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Dear delegates,

First of all we like to congratulate you for having been selected to participate in the
8th National Session of the European Youth Parliament Norway.

Two of the attending delegations will be selected to represent Norway at International
sessions in Lviv, Ukraine, from 22" 0 31 of October 2010, and two delegations for
Athens, Greece, 8" to 17" of April 2011. A fifth school delegation will be invited to a
German Forum in the spring of 2011.

Regardless whether your delegation is selected to represent Norway abroad, you are
more than welcome to join the Alumni Association in EYP Norway (EYPNAA). As a
member in EYPNAA you will receive information about events and forums all over
Europe where you will be able to apply as a delegate, an organiser, a journalist or a
chairperson. This way your EYP experience in Bergen can be your first step in a
journey filled with new friends, experiences and much more all over Europe.

All this is for the months to come, but right now you are preparing for your first EYP
experience. As you may know, you and your committee will have half a day of
teambuilding (TB), before Committee Work (CW). During TB and CW two
experienced chairpersons will guide you. These will help you develop as a committee
and make sure that you are progressing during CW. It is up to the committee to
discuss your topic in an academic way. Therefore it is essential that you prepare for
the session. This booklet provides you with basic information and some links for each
topic. We like to stress that there is a lot more information out there, and we
encourage you to do further research on your own. This way you will get the greatest
benefits and fun out of this session. All in all, knowledge over all topics will help you
to contribute in a constructive debate during General Assembly.

In the booklet, you will also find the resolution clauses and the General Assembly
procedures.

Best of luck with the preparations!

Jari Marjelund Kristine Ekeberg-Andersen Magnus Skjelmo Kristiansen
Session President President EYP Norway President EYPNAA



COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS (AFET)

The Middle East following the Gaza crisis: how to end the vicious circle of violence?
What role should the international society play to support the resumption of the peace
process and the resolution of the Israeli-Arab conflict?

Overview:

The Gaza strip is a geographical area with boarders to mainly Israel, and a small
connection to Egypt. Its area stretches 360 square kilometres, and houses
approximately 1,4 million people. This area of land has been under occupation since
the Ottoman Empire and the British, in 1517. Since then Egyptians took control after
the Second World War to the sixties, before Israel, after the Six-day war, gained
control in 1967. This lasted until 1994, when the Oslo-agreement was set in motion,
which gave the Palestinians and the Palestinian Liberation Organisation (PLO) control
of their own land. But Israel would still be in control of the airspace, harbour ports,
territorial water supplies, taxes, import, export, immigration and emigration. In the
election in 2006, Hamas won with 76 of 132 seats. They refused to accept Israel and
the demands signed in the agreement from 1994. Funding from other countries, such
as the USA, stopped, and political chaos occurred. In the following year a war
between Hamas and Fatah, a part of the PLO started, which caused a mass emigration
from the Gaza strip. Late December in 2008, Israel launched several air bombings on
the Gaza strip. It was said that the attacks was a counter launch to a rocket launch
aimed to civilian targets in Israel from the Gaza strip. It was signed a truce, 22 days
later, on 18 of January in 2009.

PLO was founded in 1964. The organisation is an umbrella organisation for many
small liberation groups, who works for the right for Palestinians to have their own
nation and rule.

Hamas - acronym for Harakat al-Muqawamah al-Islamiyyah (Arabic for Islamic
resistance movement) — is looked upon by countries, such as USA, Israel and the EU
as a terrorist organisation, and is known in the west by their suicide bombing of Israeli
targets. The UN however does not have the Hamas listed as a terrorist organisation.
Hamas is also known by their charity to the poor in Palestine, and operates on both
the Gaza strip, the west bank and in Palestinian refugee camps.

The Oslo Agreement started a «road to peace» in August in 1993, where PLO and
Israel for the first time recognized each other as a negotiation parties, and started a
process to gain peace between the to nations. In 2007, at the Annapolis Conference,
the two parties agreed upon the “Road Map for Peace” proposed in 2002. It calls for
an independent Palestine, with autonomy from Israel — in return of a zero tolerance
towards terrorism and a guarantee of a secure Israel.

Some argues that the Road Map highlights rather than solve certain problems — for
instance the border issue between Israel and Palestine and the disagreement over
ownership of the religious cites of Jerusalem, it being a holy city for both Islam and
Judaism.

Overall it is clear that there are many variables that need to be balanced if long-term
peace is to be brought to the region. The peace act has to please both the Jews and the
Arabs.



Keywords: Israel, Palestine, Gaza, Oslo Agreement, Annapolis, Hamas, PLO, Fatah,
religion.

Introductory material:

Officia

http://www.euractiv.com/en/foreign-affairs/eu-leaders-promote-lasting-peace-
gaza/article-178611

| sources:

http://www.ochaopt.org/

http://ec.europa.eu/external_relations/mepp/index _en.htm

http://www.mfa.gov.il/mfa/terrorism-

%200bstacle%20t0%20peace/hamas%20war%?20against%20israel/
o (Choose Terrorism — Hamas war against Israel)

News articles, papers and other material

http://cc.aljazeera.net/gaza-footage
http://www.nad-plo.org/
o History, issues and developments regarding the Palestine-Israel peace
negotiations
http://www.cfr.org/publication/8968/
o An independent, nonpartisan membership organization, think tank, and
publisher — profile on Hamas
http://www.mideastweb.org/briethistory.htm
o Summary of Palestine — Israel
http://www.euractiv.com/en/foreign-affairs/eu-seeks-gaza-role-despite-
conflicting-views/article-178272
http://www.euractiv.com/en/priorities/gaza-hell-eu-change-policy/article-
178614




COMMITTEE ON CLIMATE CHANGE (CLIM)

A ‘real deal’ or ‘window dressing’? In the perspective of the 16th UN Climate
Change Conference (COP 16), what approach should Norway take at December’s
meeting in Mexico?

