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MINUTES 5TH EXPERT GROUP MEETING ON  

 

GREENING THE EUROPEAN SEMESTER,   
 

15TH JANUARY 2016, BRUSSELS   
 

 
 

I. Closed part of meeting (Member States, European Commission) 

 

Introduction & Presidency statements 

Aurel Ciobanu-Dordea (ACD, COMM-ENV) welcomed the participants to this fifth meeting of 

the Expert Group. All twenty-eight Member States (MSs) were present plus Norway. Eight 

Commission services
1
 attended, as well as the Council Secretariat and the OECD. 

 

As on previous occasions, the Chatham House Rule
2
 was followed. The agenda was approved. 

The minutes of the previous meeting on 7 September 2015 were approved and were already on 

the website “Greening the European Semester”.
3
 No further objections on them were raised in 

this meeting. 

 

The Netherlands was invited to present the planning of the Presidency with regard to greening the 

Semester. Anke Willemstein (AK, coordinator Dutch Presidency 2016, Netherlands' Ministry of 

Infrastructure and Environment) reported that they would have two formal Councils this year 

(4 March 2016 and 20 June 2016) and one informal Council on the 14-15 April 2016 in 

Amsterdam (combined environment and transport). Their aim would be to be an effective honest 

broker, to represent the EU in national meetings, and to work with the future EU presidencies of 

Slovakia and Malta.  

 

The Dutch environmental priorities would firstly be climate change, meaning the follow up of 

COP 21, expected to be scheduled in the March Council, and the ETS revision, which would take 

place in the June Council. The second priority would be the Circular Economy (CE), on which 

they would hold stakeholder meetings on 25-26 January 2016. The topic would also be included 

in several Councils. The third priority would be the Make it Work (MiW) initiative,
4
 a MSs 

driven project in cooperation with the Commission. MiW aims to set up drafting principles for 

horizontal instruments and procedures to deliver environmental outcomes more efficiently and 

effectively through smarter legislation without lowering existing protection standards. A proposal 

would be presented later this year and MSs were invited to join the initiative.  

 

                                                        
1 ENV, EMPL, ESTAT, GROW, JRC, RTD, SG, TAXUD 
2 "When a meeting, or part thereof, is held under the Chatham House Rule, participants are free to use the information 

received, but neither the identity nor the affiliation of the speaker(s), nor that of any other participant, may be 

revealed." See more at: https://www.chathamhouse.org/about/chatham-house-rule#sthash.7xc37use.dpuf 
3 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/green_semester/index_en.htm 
4 http://www.ieep.eu/work-areas/environmental-governance/better-regulation/make-it-work/home/     
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A high-level meeting is foreseen back-to-back with the MiW workshop on 5 April 2016. The 

implementation of the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) would be dealt with in the March 

Council, with the aspiration to discuss the upcoming Commission proposal on the next steps 

towards a sustainable future. Further topics would include air quality and sustainable transport. 

AW presented the work done so far and provided an overview of the topics and meetings to be 

held.  

 

ACD thanked her for the presentation and emphasized that a more comprehensive approach, 

which builds bridges across the different Council formations and between different subjects, 

would be embraced. He welcomed the Dutch pro-active attitude and ensured continued close 

cooperation. 

 

One MS asked for clarification regarding the discussion of the CE package in the two Councils 

and AW explained that the intention would be to have a broader debate in the March Council 

while focussing more on the waste package in the June Council. This would also depend on what 

the meetings until then would deliver. ACD added that it will also depend on the Commission's 

proposal for the 2030 strategy, which is foreseen in the second half of the year.  

 

ACD concluded that the focus of the Dutch presidency on tapping into the potential of existing 

legislation and policies is very inspiring and in line with the Commission's approach to improve 

implementation of existing instruments. One of the Commission's initiatives on better 

implementation is the Reporting Fitness Check,
5
 which is in the Work Programme of the 

Commission for 2016
6
 and aims to simplify reporting obligations in cooperation with the MSs, 

such as for example at the MiW workshop in November 2015. The Fitness Check seeks to do this 

by finding parameters that facilitate data collection at the MSs as well as EU level. He suggested 

returning to this subject in September at the next Expert Group meeting. 

 

Introduction to the new Structural Reform Service Programme of the Commission 

ACD invited Vincenzo Baccaro (VB, COMM-SG/SRSS) to present a recent development within 

the Commission that can be relevant and of assistance to the MSs also in respect of environmental 

matters, as the effective application of public policies is closely dependent on the administrative 

capacity to implement policies. Therefore, the College has decided to develop a special service, 

the Structural Reform Support Service (SRSS). 

