members of the Social Platform. Our input refers primarily to the PROGRESS axis under the new EUPSCI programme, which builds on the current PROGRESS Programme and in particular the social protection and inclusion strand in the existing Programme. 

The current PROGRESS programme states clearly in Article 5: That the Social protection and inclusion strand “shall support the implementation of the open method of coordination (OMC) in the field of social protection and inclusion”.  Our key concern is in relation to the lack of a clear objective for the PROGRESS axis of the programme. The current PROGRESS programme states clearly in Article 5: That the Social protection and inclusion strand “shall support the implementation of the open method of coordination (OMC) in the field of social protection and inclusion”.  The new PROGRESS axis under the EUPSCI Programme does not state such a clear objective and the OMC is totally absent. A clear statement of the purpose of the programme to support the implementation of the key EU social protection, inclusion and employment strategies, identifying the Europe 2020 Strategy, the Employment Strategy, the Social Open Method of Coordination and the European Platform against Poverty and Social Exclusion should be made explicit in the objectives for the Progress axis of the Programme.  We ask that a text should be added to the start of article 15 to this end. 
We also have concerns about the language of ‘social experimentation’ and also with the proposal especially if a big percentage of the PROGRESS Axis, 17% is put into supporting only one model of social experimentation, and doesn’t allow for bottom up innovation and demonstration initiatives. We think that this earmarking should be capped to a maximum of 17%, and the definition of ‘social experimentation’ if this language is retained should allow the Programme to also support bottom-up demonstration projects lead by different stakeholders, which would provide for more diverse initiatives under the title ‘social experimentation’ and allow for those to be picked up more flexibly in policy-making processes at Community and national levels rather than putting all the resources into one type of model.


Attached you will find a full list of amendments, aimed at improving the purpose and the political and technical role of the PROGRESS axis of EUPSCI. Below we highlight some of the key proposals: 

· We have concerns that the new formulation of the PROGRESS axis objectives in the employment, social policy and working conditions fields is too broad and takes away the focus from work on social protection and inclusion, as explained above.  We therefore propose that the text spells out clearly “policy and legislation in the fields of employment, social protection, social inclusion, combating poverty and improving working conditions” – see several amendment proposals referring to this formulation, including 9, 10, 21, 24, 25 and 26

· We believe that it’s important to specify the follow-up on already agreed key EU priorities, including “active inclusion, homelessness and housing exclusion, child poverty, energy poverty and poverty amongst migrants and ethnic minorities” as they have been identified under the Social OMC process over the last years; - see particularly amendments 15

· We believe it is also necessary to include the “reinforced social OMC” among the key instruments that should deliver on Europe 2020; - See amendments 12, 22, 26

· To ensure ownership and space for engagement, the programme should clearly state “the participation of all relevant stakeholders, including NGOs and people experiencing poverty and social exclusion in the policy-making processes” – see amendment 11.

· Finally, to ensure that PROGRESS continues the same level of commitment to stakeholder engagement with the EU strategies and instruments, as expressed under the current programme’s article 2, EUPSCI programme should “include awareness-raising and transnational calls to help foster stakeholder involvement with Europe 2020, the Flagship Platform against Poverty and the Social OMC”. – see proposed amendment 22.  
With best wishes, 




Fintan Farrell

Director
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