Overview:
One of the greatest challenge of today and tomorrow — of the future — is climate and
climate change, the increased global temperature and the melting of the Arctic ice.

After the 15™ UN Climate Change Conference in Copenhagen 2009, the parties
agreed upon the importance of climate change, and the fact that it is one of the
greatest and most important and striking challenges of our time. Furthermore they
emphasised the importance of long-term cooperation to prevent the 2 degrees Celsius
increase in global temperature due the greenhouse gases. Despite this positive
development, the countries did not reach a legally binding agreement.

In November and December 2010, the 16™ Conference of the Parties (COP 16) will be
held in Cancun, Mexico. According to the former Executive Secretary of the United
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) Yvo de Boer,
“Cancun needs to conclude what remained incomplete in Copenhagen”. He stresses
the importance of industrialised countries committing to reduce their emissions, and
their willingness to lead and their overall contribution to the process.

Even though Norway is far from the only industrialised country to not fulfil their
international liabilities, the Norwegian Government has an ambitious policy.
According to the Soria Moria Il declaration, the Government’s political platform,
“Norway shall be at the forefront of international environmental policies”. According
to the Government, the Soria Moria II Declaration aims to satisfy the promise in the
Kyoto Agreement by 10 percent, while at the same time cutting the emissions of 40
percent by 2020 compared with the 1990 levels.

The Soria Moria platform signals a political will to act upon this important issue.
Unfortunately political will is not always combined with political actions, neither
resulting in political action and outcomes. In May 2010, only seven months before the
COP 16 Conference, the Norwegian Prime Minister Jens Stoltenberg announced that
Norway was not able to reach their “moon landing” with carbon capture and storage
(CCS) in regard of the oil refinery at Mongstad, Bergen. Critical voices have argued
that this is one of many setbacks which have reduced Norway’s credibility in the
international climate negotiations.

Another aspect of the Norwegian position is that the Kyoto Protocol expires in 2012.
The Kyoto Protocol was a crucial step towards reducing Greenhouse Gas (GHG)
emissions. The goal was to be achieved by that given countries were cutting their
GHG emissions, while others keeping their emission level stable, and even some
countries were allowed limited increases. Developing countries were not obliged to
make any emission cuts. It should also be bear in mind that countries like the US
refused to sign and ratify the Kyoto agreement. Even though the Kyoto Protocol is
not legally binding, it is one of the most important international agreements in the
modern history of international cooperation in the field of climate and climate change.
For the continuation of international actions against climate change beyond 2011,
there is thus a need to prepare the next steps for a new climate protocol succeeding the
Kyoto Protocol. 2010 is therefore a crucial year of the international effort in
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addressing climate change.

There 1

s still a long way to go in order to reach goals which all countries can agree

upon. However, with a few more months to go, what can Norway do to secure an

agreement in Cancun that includes more of the developing countries then the Kyoto

Protocol did? Should developing countries contribute to the global effort? If so, what
contribution should they make? How should these countries be supported in reducing
their emissions? All these questions need to be answered to unite a common frontline

against

Keywords: UN Conference in Copenhagen and Cancun, Kyoto Protocol, greenhouse

climate change.

gas (GHG), carbon capture and storage (CCS), UNFCCC, IPCC, Soria Moria II.

Introductory material:

Officia

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/pubs/pdf/factsheets/climate_change.pdf
o Factsheet about Climate Change
http://ec.europa.ecu/environment/climat/future_action.htm
o Building a post-2012 global climate regime: the EU’s contribution.

http://unfccc.int/files/press/statements/application/pdf/100414 speech_brussel

s.pdf
o Public hearing on climate change addresses by Yvo de Boer

| sources:

http://www.eu-norway.org/PageFiles/362576/soriamoria2_english 1 .pdf
o The Soria Moria Decleration (pp. 57-68).
http://www.denmark.dk/en/menu/Climate-Energy/COP15-Copenhagen-
2009/Selected-COP15-news/A+Copenhagen-Accord-it-is.htm
o The Copenhagen Accord
http://www.ipcc.ch/
o The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
http://www.regjeringen.no/en/dep/md.html?id=668
o The Norwegian Ministry of the Environment
http://unfcce.int/
o The United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change

News articles, papers and other material.

http://www.eco-business.com/news/2010/apr/24/road-cop16-cancun/

o The road to COP16 in Cancun
http://www.cc2010.mx/swb/

o The official site for the Conference of the Parties (COP16).
http://www.euractiv.com/en/climate-change

o EurActiv with updated news about climate change.
http://ec.europa.eu/climateaction/index_en.htm

o Climate Action — Energy for a Changing World.
http://www.reuters.com/article/idUSTRE6410YM20100502

o Norway delays Mongstad Carbon Capture and Storage project.




COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS (DROI)

Failing states as incubators for terrorists and hot beds of human rights abuses: how
can international security gatekeepers such as the European Union and NATO ensure
that states around the world tackle the problem of terrorism originating within their
own borders whilst respecting human rights' guidelines?

Overview:

In March 2004, less than three years after the 9/11 bombings in New York, terrorists
struck again, this time against Madrid’s commuter train system. The 9/11 bombings
has doubtlessly been a benchmark for attitude change against terrorism in the western
world, with the US government leading the new war against terrorism. With the fresh
focus on the threat of terrorism, it is easy to believe that this is a new threat against
the Western World. But Europe has faced several threats during the last century, such
as the bloody Miinchen Olympics in 1972. However the Madrid bombings in 2004 did
present a new phenomenon within the concept of terrorism. The stereotype terrorist
“the religious fanatic Arab”, was no longer valid. Instead we were presented the so-
called “next door terrorist”. Four of the identified suicide bombers in Madrid were not
Arabs from the Middle East, but British Citizens, raised and educated in Britain, and
incorporated in the western world. Therefore EU saw the need to adopt new policies,
in order to face this new form of terrorism.

In December 2008 the Universal Declaration on Human Rights (UDHR) celebrated 60
years. The document established after World War 2 agrees on a common set of values
on human dignity. Inspired by this, the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the
European Union (ECHR), was proclaimed in 2000. The charter enshrines certain
political, social, and economic rights for EU citizens and residents, into EU law.
Undoubtedly human rights have become a trademark for the European Union, putting
these rights on the agenda in international forums. But in the fight against terrorism,
new counter terrorism policies in the EU, may have negative affects on the already
well-established fundamental rights of EU citizens. Amnesty International has
produced a report questioning how far the objective of “freedom, security and
justice”, has been met in the introduction of new counter terrorism measures. The
report entitled Human Rights Dissolving at the Borders? Counter-terrorism and EU
Criminal Law, addresses fundamental issues and shortcomings of these measures, one
example being the obstacle of even adopting a generally accepted definition of
terrorism and terrorists.

How can the fight against terrorism and the fight for human rights coexist in the EU
legal framework? What measures should the European Union and NATO take to
guarantee that the fundamental rights of EU citizens are kept? Is it possible to ensure
this, and at the same time continue to combat terrorism originating within our
European borders?

Keywords: UDHR, ECHR, counter-terrorism measures, fight against terrorism, EU
fundamental rights, CTITF, UNHRCHR.

Introductory material:
= http://www.un.org/en/documents/udhr/
o Universal Declaration of Human Rights
= http://www.europarl.europa.eu/charter/default _en.htm
o Charter of Fundamental rights of the European Union
= http://ec.europa.eu/justice_home/fsj/terrorism/fsj_terrorism_intro_en.htm




o European Commission — The Fight Against Terrorism.
= http://ec.europa.cu/external relations/human_rights/index_en.htm
o European Commission on External Relations

Further reading:
= http://www.etc-
graz.at/cms/fileadmin/user_upload/humsec/Workin Paper_Series/Working Pa
per_Grammatikas.pdf
o EU Counter-terrorist Policies: Security vs. Human Rights?

= http://euobserver.com/?aid=25123
o EU terror list criticised by human rights watchdog

= http://ec.europa.eu/justice_home/fsj/rights/fsj rights_intro_en.htm
o European Commission on Fundamental Rights and Security




COMMITTEE ON ECONOMIC AND MONETARY AFFAIRS (ECON)

Will a creative Europe be a dynamic Europe? How should the EU encourage
innovative entrepreneurship in the context of the current economic and financial
crisis?

Overview:

Contemporaries argue that innovation is important in today’s world and that the
European Union (EU) should attend to the support of innovation in the private sector.
As the political economist Joseph Schumpeter depicts, there are two types of
innovation: (1) productivity-enhancing innovations giving one enterprise a cost
advantage over another and (2) product innovations that give one company a
monopolistic advantage over others. In both cases extra revenue are gained by the
innovating enterprises thereby encouraging other entrepreneurs to also innovate. In
times of rapid economic growth, the EU is competing with major powers such as
China, Japan and USA to be the most innovative player on the international trade and
world economy markets. Major decisions have been taken at the Lisbon European
Council (2000), drawing up a strategy for making the EU the most competitive and
dynamic knowledge-based economy in the world emphasising the importance of
supporting innovation. European Commission Competitiveness and Innovation
Framework Program (CIP) and its sub-program Entrepreneurship and Innovation
Programme (EIP) ensure the facilitation of many objectives aiming to raise innovative
capability through the EU before year 2013.

The European Commission’s Executive Agency for Competitiveness and Innovation
ensures the steady promotion of innovation in the private business sector via four
major programmes. (1) Intelligent Energy — Europe — programme supporting decrease
of greenhouse gas emissions and increase of production where renewable sources are
used by removing market barriers, creating a more favourable business environment
for growing energy efficiency. (2) Enterprise Europe Network - the largest network of
contact points providing information and advice to EU companies on EU matters, in
particular small and medium enterprises (SME). (3) Eco-innovation — programme for
joining business and innovation resources thus aiming at better use of resources
resulting in economic benefits. (4) Marco Polo - programme for shifting less transport
on roads thus decreasing general pollution.