 

VB explained that the SRSS was created in July 2015, and on 26 November 2015 the 

Commission adopted a proposal
7
 for a Regulation establishing a Structural Reform Service 

Programme (SRSP) as part of the EU Semester package. The rationale would be to help fill 

implementation gaps on the ground regarding structural reforms as identified by inter alia the 

Country Specific Recommendations (CSRs) and the implementation of EU law (e.g. infringement 

cycles). The estimated budget would be EUR 142.8 million and it would last from 2017-20. No 

                                                        
5 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/legal/reporting/fc_overview_en.htm  
6 http://ec.europa.eu/priorities/work-programme-2016_en  
7http://ec.europa.eu/europe2020/pdf/2016/ags2016_structural_reform_support_programme_en.pdf 

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/legal/reporting/fc_overview_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/priorities/work-programme-2016_en
http://ec.europa.eu/europe2020/pdf/2016/ags2016_structural_reform_support_programme_en.pdf
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new funds would be required by MSs, as the funds would come from resources redeployed within 

the Multiannual Financial Framework (MFF). The objectives are to strengthen the capacity of 

MSs to prepare and implement growth-enhancing reforms including through assistance for the 

efficient and effective use of Union funds. The support consists of technical and policy-related 

assistance to MSs’ authorities via direct Commission support, expert missions, seminars, and 

peer-to-peer exchanges between national and private bodies. He emphasized that environmental 

policies are one of the key areas of possible support. The support will be based on requests by 

MSs that are to be evaluated according to a number of criteria such as urgency, breadth and 

depths of the problem identified, and the general administrative capacity of MSs. VB concluded 

that it would be important to ensure coordination with other Union programmes and funds to 

avoid double funding and duplication.  

 

ACD thanked VB for the presentation and encouraged the MSs to convey this information to 

colleagues in their country as it is very relevant for the area of the environment. He noted that one 

of the Commission's initiatives complementary to the SRSP in the environmental field would be 

the Environmental Implementation Review (EIR), which seeks to go beyond enforcement by 

addressing structural issues in cooperation with MSs. It would be addressed later on in the 

meeting. 

 

Two MSs reacted positively to the initiative and shared the Commission's approach to go beyond 

enforcement and to strengthen cooperation among MSs. One of the MSs perceived it as useful for 

strengthening the public administration; the other thought that achieving a resource-efficient 

economy should be added as an area of focus for the SRSP. 

 

VB added that environment and resource efficiency are indeed key areas for support and also 

mentioned relevant examples from past years where the Commission services provided support to 

one MS as regards the issues of landfills, waste management and infringement management. For 

2016, the SRSS has already been approached by some MSs, especially in relation to possible 

support on fiscal and macro-economic matters; the funds available for support in 2016 (pending 

approval of the SRSP) are anyhow limited (EUR 3 million). With a view to fostering the new 

instrument, VB encouraged the MSs to request support in other non-economic areas, such as the 

environment.  

 

Round table: Semester 2016  

Ion Codescu (IC, COMM-ENV) introduced the round table and encouraged the MSs to present 

the status of the preparation of greening the National Reform Programmes (NRPs), in particular 

with regard to how MSs will integrate the CE package and the SDGs. He added that the 

environment is mentioned mainly in the Semester Country Reports rather than in the CSRs, but 

that the EIR initiative would provide more opportunities.  

 

Several MSs expressed their hope that the Semester Country Reports would contain references to 

the environment, as this would help with greening the NRPs. The reference to the CE in the 

Annual Growth Survey (AGS) would facilitate this. IC confirmed that the AGS contained some 

useful references and noted that the discussions around the CE package and the SDGs would be 
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good opportunities for MSs as well as the EU to bring attention to environmental topics in the 

NRPs. However, one MS expressed disappointment with the AGS as it would dilute from 

greening the Semester. 

 

Several MSs confirmed the importance of the SDGs as an overarching framework in the 

transition to a green economy and noted that the CE promotion would help in areas such as 

recycling, sustainable production and consumption, and other fiscal measures. One MS reported 

the recent adoption of a comprehensive law, which includes several references to the CE and 

some SDGs. The law foresees concrete measures for green public procurement and the adoption 

of a catalogue of harmful subsidies and environmentally friendly subsidies. A Natural Capital 

Committee has been established to monitor and evaluate ecosystem services. The adoption of an 

updated national sustainable development strategy and a national action plan on sustainable 

production and consumption would be foreseen for this year.  

