[bookmark: _GoBack]Fiche to Respond to the Country Reports

National Network/or European Organization:                     Person completing the assessment:
EAPN-Finland						Anna Järvinen

Assessment of Country Reports 2020
1a) What are the positive developments in the Country Reports on poverty reduction, social rights, and participation of civil society and people experiencing poverty?
Positive is that Comission encourages Finland to invest also in human capital. “Focusing investment-related economic policy on human capital, on research and innovation, on low carbon and energy transition, and on sustainable transport, would strengthen the country’s long-term growth potential.”
The Country report pays more attention to the importance of services in tackling unemployment and is not so worried about weak financial incentives than before. I think that before the Commission was more strongly in favor of different sanctions to improve incentives for employment (eg. supported the active model). 

It is positive that the Country report takes into account the situation of the vulnerable in the labor market and the means to improve it. For example, the Commission hopes for more investment and efficiency in employment services to meet people's needs individually. It also reminds us that Finland is far behind other Nordic countries in terms of access to services.

The Commission encourages Finland to dismantle the obvious incentive traps and to clarify its social security system. Positive is that at the same time the Commission also recalls that excessive streamlining of the benefit system may undermine its ability to reduce poverty and inequality.

The Commission points out that vulnerable groups such as the self-employed, children in low-skilled families and people with an immigrant background are particularly at risk of poverty or exclusion.

It is also positive that the Comission points out the problems we have with the unmet medical needs and the access to healt services. It also points out that the lower income groups are more often left withouth the necessary services than the upper ones. The Commission also notes that mental health problems are a growing problem in Finland. Finland is below the EU average in terms of healthy life years. We also have big health disparities.

The Comission points out that although education in Finland remains among the best in the EU,  there are signs that performance and equity in the Finnish education system are deteriorating. 


1b) What are the negative development or missing elements/issues?
From our point of view key negative deveplopment that the Comission doesen’t pay enough attention is that Finland is not going to achieve it’s poverty target. The Comission recognizes this, but don’t say it very strongly. The Comission compares Finland to EU average and says that the poverty rate is low compared to the EU average, although recently it has slightly increased.  
The Comission don’t say anything about the low level of basic social security. In Finland statutory evaluation of adequacy of basic social security shows that the level is low: The income levels of those receiving unemployment benefit, home care allowance, minimum sick leave allowance or parental daily allowance are not sufficient to cover the reasonable minimum consumption budget.

1c) How well are the SDGs/Pillar of Social Rights incorporated and well-balanced with economic and environmental priorities

The inclusion of the Pillar of Social Rights and Sustainable development goals in the Semester has strengthened a bit the side of social rights, but still the economic priorities still rule the report. 

Finland performs well on the indicators of the Social Scoreboard compared to EU average. That doesen’t encourage Finland to do things better. 

Scoreboard’s indicators don’t cover alla the principles of the pillar.

It is positive that the Country report has included a review of the progress made by the Member States in achieving the Sustainable development goals. However, evaluation is mainly just an annex with table of numbers and only a little verbal assessment of their significance and development. 


1d) Does Annex D provide a useful support of EU funding to social rights/poverty reduction?
No. Finland’s report it all about reducing the use of peat and how to tackle transition challenges. 

”Key actions of the Just Transition Fund could target in particular: 
• investments in research and innovation activities and fostering transfer of advanced technologies; 
• investments in the deployment of technology and infrastructures for affordable clean energy, greenhouse gas emission reduction, energy efficiency and renewable energy. 
• productive investments in SMEs, including start-ups, leading to economic diversification and reconversion; 
• investments in the creation of new firms, including through business incubators and consulting services; 
• upskilling and reskilling of workers. 
• investments in regeneration of sites, land restoration and repurposing projects.”



2. What are your alternative Country -Specific Recommendations? (Check your Recommendations from the EAPN assessment of the 2019 Country Reports and alternative Recommendations last year here and propose 3 Recommendations for 2020 with short justification)
· 1) I will send these later, we are just working with these together with EAPN-Fin’s board and my employer SOSTE.
· 2) 
· 3) 

3. What Key Messages would you send about this year’s Country Report? Has it improved? New elements? Overall concerns?
· 1) There is some positive development, atleast shift in rhetoric, but still macroeconomic policies are dominant. 
· 2) If it is really intention to incorporate the SDGs/Pillar of Social Rights to the Semerster, just tables and scoreboards are not enough. All social rights must be consistently mainstreamed and implemented. 
· 3) Employment alone won’t reduce poverty, more attention eg. to level of  basic social security is needed. 