However, innovation being agreed as one of the main goals of the EU has not resulted
in facilitating the access the Common Market for new entrepreneurs due to the
perceived bureaucratic barriers to the establishment of new enterprises in the member
states, blocking the access for new ideas to the common market.

The aforementioned schemes are facing new challenges in their attempt to build a
more innovative private business sector due to current financial downturn. More than
18 months after the crisis began, governments are trying to use all efficient methods
in order to revive the economy; however it is argued that companies have to fight for
survival and thus do not receive as much help as is needed from the EU. Innovation is
not encouraged when Government money is guaranteed to a business, the incentives
are wrong.

Entrepreneurship is the principle on which small enterprise is built. The drive to
create new companies stimulates innovation in existing enterprises to stay ahead of
the market, giving better choice to consumers. Entrepreneurial skills can be learnt, but
how can the EU impart them to the leaders of tomorrow? How far can the EU take its
role as a facilitator to enable young entrepreneurs to be exposed to experienced ones
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as mentors? Entrepreneurs demand smaller Government to create the conditions for
their success. Bureaucracy Kkills start-ups they argue. A few questions logically
follow: what should be done in order to achieve the innovation and creation objectives
established by the Lisbon treaty? Should the EU take the economic crisis as a
challenge and ever more focus on innovation and fostering growth areas of industry
rather than on investment in steady, currently productive industries? How can or
should the EU aid Entrepreneurs? Is it a case of creating the conditions for success
rather than intervention? Finally, bearing in mind that the EU has many programs
supporting both competitiveness and innovation in enterprises - what should the EU
build upon now and in the future?

Keywords: Knowledge-based economy, innovation, financial crisis,
entrepreneurship, state aid, competitiveness, CIP, EIP, SEM and the Lisbon Council.

Introductory material:
= http://www.euractiv.com/en/enterprise-jobs/eu-gives-first-review-of-business-
act-news-494706
o EU gives first review of Business Act.
= http://www.efta.int/eea/eu-programmes/competitiveness-
innovation/entrepreneurship.aspx
o EFTA - Entrepreneurship

Official sources:
= http://ec.europa.eu/enterprise/policies/sme/promoting-
entrepreneurship/women/index_en.htm
o European Commission — Enterprise and Industry. Small and
medium-sized enterprises (SMEs)
= http://ec.europa.cu/small-business/index_en.htm
o European Small Business Portal
= http://ec.europa.eu/regional policy/funds/recovery/
¢ European Commission: Economic Crisis — the Response from
European Cohesion Policy
= http://ec.europa.eu/cip/index_en.htm
¢ European Commission: The Competitiveness and Innovation
Framework Programme (CIP)
= http://europa.eu/legislation_summaries/economic_and monetary affairs/index
en.htm
o Summaries of EU legislation: Economic and Monetary Affairs
= http://europa.eu/legislation_summaries/energy/european_energy policy/n26104
_en.htm
o Summaries of EU Legislation: Competitiveness and Innovation
Framework Program

News articles, papers and other material:
= http://www.europe-
innova.eu/web/guest:jsessionid=A215CO07FC7C77D9DF08322B7E10B1343
o Intensifying innovation collaboration, but not forgetting the
challenges.

= http://www.euractiv .com/en/euro
o EurActiv: Economy and Euro

= http://www.euractiv.com/en/socialeurope/brussels-promotes-social-innovation-

tackle- crisis/article-178669




o EurActiv: Brussels promotes ‘social innovation’ to tackle crisis
= http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/7616641.stm
o) BBC News: EU launches a new hi-tech institute
= http://www.ecb.int/press/key/date/2009/html/sp090317.en.html
o Jean-Claude Trichet (President of the ECB): What lessons can be
learned from the economic and financial crisis?
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COMMITTEE ON EMPLOYMENT AND SOCIAL AFFAIRS (EMPL)
“Ensuring the financial sustainability of health systems is of utmost importance at
European level, ant it is an issue that requires both coordination and dialogue

between us all” (Androulla Vassiliou, Former Member of the European Commission,
responsible for Health, 12.05.2009).

The population of Europe is ageing. How should the European Union deal with the
social costs that this brings about without compromising the quality of health care?

Overview:

The Ageing of Europe is a social phenomenon in Europe characterised by a decrease
in the fertility and the mortality rates as well as a higher life expectancy amongst
Europeans. This is especially problematic with regards to the size of Europe’s elderly
population relative to its workforce; by 2050 the International Monetary Fund (IMF)
has predicted that the ratio of retirees to workers will have doubled from four workers
to two workers for every retiree.

Traditionally, most competence for action in the field of health is held by Member
States, but the European Union (EU) has also had responsibilities in relation to these
issues, such as border health threats, patient mobility and reducing health inequalities.
Yet the European Commission (EC) adopted a new Health Strategy in 2007 which
aimed to set clear objectives to guide future work on health at the European level, and
to put in place implementation mechanisms to achieve it. The new Strategy
emphasises principles such as taking a value-driven approach, recognising the links
between health and economic prosperity, integrating health in all policies and
strengthening the EU's voice in global health issues. However, with a shrinking
workforce and struggling and weakening economies, new strategies will be necessary
to produce and maintain the wealth needed to sustain the retired population and to
achieve the goals for health care set forth by the 2007 Health Strategy.

