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“I’m only here for this moment. I know 
everybody here wants you”, a young 
songwriter sang in the mid-‘90s. His words 
aptly � t the current state of discussions 
about the EU ETS reform that have taken 
place over the past weeks. The time for a 
change in the EU carbon market is now 
and a plethora of stakeholders seem to 
be ‘tugging at the sleeve’ of the EU ETS, 
looking to seduce it with many di� erent 
reform proposals.

EFET believes that the focus should be 
on what the carbon market needs to be 
kept alive and e�  ciently contribute to 
the EU’s carbon reduction objectives: too 
often we tend to forget that the market is 
not an abstract entity, but rather a set of 
actors who, moved by the law of supply 
and demand, negotiate a deal on the 
best terms they can. The market, for some 
time, has been telling us one thing all too 
clearly: as a result of the combined e� ect 
of overlapping policies and economic 
downturn, the huge surplus of certi� cates 
is putting the central role and the very 
existence of the EU ETS at risk.

The market will not tolerate a half-
hearted reform that is unable to remove 
quickly the surplus of certi� cates. Europe 
needs a cost-e�  cient decarbonisation of its 
economy through a unique, EU-wide and 

robust price signal for investment in low-
carbon technology. This is also needed in 
order to put the polluter-pays principle into 
practice and to help phase-out subsidies for 
renewable energy sources.

So, how to seduce the EU ETS? 

1) Ensure consistency between the 
EU ETS and other climate policies 
(such as renewable energy, energy 
e�  ciency). We believe this is a much 
more crucial issue than the risk of 
carbon leakage, which is monopolising 
the current policy discussion.

2) Strengthen the governance of the 
EU ETS: the EU Commission should 
take a more active role in preventing 
and addressing the distortions caused 
by overlapping policies, by making 
sure that no national policies are 
approved without being supported 
by a full assessment of their impact on 
the EU ETS.

3) Strengthen the Market Stability 
Reserve (MSR) at the earliest 
opportunity, by increasing the 
maximum withdrawal rate to 33%, 
as this will accelerate/slow down the 
extraction rate of allowances when it is 
most needed.

4) Better target free allocation, by 
not allocating free allowances to 
sectors with insigni� cant exposure 
to the risk of carbon leakage. Free 
allocation should also be considered 
as a transitional measure, with the 
ultimate goal being the full auctioning 
of allowances. 

5) Move to shorter trading periods of 
5 years, which would have the clear 
bene� t of improving the ‘accuracy’ 
of the cap setting process and would 
ensure full alignment with the 5-year 
reviews and submissions of climate 
pledges requested by the Paris 
Agreement.

Once stakeholders and policy-makers 
understand the importance of applying 
these � ve proposals, then we shall see that 
the EU ETS has not lost its charm after all, 
and can be wooed by determined suitors. 

For further information, please contact: 
Pietro Baldovin, 

EFET Regulatory and Policy Associate
E-mail: P.Baldovin@efet.org

 The best means to ensure true competition is through continued adherence to market principles. We highlight this belief by adding 
a strapline under our name to re� ect the main driver behind our work: a conviction that it is essential to maintain and build trust in 
power and gas markets across Europe, especially at the wholesale level. 

To see our refreshed pro� le (new strapline, a refreshed logo and mission statement, and a revised version of our Core Principles for 
Energy Markets) visit our website: http://efet.org/AboutUs.  

 “Everybody here wants you”
 Five EFET ways to seduce the EU ETS
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When millions of Syrian
refugees felt forgotten,

the world responded.
That glimmer of hope is

keeping them going.
 

But this winter, many more 
still urgently need our help.

Your donation to the World Food Programme
could make a huge difference by providing
Syrian refugees with vital food vouchers 
to buy food.
 
No refugee should go hungry.
 
PLEASE MAKE A DONATION TODAY.
wfp.org/Syria

THANK YOU.
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WFP is the world’s largest humanitarian agency 
providing food asssistance to some 80 million 

people in 80 countries.

Give Hope
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EDITORIAL

There were more than a few howls of despair from the 
Brussels bubble earlier this month over the temerity of some 
jumped up journalists daring to throw together a list of the 
great and the good in the European Parliament. Rather than 
embrace the idea that, although perhaps lacking in scientifi -
cally rigour, the creation of the list perhaps says a lot more 
about the quality of MEPs compared to those of the past. 
Predicably, the majority of e� ort went into shooting the 

messenger. Despite the fact that the list ended up stimulating a second, even 
more interesting, list, it was all too much for the Place Lux thought police, 
many of whom seemed personally insulted by a particular deputy’s inclusion 
or exclusion. Personally I’d like to see more lists like Politico’s 40 MEPs that 
matter and I’d like to see more debate, online and o�  ine, where MEPs are out 
there doing their thing, day in day out. That was the thinking way back when 
we launched the MEP awards. Clever clogs that we were, we recognised that 
even before the Lisbon treaty gave MEPs a bit of a legislative leg-up, they 
were worth bothering about. Not as big as the 40 list and sadly for the anti-
journalist brigade, nominated by those troubling outsiders called joe public, 
we’ve been promoting our 15 fave MEPs for more than a decade now. Find out 
who mattered at this year’s MEP awards at www.mepawards.eu 

And talking about MEPs that matter, this issue’s cover star, Ian Duncan, 
must be up there with the best. Despite having only been an MEP for two 
years, he’s already made a name for himself across a range of environmentally 
focused issues. The Parliament’s lead rapportueur on ETS reform is sure to be 
trending this week as the bubble devours his shiny new report. Interviewed by 
yours truly for almost an hour, unfortunately all the juicy stu�  had to be cut so 
we could focus on free allowances and carbon leaking… Keep your eyes peeled 
on the website for a follow up interview, where you’ll fi nd out why I kept ask-
ing Ian about ‘Tricky Dicky’. 

Brian Johnson
Managing editor
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On-demand digital services such 
as Netflix and Amazon face a call 

that at least 20 per cent of the cata-
logues they offer to EU subscribers 
should be produced in Europe.

A raft of proposals unveiled last 
Wednesday mean that the new wave 
of digital and on-demand and stream-
ing services would have to adhere to 
the same, or similar, commitments 
that traditional TV broadcasters are 
forced to follow in Europe.

Currently, European TV broadcast-
ers invest around 20 per cent of their 
revenues in original content and on 
demand providers less than one per 
cent.

“These percentages are not going 
to represent a major effort,” said 
Günther Oettinger, the Commissioner 
responsible for Europe’s digital single 
market. “We are providing a certain 

degree of security for the European 
film industry.”

The German official added, “This is 
also all about trying to create a Euro-
pean identity.”

But Paul Nuttall, UKIP deputy 
leader, criticised the quota system; 
“This is just regulation for regula-
tion’s sake. Netflix themselves have 
said that they are pushing more and 
more ‘home-grown’ material without 
this regulation so why on earth is the 
EU getting involved?”

Netflix said it already devotes more 
than a fifth of its catalogue to Euro-
pean content. 

Indirect ETS costs impose a huge 
burden on many of the EU’s stra-

tegically important industries. For 
aluminium – the most exposed of 
these – these costs are seven times 
higher than those of direct emissions. 
For a western European smelter, a 
carbon price of €5 adds four per cent 
to today’s aluminium price.

Paradoxically, climate change 
regulations risk closing the cleanest 
aluminium production in the world, 
undermining Europe’s lead in climate 
technology increasing “carbon leak-
age”. This is a serious problem requir-
ing urgent action. 

Now is the time to treat to the twin 
offspring of ETS – direct and indirect 
carbon costs – equally. The EU needs 
to tackle the issue of indirect costs 
compensation by applying identical 
principles to those that guide com-
pensation for direct costs. 

This requires full compensation of 
indirect costs at benchmark levels, 
guaranteeing that the top performers 
do not incur undue costs. No more, 
no less. Otherwise, change will come 
too late for the EU’s power-intensive 
industries. 

Gerd Götz is Director General of European 
Aluminium

P M + :  E T S  r E f o r M 

L E g i S L a T i o n  w a T c h

As the emissions trAding 
system (ets) reform debAte 
intensifies, mePs And eU 
member stAtes mUst resolve 
the issUe of indirect cArbon 
costs comPensAtion, sAys 
gerd götz

commission wAnts 
controversiAl eU qUotAs 
for on-demAnd services
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Gabrielius Lansbergis has left 
his seat in Parliament earlier 

than planned. The former EPP group 
member is heading back to his na-
tive Lithuania to campaign ahead of 
October’s general election. He is the 
leader of the Homeland 
Union-Lithuanian 
Christian Democrats. 
Lansbergis was 
elected to Parliament 
in 2014, and served 
as a Vice-Chair of 
Parliament’s delegation 
to the EU-Kazakhstan, EU-
Kyrgyzstan, EU-Uzbekistan and EU-
Tajikistan parliamentary cooperation 
committees and for relations with 
Turkmenistan and Mongolia. Former 
MEP Laima Liucija Andrikienė is ex-
pected to return to Brussels to replace 
him. She was previously a European 
deputy from 2004 to 2014, and was a 
Vice-Chair of Parliament’s subcom-
mittee on human rights.

Peter Eriksson is also leaving his 
seat, after having been appointed as 
Sweden’s new minister for housing 
and digitalisation following a cabinet 
reshuffle. An MEP since 2014, he 
was a Vice-Chair of the Greens/EFA 
group. Jakop Dalunde is set to 
replace him. The 32-year old 
self-described ‘visionary realist’ 
is currently a member of the 
Swedish Parliament, where 
he works on climate change, 
migration and development. 

Meanwhile, Eleni Theocharous 
was elected to Cyprus’ House of 
Representatives, but her party felt she 
would be better suited to serving the 
country’s interests at European level. 

As such her seat was given to 
Giorgos Papadopoulos and she will 
remain an MEP. Theocharous, who 
last March left the EPP group to 
join the ECR group, noted that the 
coming months will be crucial for 
Cyprus. The country has been locked 

in a decades-long dispute between 
its Turkish and Greek communities, 
with the island split in half. Peace 
talks have been ongoing for years and 
it was hoped that a solution would 
be reached by the end of this year. 

However, the most recent round of 
negotiations was abruptly can-

celled. The problem has been 
exacerbated by the recent deal 
struck between Turkey and 
the EU to help deal with the 

refugee crisis; observers believe 
making too many concessions to 

Ankara will politically weaken Cyp-
riot President Nicos Anastasiades. 
Presidential elections are set to take 
place in 2018, and Eleni Theocharous 
recently announced her intention to 
run. She will be the first woman to do 
so.