 

Another MS informed about the development of a green national accounting system. One MS 

reported that they would strive to be a fossil-free country with the goal of having 100 percent 

renewable energy, which led to the creation of an energy commission and a programme on 

climate initiatives for local and regional levels. Another MS reported that their green economy 

strategy includes a list of actions to promote, inter alia, the sustainability of resources in all 

sectors. This included the development of a 2
nd

 national action plan on GPP and actions in waste 

management, education and low-carbon development. The country's roadmap to decarbonize 

energy until 2050 would still be in process. One MS was updating its Green Growth Strategy and 

its statistical office was working on the SDGs; a CE programme should be launched before the 

summer. Another MS has established a sustainable development platform to encourage peer 

learning. Two MSs reported about changes in the tax system to improve the efficiency of 

environmental taxes. 

 

Several MSs explained that, due to the recent establishment of new governments in their country, 

they could not say yet how the national priorities would reflect environmental issues. They noted 

that the CE package would provide an interesting agenda for greening the Semester and that some 

stakeholder discussions about the SDGs have been taken place or were planned. In most MSs, no 

overall framework for the SDGs has been established yet.  

 

Some MSs pointed out that the focus of the Semester should remain on jobs and growth and that 

their NRPs would reflect this.  

 

One MS mentioned it has established a factory for computer waste based on the principles of the 

CE. 

 

IC concluded that a lot of discussions would be ongoing related to the CE and the SDGs and that 

the Commission would reflect on this. He confirmed that the focus of the Semester would remain 

on economic aspects. However, the work on environmental topics would still be very useful and 

important and in line with the SDGs to include environmental aspects in economic discussions. 
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He thanked the MSs for their comments and reflections and encouraged further exchange of 

experience.  

 

Round table: Towards an Environmental Implementation Review process 

ACD shortly introduced the EIR initiative, which is to be formally presented to the MSs later this 

year. Louis Meuleman (LM, COMM-ENV) started the presentation about the EIR initiative by 

explaining why a focus on better implementation would be beneficial and what factors play a role 

in implementation gaps. Among others, the EIR initiative could improve the credibility of the EU 

and the MSs vis-à-vis the citizens and help level the playing field for businesses. He reported on 

discussions that have taken place so far, and that MSs generally have been supportive of the idea. 

He illustrated the proposed EIR cycle of analysis, dialogue and conclusions that would be 

developed every 2 years.  

 

The EIR deliverables include a foreseen Communication explaining the rationale and approach; 

28 EIR Country Reports to be published after factual check with MSs; an analysis of horizontal 

topics to be discussed in the ENV Council; and bilateral dialogues with MSs on the main 

implementation issues. The approach in the EIR Reports would differ from the OECD or UNECE 

Environmental Policy Reviews: EIR reports will be much shorter and focus on the most important 

implementation challenges for each country. The political climate for this process would be 

favourable, as the 7
th
 EAP and the Better Regulation agenda are supportive of improving 

implementation. Finally, he mentioned the previous discussions in the ad-hoc meeting of 

Environmental Directors-General and the Environmental Council both held in October 2015. 

ACD then opened the floor for comments and questions. 

 

Many MS embraced the process and were supportive of an increased focus on implementation, in 

particular in connection with discussions of common challenges and the sharing of experiences. 

The idea to address the implementation challenges with measures going beyond enforcement, 

such as capacity building and peer-to-peer projects, was welcomed. The collaborative approach 

was also appreciated and encouraged. One MS suggested to feed the process back into the 

reviews of impact assessments and fitness checks of EU legislation, in particular if there are many 

common gaps. This proposal was welcomed by the Commission. 

 

The question was raised whether the EIR Country Reports would look specifically at areas where 

the Commission might initiate infringements. ACD clarified that this will not be the case, as the 

EIR Country Reports screens the broad nature of legal and policy commitments, and focus only 

on the most salient aspects of implementation. He emphasized that the reports would not be 

published before their draft is shared with the respective MS, followed by bilateral exchanges 

with the Commission.  