The challenges are many. Decreased mortality causes increased health costs, which in
the next turn pose a risk of lower and reduced quality of health services. Hence, one
of the major challenges of today and tomorrow of the European Governments is to
secure a financial sustainable health care system and services which at the same time
can ensure high quality of services and benefits needed by the people — to balance an
ever ageing population and remaining good quality of the health facilities

Europe (in the meaning of European Governments) is a scanty spender. Only 20 per
cent of the Gross Domestic Product (GDP) is spent on health care. Thus, the dominant
attitude of the mainstream Governments is “pay from your own pocket if you want
more than a sparse minimum”. This enhances the possibility for the private marked
industry to develop and increase, as well as set a high cost level of its services. The
leading and the largest healthcare business is the UK. To illustrate the differences
across Europe, it is worth to take a closer look at France and Switzerland — two
wealthy European countries, but with two totally different approaches and ways of
running the national health care industry. France is government based healthcare
facility dominated unit, whereas in Switzerland on the other hand, more private
enterprises are taking over the healthcare business, hence in Switzerland you need to
pay more to avail the same healthcare benefits which the French Government usually
would pay for you. Yet another example is Germany, the second largest European
territorial unit. Germany is ranking as number three in a survey conducted on life
expectancy. The average in Germany is 78 years. Germany also stands third on the list
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of practising physicians and low mortality rate. Furthermore, the country spends
approximately 12 percent of its GDP on healthcare, which is better than any other
parts of Europe, and as much as 87 percent of the population is covered by health
insurance. Low income earners get parts of their healthcare expenses reimbursed by
the Government.

Overall, the Scandinavian welfare state is one of the best in the world. The
Scandinavian model is well documented in academic research as efficient and able to
cope with the challenges of today, but will it also be efficient in the future, and is this
a system that can be implemented in other European nations?

Keywords: The right to healthcare and health service, equal health and social rights,
social costs, social rights, The financial crisis, welfare models, welfare state, The
2009 Ageing Report, Equal treatment on the basis of age, Access to goods and
services, Non-discrimination, European Union — 2007 Health Strategy, pension
system, health insurance, free market competition, state/governmental regulations.

Introductory material:

= http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aging_of Europe
o Basic link for introduction and inspiration. Use this link critically.

= http://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/why-an-ageing-population-

is-the-greatest-threat-to-society-656997.html

o Why an ageing population is a threat to society

= http://www.eurofound.europa.eu/areas/populationandsociety/ageing.htm
o Active strategies for an ageing population.

Official sources:
= http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?language=E
N&body=EMPL
o The European Parliament — Information from the Committee on
Employment and Social Affairs.

= http://ec.europa.ecu/health/index_en.htm
o European Commission — Public Health

= http://ec.europa.cu/health/ageing/policy/index en.htm
o The European Commissions ageing policy.

News articles and other materials:
= http://www.euractiv.com/en/health/healthcare-innovation-cost-killer-
linksdossier-287514
o Healthcare innovation — economic costs
= http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/2053581.stm
o Europe’s ageing workforce
= http://www.europeanvoice.com/article/2529august/pension-timebomb-ticks-as-
eu-population-ages/62047.aspx
o Pensions and population growth — can they be compatible?
= http://www.cumonitor.net/news/archive/136644
o Androulla Vassilious - Former Member of the European Commission,
responsible for Health.
= http://www.euro.who.int/document/E91438.pdf
o The Tallinn charter: Health Systems for Health and Wealth.
= http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft/fandd/2006/09/carone.htm
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o Can Europe afford to grow old?
= http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/europe/4786160.stm
o The Norwegian welfare model and birth rate.
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COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT, PUBLIC HEALTH AND FOOD SAFETY (ENVI)
With access to good quality water being fundamental to our daily lives and to most
economic activities: how can European countries meet the challenge of maintaining a
clean water resource in the future?

Overview:

Water; life’s true necessity? It covers two thirds of the earth’s surface, yet
increasingly, the unsustainable management of this precious resource means that cases
of water scarcity have reached worryingly high levels. In Europe, we are lucky to be
quite sheltered from the adverse social, environmental and economic impacts that
water shortages can have on a society. However, in recent times with the onset of
global climate change and an increased demand from a larger population, the threat is
rapidly becoming more prevalent. Moreover, this issue is also affected by a current
unsustainable trend of over-extraction; taking excessive quantities of water from the
earth’s natural resource for industrial, agricultural and domestic purposes.

Water availability and population density are distributed unevenly in Europe and more
contentiously in the wider world; therefore different countries and sub-regions
experience varying degrees of what is entitled ‘water stress’. This issue is closely
related to the geography of a region and also to the water management system in each
state. In Mediterranean states, given the dry nature of the soil and the frequency of
drought, the hydrological cycle of water is slowed down which makes provision by
other means necessary. For example, in that particular region, irrigation accounts for
more than half the total amount of water extracted in that region, rising to more than
80% in some

Regions. The questions that arise when one examines the provision of clean water for
everyone encompass many areas of discussion due to their complex nature. The
geographical processes water is dependent on do not adhere to strict political or
administration guidelines. Continental Europe shares approximately 80 significant
rivers and lakes. Therefore, it can become quite a contentious issue for European
states to manage these resources together if any other underlying political issues
between those regions exist.