In more routine news, last week saw 
some rapporteur appointments. S&D 
group Vice-Chair Tanja Fajon 
will lead the dossier on visa 
liberalisation for Kosovo. EPP 
group MEP Mariya Gabriel will 
be rapporteur on visa liberalisa-
tion for Ukraine. Angelika Mlinar, 
a member of the ALDE group, was 

named standing rapporteur 
on gender mainstream-

ing.
Zbigniew Kuźmiuk, 

a Polish ECR group 
deputy, was elected 

as second Vice-Chair 
of the agriculture and 

rural affairs committee. 
He replaces his compatriot Janusz 
Wojciechowski, who was recently ap-
pointed as a member of the Court of 
Auditors and resigned as an MEP. 

KeeP trAcK of develoPments in the eUroPeAn institUtions 
And PUblic AffAirs with oUr movers And shAKers colUmn

M o v E r S  a n d  S h a k E r S

Dods People is a 
comprehensive online 
service that provides you 
with unparalleled access to 

both the political representatives and public 
affairs professionals across the European Union. 

stricter rUles for 
medicAl device sAfety

MEPs last week informally 
agreed with the Dutch EU 

Council presidency on stricter 
monitoring and certification 
procedures for medical 
devices, such as breast 
and hip implants. This 
is to ensure they fully 
comply with safety 
and traceability require-
ments. They also agreed 
on tighter ethical requirements for 
diagnostic medical devices such as 
those used for DNA testing.

A new deAl for energy 
consUmers

Parliament has voted in favour of 
a resolution on a ‘new deal for 

energy consumers’. The text advo-
cates for greater power for consum-
ers in the energy market, through 

collective buying, household 
power generation, better 
price comparison tools and 
making it easier to switch 
energy providers and 

tariffs. The non-binding text 
is intended as a recommenda-

tion to the Commission as it pre-
pares its energy union legislation.

mePs wAnt toUgher 
PrivAcy shield

In a resolution passed by 501 
votes to 119 with 31 abstentions, 

MEPs called on the Commission 
to address “deficiencies” in the 
deal. They do not believe the latest 
EU-US data sharing agreement 
does enough to protect personal 
data. They took issue with the US 
ombudsman, who they do not view 
as “sufficiently independent” nor 

“vested with ad-
equate powers 
to effectively 
exercise and 

enforce its 
duty.” 

i n  B r i E f
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@mArtinselmAyr
Martin Selmayr 

#G7 2017 with Trump, Le Pen, Boris 

Johnson, Beppe Grillo? A horror scenario 

that shows well why it is worth fighting 

populism. #withJuncker

@hAnsvAnbAAlen
Hans van Baalen MEP 

Releasing Nadiya #Savchenko was the 

only right thing for #Putin to do 

@sebdAnce
Seb Dance MEP 

Dutch King: “I belong to 1st generation 

that has not known war on this continent. 

I want future generations to also never 

experience it”

@rebhArms 
Rebecca Harms 

Nadya is free! I am very glad.Hope 

to meet her in real life soon in #kyiv 

#Savchenko #LetMyPeopleGo @

EuromaidanPR

@AnsiP_eU
Andrus Ansip 

Today we formally propose ending 

discrimination against online buyers 

based on their location, nationality 

#geoblocking #eCommerce

Three new members entered the 
Swedish cabinet. Ann Linde was 

appointed EU minister, a role that 
previously did not exist. Greens/
EFA group MEP Peter Eriksson was 
named housing and digitalisation 
minister. Karolina Skog 
has taken the reins 
of the environment 
ministry. Isabella 
Lövin, international 
development coop-
eration minister, will 
also now be responsible 
for climate issues, which 
previously fell under the environment 
ministry’s umbrella.

Malta’s health and energy minister 
Konrad Mizzi was removed from his 
position following his involvment 
in the Panama Papers scandal, but 
retains some responsibilities on spe-
cific projects and will report to Prime 
Minister Joseph Muscat, 
who will be personally 
responsible for the energy 
portfolio. Chris Fearne was 
named as health minister. 
Jose Herrera became 
environment minister and 
Manuel Mallia became 
minister for competitive-
ness, digital economy 
and maritime affairs.

Meanwhile, in Ro-
mania, Dacian Cioloș’s 
technocratic government has 
been rocked by several scandals 
since April. EU funds minister Aura 
Răducu resigned at the Prime Min-
ister’s request and was replaced by 
Cristian Ghinea. Culture minister 
Vlad Alexandrescu resigned after be-
ing embroiled in a scandal at the Bu-
charest National Opera, and has been 
replaced by Corina Șuteu. Health 
minister Patriciu Achimas-Cadariu 
also submitted his resignation, the 
fourth in the space of a month, after 
he disagreed with the government’s 

handling of a hospital disinfectants 
scandal. Vlad Voiculesc has been ap-
pointed to the role.

In Bulgaria, deputy Prime Minister 
and minister for labour and social 
policy Ivailo Kalfin resigned shortly 

after his party said it was withdraw-
ing its support to the govern-

ment due to disagreement over 
changes in the electoral code. 
Deputy labour minister, Zor-
nitsa Rusinova replaced him.

Slovenia’s culture minister 
Julijana Bizjak Mlakar stepped 

down over a dispute surrounding 
the UNESCO-listed Idrija mercury 
mine. Prior to her resignation, Prime 
Minister Miro Cerar had called for a 
vote of confidence on her dismissal, 
which she had rejected. Tone Peršak 
has now taken on the role.

Over in southern Europe, Spain is 
gearing up for elections on 26 June, 

following the inconclusive 
outcome last December. 
Former MEP Pablo 
Iglesias’ Podemos party 
has struck a deal to run 
alongside the United Left.

In Italy, Prime Minister 
Matteo Renzi called a 

confidence vote in the 
light of the same-sex 
civil unions bill, which 
was approved. His Per-
manent Representative 

to the EU, Carlo Calenda 
returned to Italy to replace Federica 
Guidi as minister for economic de-
velopment. Maurizio Massari is set 
to replace him in Brussels. Massari is 
will be the third Italian representative 
taking up office since March. 

dods PeoPle eU’s ifigeniA bAlKoUrA rePorts on 
governmentAl shAKeUPs Across eUroPe

M o v E r S  a n d  S h a k E r S :  g o v E r n M E n T S

Dods People is a 
comprehensive online 
service that provides you 
with unparalleled access to 

both the political representatives and public 
affairs professionals across the European Union. 
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PORTABILITY

E uropean citizens will only 
exploit the potential of the 
digital single market when 
they feel they are adequately 

protected, with the rights they enjoy 
in their daily lives also applicable to 
online purchases.

A fi rst step in creating the digital 
single market is ensuring the port-
ability of digital content across 
Europe. Currently, if I buy a DVD in 
Italy and I decide to take it with me to 
Belgium, the idea of being forced to 
leave it at the border because I don’t 
have the right to view it outside Italy 
would seem absurd. 

Unfortunately, this is exactly what 
happens with digital content. I buy 
a TV series or a fi lm on a digital 
platform in my own country to watch 
it on my laptop. Yet when I move 
abroad I am no longer able to watch 
it, even though I have paid to do so, 
just as I would have paid for a DVD. 

This practice must end if the 
digital single market is to 
become a reality. 
We must regu-
late it properly, 
without com-
promising 
the delicate 
balance 
underly-
ing the 

fi nancing model for producing digital 
content. Issues of taxation will not be 
addressed in this report.

Portability should be guaranteed at 
all times. Setting a maximum number 
of days per year during which some-
one who travels abroad, but within 
the EU, is allowed to watch legally 
purchased digital content, is clearly 
not the answer.

Some have dismissed the issue as 
a ‘marginal problem’, claiming that 
only a small portion of people go 
abroad for more than 10 days a year. 
A few years ago, that same argument 
was invoked by those who wanted 
to present roaming as a niche issue. 
We must remember that the number 
of people consuming digital content 
increases year on year, with growing 
infl uence over the digital content 
market.

The Commission’s proposal is pri-
marily aimed at these people, there-
fore we should be more ambitious. 
As such, we are completely opposed 
to excluding Erasmus students from 
new portability proposals, as some 
have suggested doing. These are 
people to whom the EU has promoted 
mobility to in recent years. Excluding 

them would be hugely contradictory. 
In this regard, one of the report’s 

objectives will be to identify an open 
list of criteria to determine a person’s 
habitual residence, of which they can 
only have one. These criteria should 
be defi ned by the Commission, fol-
lowing consultation with consumers. 
Controls must be proportionate and 
reasonable.

Portability will cover paid services. 
As for ‘free’ services, which are not 
automatically covered, operators 
may choose to opt in only if they set 
up e� ective means to verify habitual 
residence.

I believe that the ultimate goal is to 
fi nd precisely the right balance. This 
should guarantee the rights of those 
who have legitimately purchased 
digital content, while maintaining an 
environment where national and local 
productions are not stifl ed by a few 
big players. 

That is why I believe it is necessary 
to prevent the creation of a pan-
European portability license, as has 
been proposed by the Commission.

In a Union that prides itself 
on freedom of movement of 
its people and encourages 
mobility, it makes no sense 
to stifle the portability of 
legally purchased digital 
content, writes Marco Zullo

Striking the right balance

Marco Zullo (EFDD, IT) Is 
Parliament’s rapporteur on cross-
border portability of online content 
services in the internal market

“Setting a 
maximum 
number of days 
per year during 
which someone 
who travels 
abroad, but 
within the EU, 
is allowed to 
watch legally 
purchased 
digital content, 
is not the 
answer”
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It is now time for an inte-
grated vision of internal 

and external policies in 
terms of human develop-
ment, poverty reduction 
and sustainable develop-
ment, within all areas of 
the SDGs, including the 
Europe2020 strategy.

‘Transforming our world: 
the 2030 agenda for sus-
tainable development’ is, 
above all, about ensuring a 
better future for the world 
population. It’s about fight-
ing inequalities, working 
together towards progress, 
full employment and shared 
economic growth. It’s about 

global security. It’s no 
longer just about eradicat-
ing poverty. 

It’s about facing up to the 
economic, political, social 
and environmental chal-
lenges of our globalised 
world, in a sustainable 

manner. 
Beyond statements and 
speeches, it’s about ac-

tion. 
A first crucial step, 

a tangible act of 
good faith, would 
be for governments 
to finally meet their 
commitments, by 

devoting 0.7 per cent 
of their GDP to devel-

opment assistance. This 
was a promise made at 

the G8 summit in Glenea-
gles in 2005. Eradicating 
poverty is both a moral 
duty and an economic 
obligation. 

We are painfully remind-
ed of this every day. 

Louis Michel (ALDE, BE) is Chair of 
Parliament’s delegation to the ACP-
EU joint parliamentary assembly

Today, the private sector creates 90 per cent of the jobs 
and income for poor people in partner countries. It ac-

counts for 84 per cent of GDP and provides a sustainable 
base for domestic resource mobilisation.

The European Commission has pledged to allocate 
€4.8bn by 2020 in order to leverage at least €66bn in 
investments from financial institutions and private 
investors in Sub-Saharan Africa, Asia and Latin America. 
Around 170 projects, worth almost €30bn, are already in 
the pipeline. At the same time, a further €2bn 
will be earmarked to support local private sec-
tor development in partner countries.

