EUISG WEBINAR 25.06.2020 “Reviewing the European Semester 2020”
Notes Break-Out Session 1
Participants: Paul/EAPN IE, Katherine/EAPN UK, Mart-Peeter/EAPN EE, Anna/EAPN FI, Laurens/EAPN NL, Aiste/EAPN LT, Anne/EAPN IE.
Mart-Peeter/EAPN EE:
NRPs: We haven’t engaged, the government doesn’t consult. Some changes though, losing the previous focus on poverty on the key groups eg older people, and missing key groups like the newly unemployed, in-work poverty. It’s also not a programme or plan, just a report.
CSRs: Less interest from local media in CSRs, only 1 that got focus. They were more generalized this year, not concrete so there was no scandal! The inadequacy of the social protection net was mentioned, and the additional challenges of unemployment, but they are too neutral in their approach, with a very low profile on poverty in general.
Katherine/EAPN UK:
NRPs: Not involved, as no national consultation mechanisms with NGOs since 2014.
CSRs: As before the CSRs are right on the problems but weak on the solutions and implementation - both structural, health and social policy, social protection. This year very explicit about UK failure in the adequacy and flagging up housing supply as an issue. But CSRs themselves are a problem, as they aren’t specific or concrete. There are improvements, but would contest what Filip from the Commission said – when they talk about implementation, with no assessment of what are positive or negative CSRs in social terms. The issue is really what criteria they use to assess their own success? Particularly when overwhelmingly little changes in poverty levels which are unacceptable levels. Although the SDGs and EPSR are visible, they are generally mentioned, or in Annexes, not as a framework for analysis. That is the next step. There is no CSR on precarious labour markets, or social assistance/MI since 2014.
Anna/EAPN FI:
NRP: Not really involved in the NRP and its mainly invisible. When we checked it does focus on the poverty targets and gives 4 pages, which is longer than previous NRPs. But it is not a transparent process – and only a few officials are involved, and no NGOs. They recognize that the poverty target is still pending.
CSRs: We sent our response to the government and to stakeholders. NGOs have really engaged in the COVID response, particularly pressing for adequate policy responses on health and social care.
In general, the CSRs are OK – with a focus on health care, but we are still waiting for this reform to be implemented. There is nothing on the well-being of children and investing in services.
The EAPN EU paper on the CSRs is good and useful.
Laurens/EAPN NL:
Sonja is the official representative for the EUISG and is following this work. I would like to present some feedback on what is happening on the ground.
I work with people who are deaf. There is growing insecurity about the COVID-19 impact – about jobs, livelihoods, health. Many young people lost their jobs, there has been a growth in in-work poverty, on the other hand new opportunities are emerging, but maybe in other regions – eg cleaning, medical supports, warehousing.  Local Councils are also having their budgets cut. EAPN has advocated for 150 million extra additional funds to protect people in poverty, to deal with COVID fall-out.
Aiste/EAPN LT:
I’m the EXCO member, and Rimgailė does the specific detailed work on the Semester with the EUISG. However, we have an election in October, but see that the focus is on how to save the economy, rather than about people and social impact. EAPN is doing advocacy around this. They are focussed on short-term strategies, with cheap borrowing, but not long-term investments. As with Estonia, in Lithuania, it’s the young people who have lost their jobs mainly, as well as the pre-pension age – 55-60. There are no specific measures for these groups.
We do a lot of joint work between EXCO and EUISG members, for example when there are meetings with the Commission or Semester Officers etc, I will go as well and will often do the representation with support from Rimgailė.
Paul/EAPN IE:
We have a policy group and this work is presented to the Board, so there is more discussion and ownership by the network, involving the EXCO and EUISG members.
Key Messages
· Need for a Social as well as a Green Deal!  the environmental objectives have the upper hand, and have taken the social space, this needs to be rectified.
· Adequate Income needs to be a core priority - decent wages/jobs and adequate MI and SP, underpinned by Social Rights.
· Austerity is over - but what will this mean in practice? How will the deficit and debts be recuperated? We need to be clear on our arguments – ie about more progressive taxes, but also perhaps against ‘balanced budgets’, and increased use of long-term credit lines at low interest rates (eg World War II debt). Some concerns about only pressing for recuperating funds through increased taxes, even if more progressive.
· Need to recognize that MS are in different positions – both in terms of impact, but also levels of debt/deficit (eg Estonia only had 8% public debt), so there may need to be flexibility for different solutions.