Another important issue is that of water sanitation. During the hydrological cycle,
water goes through a natural filtration process, which is also dependent of the
geographical characteristics of a region. However, at this stage is it not sufficiently
clean for human consumption which means it will have to be disinfected by a
chemical process in order to prevent the spread of pathogenic, disease causing
bacteria. The methods of disinfection depend on the infrastructures in place in each
European State. Disinfection by the addition of the chemical Chlorine is the most
common method used, however it is not used everywhere.

A big underlying question is how to finance the provision of this fundamental
resource in a sustainable way for the future. Given the many and complex factors that
influence the provision of this service, the question of how and where to invest in this
sector is one of increasing importance. The European Commission have launched a
‘Water Framework Directive’ (WFD) in association with the European Environment
Agency which sets out parameter guidelines on specific issues related to the provision
and quality of water for all European States. It sets the minimum sanitation standards
for drinking water and also guidelines related to River basin management between
states. The WFD sets out aims and time lines by which to achieve these, however as a
Directive, it does not set down any specific means by which they should be set out.
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Also, states are not subject to regular monitoring of the quality of water they supply.

Given all the related factors to this problem, is there one uniform way by which to
confront this issue on large scale or would the regional approach be more efficient?
Also, given the scale of the challenge, what would be the most effective way to
finance this problem in a sustainable way for the future? And are there any short-term
steps which can be taken to tackle this issue?

Keywords: water, scarcity, hydrological cycle, availability, irrigation, sanitation,
WEFD and river basins.

Introductory material:
= http://news.bbe.co.uk/2/hi/science/nature/755497.stm
o Dawn of a thirsty century

Official sources:
= http://ec.europa.eu/commission_barroso/dimas/index_en.htm
o European Commission: Stavros Simas, EU Commissioner for
Environment
= http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/index_en.htm
o European Commission: Water
= http://europa.eu/legislation _summaries/environment/water protection _manage
ment/index_en.htm
o Summaries of EU legislation: Water Protection and Management
= http://www.eea.europa.cu
o European Environment Agency
= http://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/water-resources-across-europe
o European Environment Agency Report: Water resources across Europe
— confronting water scarcityand drought
= http://www.eea.europa.cu/themes/water/water-resources
o European Environment Agency: European Water Resources

News articles, papers and other material:
= http://www.euractiv.com/en/environment/eu-freshwater-policies/article-
162260
o EurActiv: EU freshwater policies
=  http://www.robert-schuman.eu/question_europe.php?num=qge-
126%26%2312296%3B=en
o Fondation Robert Schuman: The European Union and the Challenge of
Water Scarcity
= www.actonco2.com
o Acton Co2 — The UK Governments site for Climate change.




COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRY, RESEARCH AND ENERGY (ITRE)
Pipeline politics and the battle for energy: how should the EU secure its external
energy supply while avoiding dependence on political matters?

Overview:

In recent years, concerns have risen over the stability and sustainability of external
supplies of natural gas to the European Union, and the necessity for cooperation and
solidarity has been emphasised in the Commission’s Second Strategy Energy Review
(November 2008). The EU imports 60,8 % of its natural gas from foreign suppliers,
and is thus highly dependent on foreign relations to warm up their houses and sustain
their industries. This imposes challenges when major export nations such as Russia
use their position politically to force forward their claims.

With Russia blocking pipeline gas supplies to Ukraine over a debt dispute, leaving
thousands of homes and industries in several Member States undersupplied for fifteen
days in winter cold, the EU have started to realise their need for diversifying both
sources and transport routes. The Nabucco pipeline, connecting European gas
networks with the Caspian region via Turkey is, a result of such efforts, presenting
both an alternative source and route to the Russian-Ukrainian pipelines. This project
is key to the Commission’s recent suggestion for new investments in energy to aid
European economic recovery. At the same time, it is being challenged through
Russia’s support of the rival South Stream pipeline. In addition to this diversification,
efforts are being made to interconnect internal energy networks, both when it comes
to gas and electricity.

As the world's largest natural gas producer, and the country with the largest proven
natural gas reserves in the world, Russia has a strategic advantage that will ensure that
their voice is heard and their interests respected. Consequently, the EU’s search for
alternative pipeline networks may be seen as a threat to its monopoly and influence.
Claude Mandil, the former Executive Director of the International Energy Agency,
criticises the EU for hypocrisy in insisting that Russia must open its internal energy
transport market to European companies, when within the Union there is a practice of
denying third-country companies such access. The French energy expert goes as far as
advising that the "Gazprom clause" — designed to limit the Russian giant's

penetration into the European market — should be abandoned, and that the European
market should be protected by the strict enforcement of rules valid for all.

Touching upon tense geopolitical issues, the EU must find a way to secure its long-
term energy supply chains without alienating its critical suppliers. Furthermore, the
Union must consider ways to ensure its capacity to resist supply disruptions in the
future.

Keywords: energy supplies, gas pipelines, Nabucco, South Stream pipeline,
Gazprom.