The road ahead is paved with challenges. An 
essential first step will be to create an environ-
ment where private initiatives can flourish. 
Currently, 60 per cent of the developing world’s 
jobs are in micro, small and medium sized 
enterprises, yet 70 per cent of them receive 
no help from financial institutions, despite 
requiring investment to grow and create jobs. 
Meanwhile, 2.5 billion people in developing 

countries, particularly women and young people, remain 
excluded from the formal financial sector.

In any period so defined by crises and austerity, it is 
understandable for people to question the validity of 
aid. Yet for every story of waste and corruption splashed 
across our newspapers, there are a thousand more untold 
where people are fed, life-threatening illnesses are treated 
and anything from clear water to education is provided. 
The European Sustainable Development Week is the ideal 
platform to make these stories known. 

Nirj Deva (ECR, UK) is a Vice-Chair of Parliament’s development committee

T h e  s T o r i e s  w o r T h  T e l l i n g

The susTainable developmenT goals will 
noT be achieved wiThouT fosTering public-
privaTe parTnerships, wriTes nirj deva

A  f e l l o w s h i p,  n o T  A  f o l l o w s h i p

more Than words, 
The eu musT Take 
concreTe acTions To 
face up To Today’s 
global challenges, 
says louis michel

working with businesses 
and setting the world 
on a path to sustain-
able development 
for the fulfilment 
and wellbeing of 
everyone. Above 
all, it’s about 
becoming aware 
of our shared 
responsibility.

The EU is deter-
mined to play a part 
in this process. It can 
and it must. The EU must 
be a fellowship – not a ‘fol-
lowship’. The EU is both a 
willing participant and a 
beacon of hope, choosing 
to update the European 
consensus on development 
– a pillar of development 
policy – to put it in line with 
the realities and challenges 
that increasingly threaten 
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EU DEVELOPMENT DAYS

E ach year, the EU Develop-
ment Days bring together 
leading experts in the fi eld 
of development policy. They 

spend two days discussing new ways 
of solving the world’s most pressing 
development challenges. This year’s 
edition is particularly signifi cant, as 
these will be the fi rst Development 
Days taking place following adop-
tion of the Sustainable Development 
Goals (SDGs) and the 2030 Agenda. 

The EU, says Paavo Väyrynen, a 
Vice-Chair of Parliament’s develop-
ment committee, “carries considerable 
weight in achieving the SDGs,” given 
that it is “the biggest player on the 
global trading scene and the largest 
contributor of development assis-
tance.” In an ever-globalising world, 
“the policies adopted in the European 
Union – not only in development but 
also trade, investment, migration, secu-
rity, etc. – have signifi cant implications 
for the developing world. This is why 
wider policy coherence for sustainable 
development should be covered com-
prehensively in all European decision-
making.”

Ignazio Corrao, an EFDD group 
member of the development com-
mittee, agrees. “Policy coherence is 
of the utmost importance. Without 
policy coherence, all EU 
development policies will 
be ine� ective and doomed 
to failure.”

He believes that respect 
for human rights and 
sustainable development 
are at the core of the EU’s 
development policy priori-

ties. “Every single specifi c policy, as 
well as the overall development policy 
framework, should be based on these 
two essential values.” Other pillars of 
an e� ective development policy, says 
Corrao, include the fi ght against 
corruption and tax evasion. He 
sees these as being, “among the 
main obstacles to development.”

For Ulrike Lunacek, a Parlia-
ment Vice-President and speaker 
at the Development Days, another 
important issue is the gender 
gap. “The sad fact is that 
although the status of 
women’s rights is ad-
vancing in several parts 
of the world, a huge 
gender gap still exists 
in many countries.”

Yet she notes that; 
“More women in leader-
ship positions means a more 
balanced view on society and poli-
cymaking. Women’s participation 
in political spheres and decision-
making spaces is essential to 
ensuring that democracies are 
truly representative. It tells young 
girls and boys that power can, 
and should, be held equally.” 
The Austrian deputy adds 
that, “While women and 

children are most a� ected by armed 
confl icts and wars, only nine per cent of 
peace negotiators are women.”

S&D group MEP Julie Ward, also a 
speaker at the conference, is a strong 
advocate for children’s rights. She 
says, “We all understand instinctively 
that war and confl ict are situations 

that children should 
not experience, but 

this should not 
apply only to 
child soldiers 
or refugees. 
Confl ict zones 

where state 
institutions are 

fragile produce 
complex realities that 

go unreported.”
In Afghanistan, for 

example; “Many children 
grow up in extreme 
conditions of confl ict and 

poverty. If they end up on 
the streets, fl eeing abuse, 

or in the case of girls, 
committing ‘moral-

ity o� ences’, they 
may end up 
incarcerated, 
often without 
trial and in 
inhumane 

conditions. Over 
1000 children are 

currently detained in 
Afghanistan.”

Underlining the severity 
of the situation, Ward 
says, “There are 1.4 billion 
people living in fragile 

states in the world today, 
a truly staggering fi gure. 

We must invest more in 
programmes that emphasise local 

ownership and leadership.” 

As the world’s largest contributor of development 
assistance, the EU has a crucial role to play in delivering 
the SDGs, a topic set to dominate Development Days

Adopting coherent 
development policies

“While women and children 
are most a� ected by armed 
conflicts and wars, only 
nine per cent of peace 
negotiators are women”
Ulrike Lunacek 
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PLASMA DISEASES

I n recent years health has become 
an increasingly important topic 
within European policymaking, 
developing from simple product-

related legislation to more general, 
health system-related legislation.

Plasma disorders are life-threat-
ening and have a major impact on 
everyday life - the most commonly 
known being haemophilia. European 
legislation on healthcare issues such 
as plasma disorders has a dual aim. 
Firstly, there is an interest in greater 
European cooperation in procure-
ment processes involved in haemo-
philia treatments and the related 
importance for 
small and medium 
sized businesses 
that specialise in 
healthcare. 

Secondly, eve-
rything is about 
scientifi c and 
technological pro-
gress, which plays 
a crucial role in the 
development of 
new generations of 
diagnostics and treatments and hence 
improves the health of patients and 
their ability to live in an independent 
manner.

As politicians and especially as 
European decision makers, I truly 
believe that we have a responsibility 
for patients in general, including 
those who su� er from a rare plasma 
disorder and the diseases that result 
from it.

To tackle the particular challenges 
we face in the health sector, we must 
fi rst strive for new scientifi c solutions 
and better cures. Collecting of ac-
curate data on rare plasma disorders 
can also help generate awareness 
among stakeholders. 

Here in the European Parliament 
we are witnessing a highly positive 
development in the growing commit-
ment to raise the quality of science-
based evidence throughout the 
legislative cycle. To ensure this, we 
have established the European Par-
liamentary Research Service, which 
includes a scientifi c foresight unit, 
aimed at anticipating trends in di� er-
ent scientifi c fi elds. As Chair of the 
Parliament’s Science and Technology 
Options Assessment (STOA) Panel, 
I am convinced of the need to base 
legislation on scientifi c evidence. 
This way, we can address the global 
challenges we now face and in the 
future across the many fi elds of life 
science. 

STOA provides 
independent 
scientifi c advice 
for the Parliament 
by carrying out 
projects to identify 
long-term strategic 
policy options in 
specifi c science and 
technology policy 
areas. It looks to 
stimulate debate 
on techno-scientifi c 

issues that are of current political 
relevance, facilitating the exchange of 
views between experts, policymakers 
and the general public. Increasingly, 
health and new technologies in life 
sciences are becominge one of 
STOA’s main focus areas. Projects 
have been carried out in the areas of 
nanomedicine, brain disorders and 
infectious diseases.

The most valuable contributors 

when talking about rare plasma dis-
orders are those who donate blood or 
plasma and by so doing provide relief 
for patients who depend on such 
contributions in their daily lives. As 
we work to improve the situation for 
people with rare plasma disorders, we 
must include all major stakeholders in 
the decision-making process. Patient 
organisations make a vital contribu-
tion in increasing general awareness. 
In addition, the contribution of 
businesses active in the health sector 
in collecting plasma and providing 
plasma-based therapies, together with 
the scientifi c community developing 
scientifi c and technological options 
are essential in treating diseases and 
vital when it comes to the treatment 
options available.

A joint approach involving all 
stakeholders is needed to make sure 
that European legislation truly makes 

It’s time for the EU to take 
action on rare plasma 
disorders, writes Paul Rübig

Blood simple

Paul Rübig (EPP, 
AT) is Chair of the 
European Parliament’s 
STOA panel

“We have a 
responsibility for 
patients in general, 
including those who 
su� er from a rare 
plasma disorder and 
the diseases that 
result from it”
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a di� erence for those a� ected by 
these diseases. I genuinely believe 
that a fruitful cooperation between 
the scientifi c community, the entre-
preneurial world, politicians and pub-
lic administrators benefi ts innovation 
as a whole in the area of treatment, 
care and health technologies. Such 
cooperation stimulates the transfer 
and exchange of the knowledge 
and skills that are so important in 
generating health sector innovation. 
We need to encourage Europe’s 
entrepreneurial potential to close the 
gap between research and innovation, 
supporting European industry in de-
veloping new products and services.

Rare plasma disorder patients 
have had a special interest in the 
EU’s institutions and activities. The 
2002 blood directive was the fi rst 
piece of legislation setting minimum 
standards of quality and safety for 

blood products. It aimed at harmo-
nising the quality, collection, testing, 
processing, storage and distribution 
of blood and blood components. Ad-
ditionally, several EU initiatives were 
launched with the aim of improving 
the lives of people a� ected by rare 
plasma diseases, such as the pa-
tients’ rights in cross-border health-

care directive, the rare diseases 
policies initiated during France’s last 
EU Council presidency and the Eu-
ropean Commission’s Horizon 2020 
research and innovation programme. 

I am convinced that we should take 
a cross policy perspective, looking 
at all EU initiatives relevant to rare 
plasma disorders. From this perspec-
tive, policies such as the EU’s jobs 
and growth agenda o� er a chance 
to support people with rare plasma 
disorders. Only a healthy society can 
grow and prosper. Most plasma dis-
eases are treatable, and if patients are 
diagnosed and properly treated, they 
can continue contributing to society. 

The EU should therefore encour-
age investment in research and 
innovation so that Europe can 
continue to be a leader in innovative 
diagnostic and therapeutic solutions 
for plasma disorders.