 

The intention would not be to have a 'beauty contest' but to extract horizontal issues to be 

discussed in the Council. The discussions in the Council would be intended to address the 

positive achievements of MSs and to exchange experiences on solutions. The positive experience 

of frontrunners could be very useful in finding solutions in other MSs. The EIR would also frame 

possibilities for support from the Commission to the MS in the form of structural support and 
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technical assistance. While the process would not be isolated from infringement procedures, there 

would be no condition to link to the enforcement procedure. The EIR could lead to adjustment of 

the implementation of legal instruments to increase efficiency; in this respect it is recognized that 

each country faces individual implementation challenges.  

 

One question concerned the scope of the EIR Country Reports and the relationship with the 

Semester. ACD explained that, contrary to the Semester Reports' focus on macroeconomic and 

labour market reforms, the EIR Country Reports would be devoted only to the implementation of 

environmental laws and policies. ACD added that, while there could be some substantial overlap 

with the Semester Reports such as for example environmental taxation, the Commission would 

secure alignment between the two processes. The intention would not be to change the scope or 

ambit of the Semester.  

 

On the question of what kind of data the Commission would use for the EIR Country Reports, 

ACD clarified that the Commission intends to use existing data from MSs reports, EEA studies 

and other Commission studies and reports. He added that the Reporting Fitness Check is expected 

to help provide better information feeding into the EIR process over the years.  

 

Another concern was that the confidentiality of the bilateral discussions in closing infringements 

would be affected by this process. ACD reassured the MSs that this will not be the case and that 

the informal contacts would be preserved. IC added that the EIR Reports would rely on the 

bilateral work on various topics carried out between the Commission and MSs but that they could 

not enter into details due to their focus on key implementation challenges.  

 

One MS was concerned that the EIR might stop work on Environmental Compliance and Access 

to Justice where commitments have been made in the 7
th
 EAP. ACD replied that these two issues 

are covered in the Commission's work programme. The EIR is focusing on implementation which 

does not mean other issues would be dropped. 

 

ACD concluded that a policy paper (probably a Communication) that should be adopted in 

principle before the summer break would bring further clarity. The draft EIR Country Reports 

would be discussed around the summer and ACD ensured close contact with each MS.  

 

2. Open session: EU Member States and Norway, Commission services, OECD, IUCN, 

Green Budget Europe, BankWatch 

 

Circular Economy package: linkage with MSs and how to measure progress 

Hugo Schally (HS, COMM-ENV) informed the members and observers about the state of play of 

the CE Package,
8
 which was adopted on 2 December 2015. Containing four legislative proposals 

on the waste framework directives, as well as a list of more than fifty follow-up initiatives taken 

at EU level within the next three years, the new package reflects the policy priorities of the 

Juncker Commission. The SDGs are directly related to actions identified in the CE package. The 

                                                        
8 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/circular-economy/index_en.htm  

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/circular-economy/index_en.htm
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new CE package still contains several elements from the 2014 package, such as the Green Action 

Plan for SMEs
9
 and the Communication on resource efficiently opportunities in the building 

sector.
10

  

 

The new package tries to establish new synergies between environmental and business measures 

to preserve resources, and it identifies actions that support innovation and investment. HS 

stressed that the transition to a circular economy would not happen through action at EU level 

only but would require political will and targeted action at the national, regional and local levels 

as well. He highlighted that a lot of work needs to be done with regard to financial and funding 

instruments, where approval and follow up is done at the MS level, and encouraged strong 

collaboration between the Commission, MSs and stakeholders. 

 

Markus Trilling (Bankwatch) suggested that, in the context of the investment framework of the 

Juncker Plan, there would be good opportunities to bring together different stakeholders. He 

noted that the foreseen investment platform was not moving forward and proposed that both the 

EU and the MSs request the EU investment Bank to proactively set up those platforms at the 

national and regional level.  

 

One MS asked about the linkages between the Green Action Plan for SMEs, the Eco-innovation 

Action Plan,
11

 and the CE package. HS replied that the synergies will be taken into account. The 

Eco-innovation Action Plan was currently under evaluation and an SME self-assessment tool 

would be rolled out this year as a tool to help companies assess what actions they need to achieve 

the circular economy. 

 

Another MS welcomed the fact that the CE package would now fully use the potential of the Eco-

design Directive,
12

 which has only been energy-related so far. It was asked what further measures 

would be taken in this regard. HS explained that the Eco-design Directive would indeed be one of 

the key tools that will enable the delivery of some of the CE objectives for product design. The 

Commission has committed itself to implementing more measureable elements of products such 

as material efficiency, durability, and recyclability. The current work on pilots for a product 

environmental footprint could flow into the final outcome. 