Introductory material:
e http://www.euractiv.com/en/energy/pipeline-politics-russia-eu-battle-
energy/article-177579

Official sources:
* http://ec.europa.eu//energy/index_en.htm
o General energy links




* http://ec.europa.eu/energy/strategies/2008/2008 11 _ser2 en.htm
o Second Strategic Energy Review (November 2008)
* http://ec.europa.eu/energy/publications/statistics/doc/2009 _energy tran
sport_figures.pdf
o EU energy and transport in figures
* http://europa.eu/rapid/pressReleasesAction.do?reference=MEMO/09/7
2&format=HTML&aged=0&language=EN&guil.anguage=en
o Energy council, 19" February 2009

News articles, papers and other material:
* http://www.timesonline.co.uk/tol/comment/leading_article/article6695
216.ece
o Pipeline politics
http://www.encharter.org/index.php?id=7
* Energy Charter
* http://www.nord-stream.com/en/the-pipeline/gas-for-europe/european-
gas-network.html
* http://www.spiegel.de/img/0,1020,1417200,00.jpg
o Pipeline maps
http://nabucco-pipeline.com/
o NABUCCO pipeline




COMMITTEE ON REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT (REGI)
With rural areas constituting more than 80% of the EEC territory: what measures
should be adopted to ensure the social and economic development of the countryside?

Overview:

With the EU’s agricultural subsidies representing almost half of their budget, the
social and economic development of the rural areas is an important policy area when
the EU in these days is negotiating its new financial perspectives, or long-term
budget, which starts in 2014. For more than forty years the Common Agricultural
Policy (CAP) has been a central element in the European institutional system.
Essentially, it’s based on three principles: market unity, community preference and
financial solidarity.

The EU’s rural areas are a vital part of its identity. Its fantastic range of striking and
beautiful landscapes is among the things that give it its character. However, many of
the rural areas are facing considerable challenges. This applies to both challenges
within the EU — the average income is lower than in cities, the skills base is narrower
and the service sector is less developed — and challenges on a global level — the
European agriculture would not be able to compete on the global marked without the
heavy economic subsiding from the EU. Thus, the European agriculture comes with a
high financial cost. On the other hand, the European countryside provides the
continent with an abundance of positive contributions. For example, it is vital in the
fight against climate change because of its green areas; it provides a beautiful place to
live, and furthermore, essential raw materials and food. In addition, agriculture
contributes to the socio-economic development of rural areas. This is some of the
reasons for why the EU’s Lisbon Strategy for jobs and growth and its Gothenburg
Strategy for sustainable development, strong economic performance and sustainable
use of natural resources applies just as much to the rural areas as to the rest of the
continent. The Lisbon Strategy, which was re-launched by the European Commission
in 2005, aims to higher the EU’s economic growth and job creation and greater
competitiveness in world markets.

The newest reform of the CAP is the Regulation For Rural Development policy for
2007 to 2013. The new reform will completely change the way the EU supports its
farm sector. It focuses on improving the competitiveness of the agricultural and
forestry sector; improving the environment and the countryside and improving the
quality of life in rural areas and encouraging diversification of the rural economy.
Without the CAP many rural areas of Europe would face major economic, social and
environmental problems. In the new reform, farmers focus on their businesses and
emphasize market orientation instead of market support. It will be geared towards
consumers and taxpayers, while giving EU farmers the freedom to produce what the
market wants. Basically this means that the majority of subsidies will be paid
independently from the volume of production, and thus the percentage of the EU’s
general budget allocated towards agriculture in the future will be reduced. For the
restructuring of the agriculture sector, rural development is vital. Enlargement of the
EU, especially in regards to the 2004 additions of less-developed countries, has
changed the agricultural map and diversification and innovation in rural areas is
essential.

However, the CAP and its viability to contribute towards diversification, innovation

and sustainable, economic growth in the rural areas have received notable criticism.
This criticism includes allegations about the CAP working against world development
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because of its heavily subsidizing of European agriculture. Every year the agricultural
subsidies to OECD countries count 280 billion USD. Moreover, the allegations
mention problems regarding the oversupply of alimentation produced by the European
countries, environmental issues, the lack of equity among the EU countries and how
the prices are artificially high.

There is little doubt that the current CAP is far from perfect. What measures can be
adopted to improve it? If the EU successfully manages to ensure the social and
economic development of the countryside, the rural areas will become higher valued
and thus contribute better to the European society. But the price Europe is paying for
its agriculture is high. What can be done to make the agriculture more efficient, and
thus reduce the cost of it, at the same as ensuring the sustainable development and
economic growth of the regions?

Keywords: CAP, subsidies, market unity, climate change, food supply, biodiversity,
Gothenburg Strategy, market orientation, OECD.