“We need to 
encourage Europe’s 
entrepreneurial 
potential to close the 
gap between research 
and innovation, 
supporting European 
industry in developing 
new products 
and services”
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INTERVIEW

D
rafting his report, 
says Ian Duncan, was 
in many ways, the 
more straightforward 
element of being 
Parliament’s lead 
rapporteur on reform 

of the European Union’s emissions 
trading scheme (ETS). “It’s ensuring 
it maintains its integrity as it evolves 
and retains the support of those 
behind it, that’s the challenge,” says 
the ECR group MEP. Meeting up with 
the fellow Scot as he put the fi nishing 
touches to his report last week (if you 
are reading this, his report has gone 
public) there’s a sense of pride from 
Duncan and his staff  on what they’ve 
achieved. From the outset, the Tory 
MEP deliberately set out to “do things 
diff erently” in a bid to avoid the pit-
falls and failures of previous attempts 
at restructuring Europe’s fl agship CO2 
reduction scheme. 

“I’m pleased by how this has all 
unfolded because I’ve been a shadow 
rapporteur and watched others put 
together reports. So I’ve seen it done 
badly”, he says. On an issue as poten-
tially divisive as ETS reform, creating a 

better understanding of the positions 
of his colleagues and their respective 
political groups has been crucial in his 
attempt to succeed where successive 
reforms have failed. “The important 
thing for me - and this is why we did 
what we coined ‘shadow meetings’ 
- was that on each of the core areas 
where we thought there would be 
controversy, we had Chatham House 
style meetings. These were free fl ow-
ing, assistants could speak, members 
could speak and the witnesses we 
brought in were broadly suggested by 
the others. This allowed us, after those 
meetings had taken place, to set up 
what we’ve called the ‘skeleton report’ 
where we basically identifi ed all the 
issues that we thought needed to have 
an answer and we sought responses.” 
This has allowed Duncan to produce 
what he hopes is a report that will 
be viewed positively by Parliament’s 
larger political groups. “You can only 
do these things through collaboration; 
you can’t do it on the basis of running 
ahead and occasionally looking over 
your shoulder and hoping there are 
followers behind. You have to link 
arms, especially if you are in a smaller 

@PARLIMAG 

PLACES
TRADING
Ian Duncan talks to Brian Johnson about the diff iculties 
of building cross party consensus, skeleton reports and 
shadow meetings  and why free allowances are set to be the 
‘beating heart’ of the EU’s emissions trading scheme reforms
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group, and I’m in a smaller group. So 
I have to do it not just by persuasion, 
but by being open and very frank with 
people.” Quite simply, Duncan doesn’t 
have the numbers to railroad his views 
through the Parliament; so rather than 
risk repeating the failures of past ETS 
reforms, he decided to take a prag-
matic approach and focus more on the 
areas where he believed he could build 
cross-political group consensus. “And 
that has helped I think in this ETS dos-
sier because I don’t have the votes. My 
group, the ECR, even if they all sup-
ported me, which they don’t, wouldn’t 
provide enough votes, so I need to 
corral the entire Parliament and the 
diff erent political groups into a place 
where there are compromises that 
they can comfortably accept. Actually 
drafting the report wasn’t easy, but it 
was more straightforward because we 
knew exactly where the compromises 
were.”

It was while working in Brussels for 
the Scottish Parliament that Duncan 
says he was exposed to how the politi-
cal world worked here, “and with the 
Lisbon treaty coming along and the 
empowerment of the European Parlia-
ment, people began to recognise that 
this wasn’t just a rubber stamping area 
anymore, there were things that could 
be done.” Following his predecessor 
Struan Stevenson’s decision to step 
down at the last European elections, 
Duncan decided he wanted to see 
things from the inside. “At that point 
I worked for the Scottish Parliament 
in a restricted job, so I couldn’t be 
politically active. So even before the 
nomination came along I had to resign 
my job before I put my hat in the ring, 
before the whole process began, before 
I knew whether I’d be top of the list or 
bottom, I had to resign.” Duncan went 
from a job where he was earning a 
good salary to earning around €10 an 
hour. “My partner was very helpful in 
keeping the wolf from the door, thank-
fully. Then, through that process I was 
ranked number one and that made 
things easier, though not certain by 
any means. There were a few whiskery 
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“I’m pleased by how 
this has all unfolded 
because I’ve been a 
shadow rapporteur 
and watched 
others put together 
reports.  So I’ve 
seen it done badly”

→
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times when it didn’t look that promis-
ing”. However, in May 2014 he became 
Scotland’s only Conservative MEP. 
“The results of the European elections 
were the best we’d had for some time 
and the party is now in fi ne fettle.”

Gregarious, charming and deter-
mined to make a diff erence, Duncan 
describes himself as socially liberal 
and fi scally conservative - his over-
arching interests and passions lie 
within the wider environmental world. 
“That’s why I chose my committees 
carefully and within those committees 
I have chosen my dossiers with a de-
gree of focus, because those are areas I 
believe I can add value to.”

This lack of political dogmatism oc-
casionally confounds his fellow MEPs. 
“The fi rst joint publication I did was 
with Dutch Greens MEP Bas Eickhout 
when we looked at a North Sea energy 
grid; how would it work, what would it 
mean. We both came in from slightly 
diff erent directions but we were broad-
ly sharing the same views; that this is 

good for the Netherlands and good 
for Scotland. Bas was surprised at fi rst, 
pleasantly, I think and we continue to 
talk about future collaborations.”

Shortly after being appointed as 
rapporteur, Duncan said that the issue 
of free allowances would be the “beat-
ing heart” of the ETS debate. “With 
the carbon price sitting around at €5, 
that’s never going to drive change. At 
best that’s an irritant. So we need to be 
looking at drying up the allowances, 
which are fl ooding the market. This 
was the principle ambition of the 
market stability reserve (MSR)”. It was, 
he says, all going very well right up 
until the global economic downturn. 
“We found that the trajectories that in-
dustries had been on were simply not 
correct anymore and that the allow-
ances were just washing around. The 
MSR was meant to be the fi rst drying 
stage, but this will not really become a 
functional driver of innovation unless 
we start to see a carbon price that 
becomes more than just an irritant.”

However, it’s not all down to the ETS’ 
failure in forcing companies to change 
their ways, he argues. “Good compa-
nies should be innovating all the time. 
It should be in their DNA. But you’ve 
got to recognise that some are better 
than others at it. That’s why we have 
these funds for modernisation and in-
novation, to help drive progress where 
there are innovation log jams. We need 
to encourage innovation by whatever 
means we can. One would hope that 
the carbon price will begin to refl ect 
reality and as it rises, innovation is 
encouraged.” On the thorny issue of 
carbon leakage, one that often divides 
MEPs within their own political par-
ties and groupings, Duncan says that 
again he wants to take a pragmatic 
approach. “Carbon leakage at the 
moment isn’t really a factor that you 

INTERVIEW

“With the carbon price 
scudding around at €5, 
that’s never going to 
drive change. At best 
that’s an irritant. So 
we need to be looking 
at drying up the 
allowances which are 
flooding the market, 
which was the principle 
ambition of the market 
stability reserve (MSR)”
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can see. There may well be questions 
around what I call ‘investment leakage’  
at this stage where you actually find 
certain companies arguing that if the 
price were to rise inside the EU, “would 
we want to invest there?” That could 
happen, but at the moment carbon 
leakage is something that we need to 
prepare for rather than address in real 
time.  But there is no doubt that if this 

ETS reform works, the risk of carbon 
leakage will be real. Once you start to 
move back to where this whole journey 
began, with a carbon price of around 
€30, then you are talking about a seri-
ous driver of costs. It is then that we 
may witness the beginnings of carbon 
leakage. That’s what we’ve have to 
guard against. The last thing we want 
to do is to create a bright new tomor-

row inside Europe with no emissions 
because there are no emitters.” The 
challenge, Duncan says, is in creating 
a balance and a less “monolithic” ap-
proach. 

After the economic downturn there 
really should have been a fundamental 
reform of the emissions trading 
scheme that reflected the new real-
ity. “But there wasn’t. We ended up 
with the mechanism in place, rolling 
forward, the allowances glut that we 
are living through, with certain sectors 
even doing well out of it. I don’t think 
it was anticipated that would happen, 
but we are a long time through that 
economic crisis now and are only 
stumbling towards the reform that we 
know needs to happen”.

Duncan says he’s tried to find work-
able ways to address the core chal-
lenges of reforming the ETS, on linear 
reduction, the Paris accord, carbon 
leakage and the impact on smaller 
emitters. “Tiering is also one of the 
key challenges that we face. The broad 
debate has been, do you want to open 
the option share, do you want to tier it 
through or do you want to tier it using 
the cross-sectoral correction factor. 
Tiering has been pushed by a number 
of individuals, so has opening up the 
option share. I’ve been very clear that 
whatever comes out, I’m advocating it 
because it works, not because I’m dog-
matic.” He also wants to ensure those 
sectors that need some safeguarding 
can receive the protection that they 
missed out on in previous phases.

“We’ll know if I have indeed not sur-
prised anyone when the report comes 
out on Friday. I hope that people will 
judge it on its workability and I think, 
- and this is where I’m talking with my 
shadows - to see how then we begin to 
marshal it through the next steps.” 

EU member states have been a little 
bit distant so far he adds, Council are 
giving nothing away. They are playing 
their cards remarkably close to their 
chest. I don’t quite know where that 
third point in the triangle is. I know 
where the Commission is, I know 
where I am, where are they?” 
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ETS

T he European Union’s emis-
sions trading scheme (EU 
ETS) is, and needs to remain, 
the cornerstone of EU 

climate policy. The EU plays a lead-
ing role on the global stage when it 
comes to fi ghting climate change and 
I would like to keep it that way. There-
fore, I am glad to see that the work 
on the ETS revision for the fourth 
trading period has gained momentum 
in Parliament. 

In early May, the EPP group fi nal-
ised the key priorities that will guide 
our group throughout the process. 
It is our intention to be a reliable 
partner, and therefore we are keen to 
stick to the greenhouse gas emissions 
reduction targets set for 2030. At the 
same time, within this framework, we 
want to make sure that industry will 
remain in Europe, where installations 
are often the cleanest.

One of the central themes under 
discussion is how to proceed with 
the free allocation of emission al-
lowances. Of course, in an ideal 
world they would not be needed; the 
European Commission has foreseen 
that they would have to be phased out 
eventually. However, the world we live 
in is far from ideal, in our view free 
allowances remain absolutely neces-
sary to protect European industry 
from carbon leakage. 

Our climate e� orts ought to be seen 
in a global context. If other parts of 
the world fail to come up with equally 

ambitious climate policies, the free 
allocation of allowances remains a 
necessity in order to make sure that 
production does not shift away from 
Europe. Otherwise, this would consti-
tute a loss for our environment as well 
as our economy. 

For the EPP group, the division be-
tween free allocations and auctioned 
allowances is not carved in stone. We 
need to be pragmatic. If needed, this 
division should be altered. We also 
need to address the risk of investment 
leakage, asking ourselves to what 
extent our policy behaviour impacts 
the European investment climate and 
whether it holds back inves-
tors from choosing Europe. 
This issue is just as impor-
tant as carbon leakage. 