 

Regarding the interrelationship with the SDGs and the definition of indicators, HS clarified that 

the latter were adopted while the CE package was being prepared. Nevertheless, certain 

monitoring indicators developed at the global level might be useful for the CE package. The 

relevant Commission services will have discussions with the EEA on what sources will be used to 

avoid duplication.  

 

                                                        
9 http://ec.europa.eu/growth/smes/business-friendly-environment/green-action-plan/index_en.htm  
10 http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1411482206636&uri=CELEX:52014DC0445  
11 https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecoap/about-action-plan/objectives-methodology  
12 Directive 2009/125/EC OJ L 285 

http://ec.europa.eu/growth/smes/business-friendly-environment/green-action-plan/index_en.htm
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1411482206636&uri=CELEX:52014DC0445
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/ecoap/about-action-plan/objectives-methodology
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Luc Bas (IUCN) welcomed the broader scope of the package and asked how it will accelerate 

new and stringent regulation. He gave the example of marine litter, for which the SDGs contain a 

target. He was wondering how the Commission would use this momentum to take action in this 

field and how the IUCN could contribute to such processes. HS noted that the Commission 

currently legislates where necessary and uses other instruments where possible. Therefore, the CE 

package did not propose any new legislation aside from the four waste proposals. The CE 

package contains a reference to work on the plastic strategy
13

 to be delivered in 2017. He 

emphasised the Commission's consultative approach and concluded that how much will be on the 

table would also depend on the contribution of stakeholders.  

 

Round table: Tackling Environmentally Harmful Subsidies – Best practices in the Member States 

IC stated that the round table on environmentally harmful subsidies (EHS) would be intended to 

share the ongoing work in the MSs and discuss whether it would be useful to launch a platform 

on EHS between the MSs with the support of the Commission.  

 

Manfred Rosenstock (MR, COMM-ENV) reported that EHS had been discussed in the ENV 

Council in October 2015 and has also been raised at the international level. The phasing out of 

EHS is encouraged in several documents, such as the 7
th
 EAP, the Europe 2020 Strategy and the 

Roadmap to a resource efficient Europe. The main challenge remains the identification, 

quantification, and assessment of harmfulness. He provided several examples of MSs' initiatives 

to reform EHS or fossil fuel subsidies and noted that the EU now endorsed the new OECD rules 

to restrict export credits to coal-fired power plants.
14

 He then invited the participants to comment 

on the following questions: 

 

 Have you had any cases where EHS were reviewed, reformed or abolished in your 

country in recent years? What has been your experience there? 

 Did it involve discussions or cooperation with colleagues in the Economy or Finance 

Ministries? 

 Fossil-fuel subsidies have been rather well analysed and quantified. Which other 

subsidies would you seek to address as a priority? 

 Should a process be launched for exchanging experience and best practices on EHS 

reform between MS? 

 

Some MSs reported on concrete measures taken to eliminate EHS, such as an inventory on EHS, 

increasing the price of diesel fuel, work at the regional level in the form of road charging and 

vehicle taxation, and the initiation and evaluation of several studies on the subject. One MS has 

developed indicators, including two related to the environment, that are intended to prevent the 

introduction of new EHS. In another country, a tax commission has been created with 16 concrete 

proposals on how to deal with EHS. The lessons learnt included the phasing out of electricity-

production subsidies, a gradual removal of subsidies for fisheries, less environmentally harmful 

                                                        
13 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/news/efe/articles/2013/06/article_20130601_04_en.htm  
14 http://www.oecd.org/newsroom/statement-from-participants-to-the-arrangement-on-officially-supported-export-

credits.htm  

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/news/efe/articles/2013/06/article_20130601_04_en.htm
http://www.oecd.org/newsroom/statement-from-participants-to-the-arrangement-on-officially-supported-export-credits.htm
http://www.oecd.org/newsroom/statement-from-participants-to-the-arrangement-on-officially-supported-export-credits.htm
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effects of agricultural policies, and a tax system for commuter support, which now favours public 

transport over private. The country recommended to link the EHS issue with other ongoing 

reform processes and to compensate the losers, as there are many ways to do so.  

