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Dalia Grybauskaité
Commissioner for Financial programming and Budget
Avenue d'Auderghem 19

1040 Brussels
Brussels, 10 December 2008
Re: Feedback on consultation and conference on EU budget reform and meeting request
Dear Commissioner Grybauskaité
On behalf of the public interested organisations united in the Civil Society Contact Group, I am writing to you to follow up on the Consultation on the Budget Review and in particular on the conference on 12 November 2008.

Let me start by stating again that the Civil Society Contact Group is pleased that this consultation has taken place; we are clear that the review of the EU budget is critically important, that it is certainly timely, and that it must include the opportunity for citizens and public interest organisations to make an input. We are pleased that this has been possible. We congratulate DG Budget on the transparency of the process at least in so far as all relevant material is available on the website and accessible to everyone who is interested.

However, and focusing more specifically on the conference and the materials supporting the conference, there are a number of points we would like to make.

1. The summary of the consultation responses both in the written form and in the way you presented it at the conference was, in our view, at too high a level of abstraction; as a result the nuances of views under broad headings was lost and the impression that came across was that all those responding to the consultation agreed on the issues both with the Commission and with each other. Whilst it is perfectly credible, for example, that there was some reference to energy policy and climate change in the vast majority of contributions, it is less credible that there was general agreement in how to address these challenges among all nearly 280 respondents.
2. A particular concern with the summary which the Civil Society Contact Group has is the lack of Solidarity is mentioned only peripherally in the summary conclusions and not at all in your presentation to the conference. Neither reference in the summary conclusions make solidarity a centre piece of EU policy or EU budgeting. In other words, the comments on this issue from respondents from public interest organizations – comments we know have been made – have fallen out of the summary conclusions. We are concerned that this also means that they will not impact further work on this review.

3. A further concern is the fact that the question of legitimacy of the budget and engagement of European citizens with the EU through transparency of the income side is not reflected in the summary and it was also not reflected in the presentation at the conference. The workshop on financing did discuss this and there were a few voices which focused on the connection between transparency, legitimacy, and a visible EU tax, but these did not find their way into the summary in the final plenary.
4. In terms of the choice of speakers and panel members for the conference sessions (plenary and workshop sessions) we feel that a ratio of 3 women among a total of 38 speakers displays a clear lack of gender balance and a lack of gender awareness.

The question which arises from these concerns is whether the next stages in the process will be informed by the detail of the contributions made or by the summary presented at the conference. If the latter, we are deeply concerned that voices which diverge from the views reflected in the summary will be ignored.

We are also disappointed that the conference did not include any information about the next stages in the process. We would very much like to continue to be engaged in this important process and would therefore like to know the following:

a. What is the timetable for the Commission to present a document to move the process of the budget review forward?

b. What status will that document have? A green paper? A white paper? A Commission Communication/legislative proposal?

c. What will be the timetable for responses to that document?

d. What will be the timetable for decision making in the European Parliament and the Council of the European Union?

e. What further possibilities for engagement of civil society actors in this process are there prior to or after the publication of the document?

The Civil Society Contact Group would like to remain in discussion with you on these matters and we would therefore like to request a meeting to discuss these issues and hope you can propose a date for such a meeting.

Yours sincerely,
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	Olivier Consolo

Director CONCORD
	Ilona Kish

Secretary General

Culture Action Europe
	President EWL
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	Monika Kosinska

Secretary General EPHA
	Conny Reuter

President Social Platform
	Clairie Papazoglou
Green10 Representative
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	Jean-Marc Roirant

President EUCIS-LLL
	Liz Scurfield

HRDN Representative
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EU Civil Society Contact Group, c/o Social Platform, Square de Meeûs 18, 1050-Brussels, Belgium 

T +32-2-511 17 11● F +32-2-511 19 09 ● www.act4europe.org ● coordinator@act4europe.org
The CSCG brings together eight large European NGO platforms in the following fields: 

culture (EFAH),  development (CONCORD), environment (Green 10),  human rights (HRDN),

 lifelong learning (EUCIS-LLL),  public health (EPHA),  social (Social Platform) and women (EWL).

Together we work to develop the dialogue between civil society organisations and the

EU institutions as an essential part of strengthening participatory democracy.
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