We realise that some 
sectors are more at risk of 

carbon leakage than others. However, 
it is questionable whether a complex 
tiered approach is the best way to 
address this. It risks penalising many 
other sectors, while making the 
system more complex and unpredict-
able. We believe that there are other 
options, increasing the share of free 
allocation, using more up-to-date 
production data and fi ne-tuning 
benchmarks. This will be a central 
element of the debate between politi-
cal groups. Any solution found must 
be simple, predictable, realistic and 
workable. 

Additionally, what we demand of 
industry should be technically pos-
sible. Any chemistry teacher will tell 
you that certain process emissions 

Any solutions to update EU-ETS must be pragmatic, simple, 
and contain fair benchmarks, says Esther de Lange

Towards a cleaner and 
more competitive Europe

Esther de Lange (EPP, NL) is 
the ITRE opinion rapporteur on 
enhancing cost-effective emission 
reductions and low carbon 

“Any chemistry teacher will 
tell you that certain process 
emissions cannot be avoided. 
A reduction of a benchmark 
that is simply impossible 
to achieve, even for the 10 
per cent best performers, 
clearly lacks fairness”
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In designing the new emissions trading 
scheme (ETS IV), it is important to build 
a system that will help the environment 

and drive emission reductions. At the 
same time, the system must stay close to 
economic and technological reality to let 
European industry continue to grow and 
provide jobs. For me, it is obvious that 
not all industry is in the same situation. 
The risk of carbon leakage varies greatly 
between different sectors. This is a fact ac-
knowledged by the European Commission 
in its impact assessment. Furthermore, it is 
equally a fact that there are sectors with 
unavoidable process emissions. In our 
sector, for example, two thirds of emis-
sions during production of ammonia are 
technically impossible to reduce because 
they are an integral part of the chemical 
process. The fundamental laws of chem-
istry cannot be altered. In practice, this 
means that where there is a shortage of 
allowances and the correction factor is ap-
plied, fertilizer producers will be affected 
three times more than any other industry. 
All the reduction will have to fall on is the 
remaining one third of emissions that are 
not process emissions. This is neither fair 
nor proportionate. We have to introduce 
solutions that tackle both the very real 
risk of carbon leakage and the challenge 
of process emissions. We need to prevent 
a shortage in industry allowances for 
sectors at the greatest risk and we need 
to prevent a correction factor unfairly pun-
ishing unavoidable process emissions. Ob-
viously, not all industry sectors are in the 
same situation, and as a result a one-size 
fi ts all solution will not work. By introduc-
ing differentiation, the system becomes 
fairer and closer to the industrial reality on 
the ground. This differentiation - targeting 

or tiering - can be done in two ways; it 
could be through an upfront, targeted 
approach to the distribution of industry 
allowances, as presented by Parliament’s 
ITRE-rapporteur Fredrick Federley. This 
will go a long way towards avoiding a 
correction factor kicking in later. This is 
the same idea recently presented by the 
French and the UK governments. It could 
also be a back-end tiering of the correc-
tion factor, which is one of the options 
listed by the lead rapporteur Ian Duncan. 
In this solution, the sectors most exposed 
to carbon leakage will have no correction 
applied, with sectors having relatively 
little exposure to carbon leakage requiring 
a proportionally larger correction applied.

I also believe that the fl at rate 
reductions of the benchmarks should 

be extended. Encompassing a wider 
range of reductions will better refl ect 
what is technologically possible. 

Again, this creates greater 
differentiation, making the sys-
tem better refl ect reality. 

I believe this differentiation is necessary 
to create a fair balance that will make 
ETS work for the whole of industry. For 
me, this is not about winners or losers. 

This is about protecting our environ-
ment. This is about ensuring that all 
industrial sectors have a fair share 
of allowances, refl ecting the indus-
trial reality. Ultimately, this is about 
allowing industry to grow and creating 
production and jobs in Europe. 

HOW TO TIER AND WHERE 
TO TIER? THESE ARE KEY ETS 
REFORM QUESTIONS THAT NEED 
ANSWERED, SAYS JACOB HANSEN

This Thought Leader is sponsored by Fertilizers Europe

THE PARLIAMENT MAGAZINE’S

THOUGHTLEADER

Jacob Hansen is Director General of Fertilizers Europe

“This is about ensuring all 
industrial sectors have a fair 
share of allowances reflecting 
the industrial reality”

cannot be avoided. A reduction of a 
benchmark that is simply impossible 
to achieve, even for the 10 per cent 
best performers, clearly lacks fairness. 

Finally, I strongly believe that 
Europe should be the home of 
smart innovation. We are not the 
biggest continent, but we should 
be the smartest. This also applies 
to innovative solutions to decrease 
CO2 emissions. Companies are 
committing considerable funding 
and manpower towards this goal, 
which the EU should support. The 
innovation fund should better take up 
emission-reducing projects and act as 
added value for companies. When it 
comes to the modernisation fund, it 
should take into account the di� erent 
needs and di� erent starting positions 
of member states, but always pay a 
contribution to climate objectives.

In summary, I would like to see 
an emissions trading scheme that 
respects our climate obligations while 
incentivising innovation and safe-
guarding the EU’s competitiveness. 
I am looking forward to carrying the 
process further with our colleagues 
in both the industry and environment 
committees to work towards a cleaner 
and more competitive Europe. 
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P roper reforms are impossible 
without good stocktaking 
of the past and present. For 
supporters of the status 

quo – including, sadly, the European 
Commission – the system works. In 
the sectors linked to the emissions 
trading scheme (ETS), the EU falls 
well below its projected emissions. So 
much so, in fact, that there has been 
very little demand on the market, 
hence the exceptionally low CO2 

price. This price has remained at 
alarmingly low levels and the system 
had to be ‘saved’ twice, fi rst with back-
loading and then the market stability 
reserve mechanism, entering into 
force in 2019. Both moves were the 
right thing to do in order to save the 
ETS as a whole, but is this really how 
a virtuous system is meant to work? 

And how exactly did we reduce our 
emissions? Did we achieve this result 
by maintaining but sobering our car-
bon-intensive industries in Europe? 
Or did we su� er massive closures of 
installations? While the exact impact 
of the fi nancial crisis on European 
deindustrialisation (and therefore 
the lowering of CO2 emissions) is 

disputed, 
it has un-
doubtedly 
played an 
important 
role. Prob-
ably more 

so than the carbon price which, as 
we have seen, has been exceptionally 
low (which is why studies concur in 
establishing that there was no carbon 
leakage during phase 3 up to now). 
But at the same time, a low level of 
CO2 price is not a good driver for 
future investments. 

This means that there have been 
emissions reductions but for the 
wrong reasons and a CO2 price signal 
that is not working. Surely, this is not 
the kind of pattern we want to main-
tain for ETS phase 4 (2021-2030). 

Yet, when reading the Commis-
sion’s proposal, it only seems to be a 
matter of tinkering here and there.  

When listening to the numerous-
representatives from the equally 
numerous industrial sectors impacted 
by the ETS, a three-word mantra 
keeps coming back: “more free allow-
ances”. In other words, more of the 
same, although perhaps in a more 
targeted manner and even then only 
as long as you’re on the ‘good side’ 
and continue to get your 100 per cent 
free quotas. 

Don’t get me wrong: I was a steel-
worker for over 30 years and I am all 
for a strong European industry. How-

ETS reform should be about defending climate 
ambition and jobs through investment, not big business 
shareholders’ gains, writes Edouard Martin

It’s time to think 
outside the box

Edouard Martin (FR) is the ITRE 
committee S&D group shadow 
opinion rapporteur on enhancing 
cost-effective emission reductions 

“Unfortunately from an industry perspective, 
investment in cleaner and more e� icient 
processes and installations as a cornerstone 
was replaced by a mere cry for compensation”
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ever, I dare ask a simple question: 
since when do free allowances equate 
actual investments in European 
plants? As a former 
trade unionist, I have 
seen fi rst-hand how 
my former employer 
endowed himself and 
his shareholders with 
money he got for free 
from the system, no 
strings attached (the 
so-called ‘windfall 
profi ts’). There was no 
earmarking once the 
allowances were mon-
etised. This element 
is still lacking, even 
in the Commission’s 
phase 4 proposal.

Yet even with that kind of improve-
ment, I am not convinced that we 
would establish a genuinely virtuous 
system. After all, free allowances were 
never to be at its core: the ‘polluter 
pays’ was supposed to be that guiding 
principle, with free allowances acting 
only as temporary protection against 
non-EU competition. 

Unfortunately from an industry per-

spective, investment in cleaner and 
more e�  cient processes and installa-
tions as a cornerstone was replaced 

by a mere cry for 
compensation.

So back to square 
one: if we believe in 
the ‘polluter pays’ 
principle (and I 
certainly do), then 
let’s make it so for all 
polluters intending 
to sell on our market. 
Europe cannot export 
jobs while importing 
pollution and poor 
working conditions.

I believe it’s time 
to think outside the 
box; for example, if 

we are to solve this quid pro quo in a 
proper way, that is going towards total 
auctioning of CO2 allowances while 
maintaining a level playing fi eld for 
our producers, we should include 
importers – a potential tool actually 
included in the version of the ETS di-
rective currently in force – or include 
carbon consumption. 

Of course, there is no perfect solu-

tion; I am well aware of the debates 
over the WTO-compatibility of border 
carbon adjustment measures – even 
though there is ample literature show-
ing that there is a case for compatibil-
ity – or over the acceptable legal basis 
for the inclusion of consumption of 
carbon-intensive materials, both fi scal 
or environmental.

In any case, obviously that type of 
paradigm shift cannot happen over-
night. We might need to keep some 
sort of free allocation system – even if 
seriously streamlined – for a limited 
period of time. Let’s remember here 
that these were already meant to 
disappear after 2020. 

Our plants will not stand a further 
10 years of under-investment under 
the deceiving veil of free allocations. 
That is why we cannot delay tough 
debates and tough – but sustainable 
– decisions. It is time to devise a 
system which will guarantee our am-
bitious energy and climate engage-
ments, while maintaining a strong 
industrial capacity in Europe, with the 
growth and jobs this entails. Today’s 
proposal for ETS phase 4 is the right 
vehicle to do just that. 

“As a former trade 
unionist, I have 
seen first-hand 
how my former 
employer endowed 
himself and his 
shareholders 
with money he 
got for free from 
the system, no 
strings attached”

20-21 PM Martin.indd   21 26/05/2016   16:56:39



22 | Parliament magazine 30 May 2016

ETS

@ParliMag 

When you look at the 
EU’s climate and 

energy policy, it is no won-
der that we’re not seeing 
a phase-out of the dirtiest 
energy sources. The instru-
ment that should ensure 
that our power generation 
is cleaned up is the non-
functioning EU ETS. The 
price of ETS allowances 
is extremely low due to a 
huge surplus, hindering 
the fuel shift from coal to 
cleaner energy sources. 