 

Several MSs expressed the wish for more clarity and action at EU level, as this would trigger 

more progress in the national ministries. IC noted that it might be difficult to find a common 

definition of EHSs but that this should not prevent action at national level. Constanze Adolf 

(Green Budget Europe) reiterated that a political decision is needed given that the same 

discussions have been ongoing 20 years. She asked how more action could be reached. IC noted 

that EHS is still included in the Semester, having references in the Semester Country Reports but 

that most of the CSRs on taxation of 2014 and before were not followed up by MSs. Hence, the 

Commission had decided to focus on fewer CSRs in 2015 to ensure their implementation.  

 

One MS reported that their definition would be a narrower than the one used in the presentation. 

According to their definition, they do not have fossil fuel subsidies.  

 

Luc Bas (IUCN) encouraged MSs to use the financial benefits of reducing EHS. If the 

environmental harm could be explained in economic terms, the incentive to reduce them would 

be a lot higher.   

 

MR welcomed the experience of the MSs and thanked them for their input. He highlighted that if 

there would be interest for further discussions, the Commission could establish an informal forum 

for interested parties to talk further.  

 

Ronald Steenblik (OECD) presented the current work of the OECD on EHS. He explained that 

the OECD maintained inventories of support measures for agriculture, fisheries, and fossil-fuels. 

Following the G20 leaders’ declaration, which cited the International Energy Agency’s estimates 

of subsidies arising in countries in which the domestic price of one or more fossil fuels was lower 

than the world reference price, the OECD has concentrated on budgetary support and tax 

expenditures benefitting fossil fuels. He argued that the non-internalised externalities should not 

be renamed as “subsidies”, which leads to confusion, but should be kept separate.  

 

Informed policy-making: new studies  

 

a) Results of the DG ENV study on environmental fiscal reform potential (new for PT and LU, 

update for 26 MSs) 

Jonathan Parker (JP, COMM-ENV) introduced Tim Elliot and Patrick ten Brink (Eunomia 

Research & Consulting, IIEP, respectively) and invited them to presented their findings and state 

of play of the study on environmental fiscal reform (EFR) potential
 
.
15

 The study covers all 28 

MSs and – as a new feature – assesses the political feasibility of introducing environmental tax 

reforms. The study showed that the total environmental benefits for the EU 28 MSs would be 

                                                        
15 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/green_semester/studies_en.htm  

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/green_semester/studies_en.htm
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around EUR 14 billion. The consultants are also delivering input to an Environmental Fiscal 

Reform Information System (EFRIS), which will be a mechanism for collating all the information 

from different sources and for tracking progress in different countries. The aim of this tool would 

be to make data on EFR more easily accessible to stakeholders. Tim Elliot explained how the tool 

could be used, which will allow for a comparison of MSs' tax levels and good practices. In the 

future, the tool could be used to track environmental tax reforms and assess historic trends.  

 

Patrick ten Brink presented the findings of the political feasibility assessment and questionnaire. 

The most significant additional revenue in the category pollution and resource taxes would come 

from water abstraction because most countries do not have one in place. He showed the lessons 

learnt and concluded that a number of windows of opportunity have been identified, including in 

the short term. The cooperation between MSs could support policy making and help to overcome 

concerns related to cross-border fiscal heterogeneity. The EU could play a role in facilitating EFR 

and stakeholder engagement could help to overcome social and industry resistance to reform.  

 

JP thanked the consultants for their presentation and concluded that EFR would probably remain 

the key element in the Semester in terms of getting environmental issues into the Semester 

Country Reports. JP asked the MSs if there were objections to publishing these data, but no MS 

objected; consequently, he added that the report would be published the following week. 

 

b) Call for research proposals on Circular Economy 

Jesus Maria Alquezar-Sabadie (JAS, COMM-RTD) gave a short presentation of the call for 

research proposals on "Macro-economic and societal benefits from creating new markets in a 

circular economy." Within the context of the Semester the topic aims to provide information and 

analysis on green and blue growth potentials, on how to build further on the achievements of the 

waste and water sectors, and how to embed the role of the digital economy into these 

considerations. The research could improve the Semester evidence-base and develop options for 

policies and investments. The deadline would be 8 March 2016. A link has been on the Greening 

the European Semester webpage since late 2015. 

 

Conclusions 

JP thanked all participants for their contributions and informed them that the next Expert Group 

Meeting is foreseen for 14 September 2016. He noted that the presentations will be made 

available on the DG ENV EU Semester website.
16

  

                                                        
16 http://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/green_semester/expert_group_en.htm  

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/integration/green_semester/expert_group_en.htm