Introductory material:
= http://www.euractiv.com/en/enlargement/cap-rural-development/article-
109965
o Overview of CAP and Rural Development from 2003
= http://www.euractiv.com/en/climate-environment/cu-rural-development-
policies-failing-deliver-biodiversity/article-182140
o Critic of the Rural Development Policies
= http://ec.europa.cu/agriculture/capreform/cpb.pdf
o The European Commission on the CAP and its Critics

Official sources:
= http://enrd.ec.europa.cu/
o Home page of the European Network for Rural Development
http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/rurdev/index _en.htm
o The European Commission on the Rural Development policy 2007 —
2013
- http://ec.europa.eu/agri
culture/lisbon/index_en.htm
o The European Commission on the CAP (Common Agricultural Policy)
and the Lisbon Strategy
http://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/capreform/index_en.htm
o The European Commission on the reformed CAP
http://europa.eu/pol/agr/index_en.htm
o Gateway to the European Union agricultural policy

News articles, papers and other material:
= http://www.globalsubsidies.org/en/subsidy-watch/news/european-commission-
proposal-cap-reform-comes-under-criticism
o About the criticism of the CAP reform
= http://cap2020.ieep.eu/
= http://www.reformthecap.eu/
o Both links debates the future of the Common Agricultural Policy




INTRODUCTORY CLAUSES

Affirming

Alarmed by

Approving

Aware of

Believing

Bearing in mind
Confident

Contemplating
Convinced

Declaring

Deeply concerned
Deeply conscious

Deeply convinced
Deeply disturbed

Deeply regretting
Desiring

Emphasising

Expecting

Expressing its appreciation
Expressing its satisfaction
Fulfilling

Fully alarmed

Fully aware

Fully believing

Further noting

Further recalling

Guided by

Having adopted

Having considered
Having examined
Having heard

Having received

Having studied

Keeping in mind

Noting with regret
Noting with satisfaction
Noting with deep concern
Noting with approval
Observing

Realising

Reaffirming

Recalling

Recognising

Referring to

Seeking

Taking into account
Taking into consideration
Taking note of

Viewing with appreciation
Welcoming

OPERATIVE CLAUSES

Accepts

Affirms

Approved
Authorises

Calls

Calls for

Calls upon
Condemns
Congratulates
Confirms
Considers

Declares accordingly
Deplores

Draws attention to
Designates
Emphasises
Encourages
Endorses
Expresses its appreciation
Expresses its hope
Further invites
Further proclaims
Further recommends
Further reminds
Further resolves
Further requests
Has resolved to
Notes

Proclaims
Recommends
Regrets

Requests

Solemnly confirms
Strongly condemns
Supports

Trusts

Takes note of
Transmits

Urges

My



PROCEDURES OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY (GA)

General rules
The wish to speak is indicated by raising the committee placard. The committee
placard must always be used with all the other placards.

Before speaking, a chair/delegate must always raise the committee placard, which will
be recognised by the President or another member of the Board. Delegates or chairs
may not speak out of turn from the floor. Delegates may not yield the floor (i.e. pass
the microphone) to other delegates, except during the final summing-up speech.
Participants who do not respect the rules will be called to order one or two times, and
thereafter may be expelled from the Assembly.

The authority of the board is absolute.

Procedure and time settings

. Presenting of the motion for the resolution

. Three minutes to defend the motion for a resolution
. Three minutes to attack the motion for a resolution
. Points of information

. Approximately 30 minutes of open debate

. Three minutes to sum up the debate

. Voting procedure

. Announcing the votes
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Friendly amendment

Friendly amendment is a last-minute modification of a resolution. They are to be
handed in on a specific form two resolutions before the resolution in question. A
friendly amendment must be signed by the whole committee presenting the resolution
and is automatically included in the modified text of their resolution. A friendly
amendment is therefore not subject to a vote. It is possible to include a friendly
amendment during the initial reading of the clauses.

Reading of the operative clauses
There will be three minutes for each committee to present their resolution, by reading
out the operative clauses including friendly amendments.

Defence speech
This will be followed by a three-minute defence speech from a member of the
committee.

Attack speech

There will then be three minutes in which an attack speech can be made by another
committee. Any delegate may make the attack speech, once he or she has been
recognised by the President.

Point of information

Point of information is a request for a brief explanation of the meaning of a specific
word or an abbreviation. Points of information are not to be used for general points or
translations. They should not be used to attack or defend the speaker or the resolution.

The information sign must be recognised before the delegate can make his/her point.



The question is directed to the committee in question, during the allocated time for
Points of Information, which occurs post the defence and attack speeches and pre
general debate.

Open debate

The rest of the time (approx. 30 minutes) is set aside for open debate among
delegates. If you wish to make a point, raise your committee placard and wait to be
recognised by the Board before taking the floor. If the President feels that the
Assembly has reached a consensus before the full time allotted for the debate is
complete, then he/she may proceed immediately to voting.

Sum-up Speech
3 minutes to sum-up the debate. The microphone may be passed once.

Voting Procedure

Following the completion of general debate, delegates will be given the opportunity to
vote on the resolution in the form of for, against and abstentions. Delegates should
refrain from abstaining on resolutions whenever possible. Chairs will collect the
votes, standing-up to announce the results when called. A Board member counts the
votes and announces the result after the debate on the following resolution. The votes
should be announced with: in favour, against, abstentions (and delegates absent).

Point of personal privilege

Point of personal privilege is a request to repeat a point that was inaudible. In this
case the President may interrupt the speaker to recognise the point. It is not be used
when you do not understand a word or the point itself.

Direct response

Should a committee member raise the direct response sign, the board will recognise
the committee immediately. The direct response must be a comment directly to the
previous point. Each committee has one direct response per debate.

Point of order

Point of order is used when a delegate feels that the board has not properly followed
the parliamentary procedure. A chairperson uses the placard after a request from a
delegate.