Even with a low price 
for ETS allowances, we 
can incentivise fuel-shifts. 

have to fulfil emission 
requirements for SO2, NOx 
and dust under the indus-
trial emissions directive 
(IED). Why not extend it to 
CO2?

An emissions perfor-
mance standard is technol-
ogy neutral, so strangely 
enough it also forms a huge 
opportunity for the coal 
industry. 

The solution is a CO2 
emissions performance 
standard - EPS - per KWh 
of generated electricity for 
power plants. 

Such a standard, com-
plemented with a clear 
trajectory to reduce levels 
over time, will ensure a pre-
dictable decarbonisation 
pathway for the power sec-
tor in the coming decades, 
regardless of the ETS price. 
The US has also already im-
plemented an EPS for new 
power plants and a process 
for implementing one in 
existing plants is ongoing.

A good thing about this 
solution is that power plant 
operators are already used 
to it. Emissions perfor-
mance standards are after 
all nothing new in Europe. 
Combustion plants already 

Bas Eickhout (NL) is Parliament’s 
Greens/EFA group shadow 
rapporteur on enhancing cost-
effective emission reductions and 
low carbon investments

Peter Eriksson (SE) is Parliament’s 
industry, research and energy 
Greens/EFA group shadow opinion 
rapporteur on enhancing cost-
effective emission reductions and 
low carbon investments

There is a need to restrict the number of sectors on the 
carbon leakage list to the most important ones. How-

ever, there also needs to be a balance between this restric-
tion and the ‘protection’ of upstream and downstream sec-
tors, which are also indirectly affected. These sub-sectors 
are often more efficient than their global competitors. Yet 
with the trade and carbon 
intensity formula, they are 
not fully protected. Instead 
of introducing a ‘one-size-
fits all approach’, it would 
have been a more effective 
approach to evaluate the 
regulatory impact for each 
sector based on qualitative 
and quantitative methods.

When it comes to the in-
novation fund, it should be 
noted that companies in the 
private sector, especially 
the larger ones, do not lack 

funds for innovation. Across OECD countries, we see that 
publicly-funded industrial innovation is not enough. In-
stead of spending public money for large businesses, we 
should create a business-friendly environment and grant 
them access to energy sources for an affordable price. The 
more diversified our energy mix, the more resilient it will 
we be. 

We have to clear the way for research and innovation for 
all useful technologies, be it renewable energy, nuclear or 

carbon capture and storage technol-
ogy. So far, European policies have 
been subsidising and protecting the 
energy sector in its endeavour to 
reduce emissions, mostly by incentiv-
ising renewable energy development. 
In some instances, the energy sector 
has even been supported twice, 
through ETS but also state aid pro-
grams, such as the renewable energy 
act in Germany. 

Hans-Olaf Henkel (ECR, DE) is a Vice-Chair 
of Parliament’s industry, research and energy 
committee

B a l a n c i n g  r e g u l a t i o n  a n d  p r o t e c t i o n

Protecting the environment must not 
come at the exPense of jobs, writes 
hans-olaf henkel

c o m p l e m e n t i n g  t h e  e t S

a co2 emissions 
Performance 
standard could be 
the solution to 
fixing the eu ets, 
argue bas eickhout 
and Peter eriksson
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use of the qualitative assessment 
would exponentially increase both the 
administrative burden and the lack of 
transparency in the decision-making process. 

Thanks to Aristotle, we have come to a 
straight-forward conclusion: the Tiered 
Approach defeats its original purpose, 
namely to reduce the risk of triggering 
the CSCF. With additional drawbacks 
impacting the stability, predictability and 
transparency of regulatory framework. 

A better way to cost-e� ectively reduce 
industry’s demand for free credits is to 
focus instead on developing rules to 
stimulate and reward investments in 
low-carbon technologies. In this respect, 
tiering does neither. Something that 
even Aristotle would agree upon.

The Confederation of European Paper 
Industries is a Brussels-based non-pro� t-
making organisation regrouping the 
European pulp and paper industry and 
championing this industry’s achievements 
and the bene� ts of its products. Through its 
18 member countries (17 EU members plus 
Norway) CEPI represents some 515 pulp, 
paper and board producing companies 
across Europe, ranging from small and 
medium sized companies to multi-
nationals, and 920 paper mills. Together 
they represent 22% of world production.

www.cepi.org

Aristotle: What is the purpose of 
proposing a Tiered Approach? 
N.Rega: To avoid the so-called cross-
sectoral correction factor (CSCF) – a 
uniformed cut in free credits allocated 
to each industrial installation, 
should the total demand excess the 
total availability of free credits.

How would a Tiered Approach work?
Sectors are clustered in di� erent groups, 
and receive a di� erent level of free credits. 

How would sectors be clustered? 
On the basis of the di� erent degree 
of the sectors’ exposure to the risk of 
carbon leakage, whereby industrial 
production would relocate outside 
the EU due to climate policies.

And how could di� erent exposure 
levels to such risk be evaluated? 
For every sector we should assess the 
impact of carbon pricing in and outside 
the EU, the carbon intensity of EU and 
non-EU production, speci� c trade patterns, 
products’ price elasticity, and so-forth.

Have any of these analyses been used 
in the proposed tiered approach? 
Not really. Sectors have not been compared 
with their respective non-EU sectors. 
Instead, they have just been all lined up 
and assumed that the higher a sector 
strikes in terms of combined carbon and 
trade intensity, the higher it is exposed. 

This is counter-intuitive: when a 
sector reduces its carbon intensity, 
shouldn’t it increase its exposure 
to the risk of carbon leakage? 
Indeed, as relocation outside the 
EU in countries with less stringent 
carbon constraints would then 
increase global carbon emissions.

Aristotle often used the reduction ad absurdum to show the untenable consequences one would ensue from 
accepting the item at issue. If he was alive and would hear about the Tiered Approach in the ETS review, we 
would probably have engaged in the following dialogue:

The day Aristotle said:
“The Tiered Approach 

doesn’t work”
Aristotle, Greek Philosopher (384-322 B.C.)

So far, the methodology behind the Tiered 
Approach doesn’t look very sound-based. 
Indeed, one could argue that it is 
rather arbitrary and discriminatory. 

Could it be legally challenged?
In case of rigid boundaries in de� ning 
the carbon leakage groups, companies 
not receiving the highest level of free 
credits will most likely go to court. 

Would these companies have a chance to win? 
Most likely, given the � awed 
methodology being used. 

What would happen then? 
Sectors would retroactively receive 
additional free credits at the highest level. 

So, the risk of triggering the 
CSCF won’t be avoided. 
Indeed. 

And what if the boundaries were 
not be rigid but rather � exible? 
In this case, sectors initially allocated in 
some clusters would still be allowed to 
prove their higher need for protection, 
via the so-called qualitative assessment. 

But if sectors will be granted additional 
free credits, where would these come from? 
Like in past cases, the Commission would 
have to take a relevant amount of free credits 
upfront and park them aside, in case all sectors 
would apply and receive full protection. 

Does it mean that sectors will be 
deemed to receive 100% free credits? 
Yes, as allowances potentially 
needed would not be allocated. 

So, also in this case, the risk of 
triggering the CSCF won’t be reduced.
Indeed. Additionally, a generalised 

The day Aristotle said:
“The Tiered Approach 

The day Aristotle said:
“The Tiered Approach 

Nicola Rega, 
CEPI Climate & Energy Director
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and National investment) and, through 
the direct involvement of National 
authorities, support projects with 
much greater European “footprint” (on 
average, 6 to 7 countries in a project 
but often many more). These larger 
initiatives are important enablers 
for moving technological results 
into real deployment. They create 
su�  cient “critical mass” to support 
adoption all along the supply-chain, 
particularly of standardised processes 
and tools to facilitate adoption and 

certi� cation of the resulting products.
e-Health forms one very important axis of 
the ECSEL “Multi-Annual Strategic Plan”. 
More recently, another tool has been 
added to the ECSEL programme, in the 
form of “Lighthouse Initiatives”. While 
not being projects per-se, this concept 
is designed to structure the impact-
creating focus already observed in the 
JU model onto domains of major societal 
importance, bringing non-technological 
assets (standards, legislation, 
certi� cation,…) into their remit.

It is a big part of our vision to see such 
major initiatives develop and grow 
to become important beacons of 
industrial and societal consolidation 
and growth in Europe. e-Health in 
particular will become increasingly 
important in all our lives.

Electronic instruments for healthcare 
are already fairly well established 
– we regularly see them in doctor’s 

practices and even more so in hospitals 
– and they are becoming more and 
more sophisticated, too. We even see 
personal health-care devices for sale 
over-the counter becoming available.

Such rapid progress as we have seen in 
consumer electronics is not that easy 
in e-Health applications. Not only must 
the electronic device be faultlessly 
reliable and safe (much more than your 
Smartphone) and their connections 
into information networks guarantee 
superlative levels of privacy, they 
must also � t in to the bigger picture 
of healthcare as a societal system.

ECSEL JOINT UNDERTAKING
Why Electronics Components and Systems matter so much for your health

Electronics components and systems 
o� er very real solutions to the rising cost 
of healthcare. To keep their deployment 
in step with the expectations requires 
a lot of ingenuity, and - on the global 
scale of things - the playing-� eld 
is far from even. To keep e-Health 
under our control, we must do it 
fast and economically but without 
compromising on reliability and privacy.

In Europe, we have a strong history 
of collaborative R&D and many 
valuable developments have come 
from research programmes � nanced 
at Trans-National and European levels 
(e.g. Eureka!, Horizon-2020, …). In 2008, 
an additional instrument was added 
– the” Joint Technology Initiatives”: in 
the � eld of Electronics, implemented 
as the Joint Undertakings ENIAC and 
ARTEMIS - merged in 2014 to form 
the ECSEL JU (while adding smart, 
miniaturised integrated systems 
technologies from the EPoSS platform).

These Public-Private Partnerships focus 
RD&I e� ort, leverage investments (in 
ARTEMIS/ENIAC, each Euro from the 
EU leveraged about 6  Euros of private 
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Accessing Electronic Health Records poses 
strict challenges for privacy and security

Imaging devices are increasingly connected to the internet enabling fast diagnosis 
by different experts as well as remote support for medical equipment. Also hospitals 
and homes are increasingly connected, providing direct support from care providers 
and medical professionals to the user or patient. Philips has participated in different 

types of projects supported by the ARTEMIS, ENIAC and ECSEL JUs, e.g. technology 
projects (InforMed), engineering projects (CRYSTAL) and imaging projects (ALMARVI). 

These projects prove to increase the speed of innovation for all partners, including 
hospitals. Philips develops and produces medical imaging equipment for diagnostics 

and treatment as well as advanced image processing in hospital settings

ECSEL project 
“InforMed” – a pilot line 
building miniaturised 
sensors for eHealth
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C urrent healthcare systems 
were conceived and con-
structed in a time where the 
objective was primarily to 

deal with acute conditions. Cardiovas-
cular and respiratory disease, injuries, 
acute infections and transmissible 
diseases were the mainstay of hospi-
tal work. 

However, advances in medical sci-
ence have addressed many of these 
challenges, increasing life expec-
tancy at birth to the point where 
it is chronic conditions of age, 
rather than acute events, that 
are the major drain on re-
sources. At the same time, 
fi nancial constraints 
are placing healthcare 
systems under increas-
ing pressure to move 
to more cost-e� ective, 
prevention-based 
strategies.

Dealing with this 
transition means tak-
ing a di� erent approach; 
the emphasis shifts from 
the few to the many. Once, 
such a move would have 
been prohibitively expensive, 
but rapid advances in ICT are 
set to make working with large 
patient populations cheaper and 
easier. The application of eHealth 
techniques will be a powerful tool to 
increase the e�  ciency and improve 
the quality of healthcare services. 

Yet the healthcare sector seems to 
lag behind other sectors in benefi t-
ing from ICT solutions. However, 
both healthcare providers and the 

medical technology industry share a 
common goal in realising and adopt-
ing innovative products. Without 
them, the costs of healthcare ser-
vices risk becoming unsustainable, 
unable to fi nance new products, 
irrespective of how e�  cient and 
e� ective they may be. This removes 
many of the incentives that manufac-
turers need 
to 

invest. This it risks creating a 
downward spiral on both sides of the 
fence; healthcare services will su� er, 
jobs will be lost and innovation will 
move elsewhere.

Clearly, sustaining innovation 
demands continuous fi nancial sup-
port from government. YAt the same 
time, the medical technology industry 
needs predictable demand to main-
tain their investment rates. et in 
recent years, public investments have 
gradually decreased as the fi nancial 
crisis continues to bite. Healthcare 
services and the industry need to act 
in a coordinated way to ensure that 
investment in innovation is both 

benefi cial profi table.
Public Procurement of In-
novative solutions (PPI) is a 

procurement mechanism 
that stimulates the supply 

chain to invest in devel-
oping better and more 
innovative ways to 
meet the exact needs 
of an organisation. 
Hence, it aims at ‘clos-
ing the gap’ between 
cutting-edge technol-

ogy and processes 
and the public sector 

customers or users who 
can benefi t from them. 

This will take time; fully un-
derstanding and realising the 

benefi ts of eHealth is a steep 
learning curve. At the same time, 

existing healthcare deliverers are 
wedded to their – often costly - legacy 
investments and can be resistant to 
embracing the change in attitude 
required. 

This makes PPI a crucial challenge 
for public bodies to implement 
during next years. European public 
authorities have a responsibility to 

One of the barriers to improving the e� iciency of healthcare 
systems has been the cost of driving change. Changes in 
both procurement and supply are set to change this

A platform to transform 
adoption of eHealth 

“The costs of 
healthcare services risk 
becoming increasingly 
unsustainable, unable 
to finance new products, 
irrespective of how 
e� icient and e� ective 
they may be”

→
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favour innovation when sourcing 
and consuming goods and services. 
Public procurement is one of the 
essential tools for stimulating new 
technological or service solutions 
while helping to create jobs and boost 
the competitiveness of European in-
dustry and SMEs. It also encourages 
more e�  cient public services and – in 
the case of healthcare – addresses one 
of the major challenges faced. This 
approach aims to open new market 
opportunities, especially for SMEs, 
which represent a great percentage of 
the eHealth sector.

The European Commission sup-
ports the e� orts of those who want 
to buy and boost the use of PPI. An 
example is the EPP-eHealth project, 
which has been funded by the Com-
mission under the H2020 framework 
programme. 

EPP-eHealth aims to transform the 
market for eHealth solutions through 
dialogue and Innovation Procure-

ment. The project is progressing 
towards its aim by creating a network 
of procuring organisations. As well 
as stimulating demand for eHealth 
goods and services and creating a 
robust framework for practical pro-
curement outcomes, it also serves as a 
leading procurers group for the wider 
population of some 15,000 hospitals 
in Europe. 

The infrastructure of the project 
enables procurers to come to a com-
mon understanding of the barriers 
to widespread uptake, as well has 
how to replicate eHealth solutions 
and determine how these needs 
will be overcome through practical 
policy and procurement actions. The 
outcome will be the identifi cation 
and communication of common 
unmet needs and the development 
of a practical implementation plan to 
address these needs in the upcoming 
years. 

To its credit, the medical technolo-

gy industry is not standing still. Many 
manufacturers are actively looking to 
fi nd better ways to fi nance technology 
acquisition within healthcare settings. 
Aware that the capital expenditure 
required can be substantial – hence 
the reluctance to abandon legacy 
systems too early – the sector is high-
lighting the benefi ts of funding ICT 
investments from operating costs. 
There is an undeniable logic to this; it 
permits scalable use of resources and 
allows for more regular upgrades to 
take advantage of advances in what 
is a rapidly changing arena. However, 
it does require a major change in 
mindset. 

Therefore, EPP-eHealth will boost 
eHealth innovation while reducing 
the uncertainty associated to the 
production of emerging technologies 
and services, closing the gap’ be-
tween cutting-edge eHealth solutions 
and public sector customers or users 
who can benefi t from them. 

“Public Procurement 
of Innovative 
solutions (PPI) is 
a procurement 
mechanism that 
stimulates the 
supply chain to 
invest in developing 
better and more 
innovative ways to 
meet the exact needs 
of an organisation”

25-26 PM Ehealth.indd   26 26/05/2016   19:16:42



REMOTE CARE 
FOR SENIORS
Professional support for patients 
and their carriers

REMOTE MEDICAL CARE 
Permanent monitoring of the patient’s 
condition and modern diagnostics 
without leaving home

www.comarch.com/healthcare 
Magda.Rembiesa@comarch.com  •  healthcare@comarch.com

Phone: +32 2 535 55 00

TELEMEDICINE
ADDRESSING CHALLENGES OF 
EUROPE'S CHANGING SOCIETY 

A ccording to the EC 2015 Ageing Report1 , the age 
structure of the EU population will considerably change 
within the upcoming decades. It is estimated that by 
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people aged above 65. This significant demographic change  is 
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I Read up on the latest trends in Europe’s drugs problem

What are the latest trends in drug supply to Europe? What drugs are causing the most harm 
and concern today? What are the most recent developments in drug prevention, treatment 
and policy? � ese and other questions will be explored by the EU drugs agency (EMCDDA) 
on 31 May in its European Drug Report 2016: Trends and Developments.

� is annual overview of the European drug situation provides a comprehensive analysis of the 
latest trends in drug supply and the market; drug use prevalence and trends; and drug-related 
health problems and responses to them. � e report is accompanied by a Statistical Bulletin, 
containing the full European dataset underpinning the report, and by Perspectives on Drugs, 
online interactive windows on key aspects of the drugs problem. Country Overviews complete 
the picture, providing national-level data and analyses.

� is multilingual, multimedia package o� ers easy access to evidence-based information 
on drugs across the 28 EU Member States, Turkey and Norway. As such, it is an essential 
resource for informing European policies and responses and enhancing understanding 
of a drug phenomenon in constant evolution.

Available free of charge 

in 24 languages

from 31 May 2016

in a variety of formats

EMCDDA,

A set of interlinked elements allowing full access to the available data and analysis on the drugs problem in Europe
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P eople say a challenge is an 
opportunity in disguise. 
The EU’s healthcare sector 
currently faces many chal-

lenges; acting upon them could create 
opportunities for innovation, growth 
and better healthcare. The key vari-
able in this equation is eHealth.

eHealth includes those systems 
used by health professionals for clini-
cal care with outside care institutions, 
systems for personalised telemedi-
cine and homecare services, systems 
for integrated health information, 
or systems used for health-related 
aspects that are not linked to treat-
ment. This broad scope for use entails 
an equally broad range of potential 
benefi ts. 

Starting with citizens, eHealth can 
enable what we call self-management 
or self-care. This essentially enables 
access to health information, result-
ing in better information on health 
and awareness of a person’s medical 
condition. This way, they are better 
equipped to manage their own health. 

For example, if a patient knows the 
exact results of a blood test linked 
to a chronic condition, they can 
adjust the dosage of their medication 
instantly. This would allow for easy 
monitoring and promote more inde-
pendence and autonomy for patients, 
further empowering them as a result. 
Another benefi t is the easier inclusion 
of disadvantaged or marginalised 
groups, as well as those geographi-
cally isolated.

eHealth could also bring substantial 
benefi ts to the elderly, helping them 
be more independent. eHealth servic-
es and applications can enable them 
to monitor and record daily activities 
and vital signs, notifying both the 
patient and health professional when 
needed. Additionally, older adults suf-
fering from mild forms of dementia 
could use a number of applications 
and platforms, such as SOCIABLE, a 
platform created under a European 
co-funded project with the aim of 
motivating social interaction among 
the elderly. Similar applications can 
be used for cognitive training and 
as a facilitator for the interaction of 
patients and healthcare professionals, 
as data management becomes easier 
and more e�  cient.

eHealth applications can also 
enable health professionals to have 
teleconsultations with patients, reduc-
ing distances and traveling time. 
Hospitals could use eHealth to im-
prove care processes, for instance via 
patient fl ow management systems. 
They could also reduce medical errors 
through intensive care information 
systems or medication management 
systems. Academia could use eHealth 
solutions for research, with a view to 

The EU healthcare sector 
currently faces many 
challenges, but overcoming 
these could provide huge 
opportunities, says Eva Kaili

Turning 
challenges to 
opportunities

Eva Kaili (S&D, EL) is a Vice-Chair 
of Parliament’s science 
and technology options 
assessment panel

“eHealth services also 
have the potential 
to make national 
healthcare systems 
more e� icient and 
e� ective, delivering 
a tailored service 
according to 
patients’ needs” →
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improving disease prevention, diag-
noses and treatment.

eHealth services also have the 
potential to make national healthcare 
systems more e�  cient and e� ective, 
tailoring the service according to pa-
tients’ needs. This would be especially 
benefi cial to patients with chronic 
diseases such as diabetes or heart 
failure; eHealth could o� er substantial 
benefi ts, such as easy monitoring 
and alerting medical professionals in 
case of certain parameters exceeding 
the levels set for a particular patient. 
Enhancing e�  ciency could also help 
relieve the pressure on EU budgets.

The economic perspective is im-
portant too. Aside from alleviating 
important costs, 
eHealth is one of the 
most rapidly grow-
ing services. The 
EU holds a share of 
more than €20bn of 
its global potential 
value.

However, there 
are a number chal-
lenges that need to 
be addressed before 
capitalising on the 
potential of eHealth. 
Firstly, by shifting 
from face-to-face interactions be-
tween patients and healthcare provid-
ers to a virtual relationship, there is 
a risk of impersonality and isolation. 
The human interaction dimension in 
healthcare services is very important, 
therefore eHealth should be seen as 
complementary to, not a repalcement 
for, conventional medicine and prac-
tices.

eLiteracy and digital skills are also 
a challenge. Large amounts of the 
population could be excluded from 
enjoying a certain service, with major 
consequences on their health. Con-
sequently, digital education, training 
and confi dence-building with regards 
to eHealth tools are crucial, not only 
for patients but also for medical 
professionals. Additionally, eHealth 
tools need to be user-centric instead 

of technology-driven. 
User-friendly and 
universally acces-
sible tools will help 

reduce the risk of health inequalities 
emerging from the ‘digital divide’.

Concerns are regularly expressed 
over privacy and confi dentiality. 
We need a clear and transparent 
legal framework, guaranteeing the 
security and protection of sensitive 
health-related and personal data. Us-
ers’ confi dence, explicit consent and 
ownership of the data are just some 
of the issues that trouble citizens. It is 
important to reassure them, if we are 
to allow for the sector to grow. 

To overcome these barriers, it is 
not enough to simply identify them. 
We must learn lessons from them 
and fi nd practical ways of addressing 
them. This requires a holistic ap-
proach, involving decision-makers as 
well as scientists, healthcare profes-
sionals, patients and industry. It will 

also not be su�  cient to deal solely 
with the problems at an operational 
level, nor will it be enough to tackle 
them on a purely political level.  

With consideration of the ongoing 
changes in society and the evolving 
specialisation in healthcare, the idea 
of integrated care has become more 
important than ever. The concept 
of integrated care focuses on the 
coordinated treatment of patients by 
aligning and actively integrating all 
necessary stakeholders, including the 
patients themselves, and resources 
along the treatment process. A major 
task is therefore to establish work-
ing interfaces between the various 
stakeholders, but also between the 
di� erent stages of treatment.

It is clear that we are being called 
to act upon great challenges. Yet we 
have the tools at our disposal to con-
vert those challenges into opportuni-
ties and steer the healthcare sector to 
the new age. 

“Digital education, 
training and 
confidence-building 
with regards to 
eHealth tools are 
crucial, not only 
for patients but 
also for medical 
professionals”
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A ccording to the 2014 Euro-
barometer on digital health 
literacy, around six out of 
10 Europeans have used the 

internet to search for health-related 
information within the last year. Of 
these, over half say they did so at least 
once a month. 

On top of this, the mHealth market 
is booming, with new apps and other 
mobile innovative solutions coming 
out every day. Health and fi tness apps 
are one of the fastest growing app 
categories. According to the 2015 Eric-
sson mobility report, there are as many 
mobile device subscriptions as there 
are people on this planet.

Yet eHealth is often seen as a stan-
dalone topic, and not as an integral 
part of traditional healthcare. A survey 
of general practitioners in 2013 shows 
that access to, and use of, basic ICT (a 
computer connected to the internet) in 
the consultation room has become al-
most universal in all countries partici-
pating in the survey. Some basic forms 
of electronic health records (EHR) are 
now available to about 93 per cent of 
GPs, but for more advanced features 
of EHR, health information exchange 
and telemedicine, the data showed that 

more progress is needed. 
The results of the European hospital 

survey, ‘Benchmarking deployment of 
eHealth services (2012-2013)’, suggest 
that the use of eHealth in European 
acute care hospitals has increased. Ad-
vanced eHealth functionalities are not 
widely used across hospitals; however, 
when available, they are popular. For 
example, digital archiving of radiology 
images is available in just 53 per cent 
of EU hospitals, but almost all of these 
(92 per cent) use it fully. The results 
also suggest that connectivity is still 
lagging behind, as most of the hospi-
tals do not routinely share electroni-
cally medical information that they 
produce or store in this format. 

The WHO report on the global 
survey on eHealth demonstrated that 
teleradiology is currently the most 
developed telemedicine service area 
globally, with over 60 per cent of 
responding countries off ering some 
form of service, and over 30 per cent 

of countries having an established 
service. 

For other services, the data is not 
so positive – only 40 per cent of 
countries off er teledermatology and 
telepathology and approximately 
25 per cent telepsychiatry. In other 
healthcare areas such as cardiology, 
ophthalmology, diabetes manage-
ment, paediatrics, stroke treatment 
telemedicine services were far less 
used.  

The fi rst set of data demonstrating 
the positive trends in digital society 
contradicts the others. Evidence 
points to the main barriers as a lack 
of fi nancial incentives and resources, 
lack of interoperability, and lack of 
a regulatory framework on issues of 
confi dentiality and privacy. Other sur-
veys have also indicated low aware-
ness of eHealth benefi ts and need for 
improved digital skills.  

The eHealth Action Plan 2012-2020 
addresses the above-mentioned 

Health practitioners are 
slowly starting to use 
technology in their work, and 
must be encouraged to do 
so through the appropriate 
policy framework, writes 
Terje Peetso

Is eHealth becoming the 
new normal in healthcare?

Terje Peetso is programme 
offi cer on health and 
wellbeing in the European 
Commission’s DG Connect

“Advanced eHealth functionalities 
are not widely used across 
hospitals, however, when 
available, they are quite popular”
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Disclaimer: This paper expresses the personal views 
of the author and in no way constitutes a formal/
official position of the European Commission.

barriers in its four areas of actions: 
1) Achieving wider interoperability 
in eHealth services, 2) Supporting 
research, development, innovation 
and competitiveness in eHealth, 3) 
Facilitating uptake and ensuring 
wider deployment of eHealth and 
4) Promoting policy dialogue and 
international cooperation on eHealth 
at global level.  

The European Commission has put 
several activities in place to improve 
EU interoperability in healthcare. 
First of all, eHealth interoperability is 
one of the 16 key actions under three 
pillars of the digital single market 
strategy and it is also part of the EU 
eGovernment action plan 2016-2020. 
This supports member states in the 
development of eHealth services, 
mainly cross-border exchange of pa-
tient data and electronic prescriptions 
(‘ePrescriptions’). 

These services - patient summaries 
and ePrescriptions - are part of the 
non-binding guidelines that were 
adopted by the eHealth Network, a 
body consisting of representatives 
from all EU member states that get 
together on a regular basis to discuss 
actions in the field of eHealth. 

Europe is scaling up the deploy-

ment of such services through the 
Connecting Europe Facility (CEF) 
programme which offers member 
states financial support. The last CEF 
call was successful, with the Com-
mission receiving 21 proposals from 
national contact points for eHealth. 
They requested €13.1m – even though 
the initial budget in the field of trans-
European telecommunications for 
eHealth generic services is €7.5m.

The Commission, with the en-
dorsement of the eHealth Network, 
proposed the refined health inter-
operability framework based on the 
results of studies, pilots and research 
projects. In addition, on 28 July 2015 
the Commission adopted the decision 
on the identification of ‘Integrating 
the Healthcare Enterprise’ profiles for 
referencing in public procurement. 

The eHealth action plan’s three 
other areas; ‘research and innova-
tion’, ‘deployment and uptake’ and 
‘international cooperation’ directly 
or indirectly address interoperability. 
For example, during the period 2012 – 
2020, we foresee financial support for 
research and innovation projects that 
work on improving interoperability 
through Horizon 2020. 

Through Horizon 2020, the Eu-

ropean Commission is investing 
in projects to develop new tools 
supporting healthcare professionals, 
patients and citizens, improving our 
understanding of diseases and devel-
oping impoved methods for diagnosis 
and treatment. Horizon 2020 also 
facilitates the deployment of eHealth 
by supporting pre-commercial and 
public procurement for innovation. 

Our own health and disease(s) are 
very personal matters, but the under-
standing of prevention, diagnosis and 
treatment are global endeavours and 
concerns. As top-level science cannot 
today happen in isolation, eHealth 
will have a very limited impact if its 
use is restricted to an isolated PC in 
the office of just one doctor. 

The benefits of eHealth come from 
data sharing and access to data, with 
full respect of all data protection 
mechanisms. If data is only partially 
accessible and/or its use is limited, 
then health benefits are also limited 
and personalised medicine will re-
main nothing but a dream for many 
years. 
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5 QUESTIONS WITH...

@PARLIMAG 

1. WHICH PERSON YOU HAVE 
WORKED WITH HAS MOST INSPIRED 
YOU IN YOUR CAREER, AND HOW?
Doris Pack, my former colleague 
in the European Parliament, is an 
impressive character in every respect: 
During her entire political career, she 
has always fought enthusiastically 
for her convictions, our common 
European values and stressed the 
importance of our cultural heritage. 
As spokesperson for south-eastern 

campaign for all citizens, villages and 
associations to familiarise themselves 
with the internet and get online (EBE-
online e.V. – Bürger im Netz). I am 
happy to see that the association still 
exists today.

4. WHAT DO YOU DO IN YOUR FREE 
TIME TO RELAX AND UNWIND?
I spend time with my husband and 
my two sons. Having a family and 
spending time with your loved ones 
is a great gift.

5. WHAT WAS THE MOST 
INSPIRATIONAL AND INFLUENTIAL 
BOOK YOU HAVE READ AND WHY?
Monsieur Ibrahim et les fl eurs du 
Coran, written by 
Éric-Emmanuel 
Schmitt. The main 
character, Ibrahim, 
the ‘Arab’, is hugely 
inspiring because 
of his humanity, 
his tolerance and 
the manner he lives 
according to his 
values. Ibrahim’s 
friendship with the 
young Moses is 
heart-warming. 
The book is both inspiring and 
encouraging. like Le petit prince, by 
Antoine de Saint-Exupéry.  

Europe, she regularly visited the re-
gion and supported the people there, 
even in times of war. Needless to say 
that there was more to her political 
success than her lady-like appear-
ance and the way she communicated. 
Some people say there are no friends 
in politics. But when it comes to 
Doris Pack, I can confi dently say that 
is untrue.

2. HOW WOULD YOU DESCRIBE 
YOUR POLITICAL STYLE IN 
THREE WORDS AND WHY? 
Pragmatic, because I’m convinced 
that ideological stubbornness does 
not help you achieve your goals. 
Results-orientated, because in the 
end it is very satisfying to see the 
positive impact of political decision-
making, for example by getting rid of 
roaming-charges in the EU. Mediat-
ing, because in contrast to fi nding a 
compromise, dogmatism will not get 
you anywhere. 

3. IS THERE ANYTHING YOU HAVE 
PERSONALLY ACHIEVED OR DONE 
THAT WOULD SURPRISE PEOPLE?
Long before everyone was online, 
together with some friends I estab-
lished an association in my region to 

5
Questions with...

Angelika Niebler (EPP, DE) is a member of 
Parliament’s industry, research and energy 
committee

Angelika Niebler
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