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The European
Parliament Beer Club

Established in 1995, the European Parliament
(EP) Beer Club is a cross party, transnational
forum for discussion and information exchange
amongst MEPs about issues that affect the

brewing sector within the European Union.

JOIN THE EP BEER CLUB

AND STAY INFORMED

ABOUT BEER-RELATED ISSUES
SUCH AS

EP BEER CLUB OBJECTIVES

* The contribution made by beer to Europe’s socio- The EP Beer Club recognises the positive

economic landscape and cultural patrimony; contribution made by. beer to Europe’s society,
culture, economy and image.

* The work of Europe's 5000+ breweries to craft

quality products for the enjoyment of Europe’s The. EP Beer Club bglieves that Europe should
ble consumers: and retain a strong brewing sector and supports a
responsi ' policy framework that nurtures this.

How beer and the brewing sector can be affected

(or enhanced) by policy developments across the The EP Beer Club supports the positive role of

beer in Europe’s culture - reflected in the brewing
EU. traditions in all Member States.

The EP Beer Club seeks to foster a greater
A number of activities are arranged throughout the understanding of the brewing sector within the

year, including briefings, events at the Parliament, beer European Institutions, and particularly the
tastings, brewery visits or report launches. A number European Parliament.

of information tools are also shared .wi.th members e EP Seer G cheeureres dhe braviig
such as newsletters and background briefings that allow sector to pursue its work as a responsible
MEPs to stay informed of developments within and affecting stakeholder.
the beer sector.

SIGN UP AT

WWW.EPBEERCLUB.EU



A Responsible Approach to
Animal Testing and Welfare
Go Hand in Hand

nimal
Atesting
and the

safeguarding

of animals
during the
research process
are emotive
subjects. For
MEP Frangoise
Grossetéte, who
lists health high on her policy agenda,
the responsible use of animals in
research is of paramount importance.

Grossetéte’s commitment to

animal welfare is unwavering and
continuous. Believing that it is of
primary importance, and a key
concern for European citizens, she
signed the Animal Welfare pledge
of the Eurogroup for Animals during
the 2014 elections. “I am now being
the rapporteur on the review of the
veterinary medicines regulation, and
one objective is to improve animal
welfare through better availability of
medicines to treat them,” she says.

Grossetéte notes that the European
Union already is a leader at
international level in this field and in
the promotion of high standards of
animal welfare protection. “Directive
2010/63 [on the protection of animals
used for scientific purposes] has been
a terrific step forward and provides
Europe with one of the world’s most
restrictive regulatory framework for
animal testing. | am proud to have
taken part in working on this forward-
looking piece of legislation,” she says.

For Grossetéte, the Directive

has been a resounding success,
simultaneously harmonising and
raising the level of animal welfare
standards across Europe while
ensuring that the EU remains a leader
in biomedical research. “One of the
major achievements of this text is

the introduction of mandatory ethical
evaluation before research projects
involving animals can be carried out.
Itis a key tool in ensuring that animal
use in research is proportionate and
responsible, when no alternative exist,”
she explains.

Furthermore, the requirement for
researchers to consider the 3 Rs

— replace, reduce, refine — when
using animals in research are also
important achievements of this piece
of legislation. Grossetéte believes that
the 3Rs are indispensable to ensure
animal welfare and that they set the
necessary barriers to appropriately
regulate animal testing — when and
where it cannot be avoided.

“I think those principles actually

form the backbone of our regulatory
framework on the use of animals for
scientific purposes. They guarantee
that animals are only involved in tests
when it is absolutely necessary and
when there is no alternative, that those

animals do not suffer or the least
possible, and that only the necessary
amount for the experiment is used,”
Grossetéte stresses.

Directive 2010/63 also has staying
power. It provides for its own review,
in 2017, so that it will be able to keep
pace with scientific and technological
advances. “Were it to be abolished,
we would go back to the previous
situation, which was much worse

in terms of animal protection,” says
Grossetéte.

In fact, a complete ban on animal
testing would have tremendous
negative consequences for the
development of new medicines and
patients’ access to them, she believes.
“There are cases when the use of
animals simply cannot be avoided,”
Grossetéte stresses.

All major medical breakthroughs over
the last century have been dependent
directly or indirectly on scientific
research involving animals, she notes.
“We should not be naive; | prefer to
see animals used for research here

in Europe, in respect of the 3Rs and
ethical evaluations, rather than in other
countries where even the simplest
standards of animal welfare are not
abided by,” Grossetéte says.
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Successful disaster prevention must begin with local approach
The new Sendai framework for disaster risk reduction

must be translated into national and local actions, writes
Elisabetta Gardini

Single market and digital single market are one and the same
The EU’s digital single market still suffers from the same
accessibility barriers it did a decade ago, writes Catherine
Stihler

EU must update copyright to maintain leading creative sector
Europe’s rich cultural diversity cannot be compromised by
outdated copyright rules, argues Sabine Verheyen

TTIP will strengthen the EU’s voice in the world
TTIP would help the EU reclaim growth and competi-
tiveness, while maintaining its core values and protecting
its businesses, argues Jean-Luc Demarty

Can ETS reform stop Europe’s low carbon future going up in
smoke?
Achieving a low carbon economy is dependent on the
EU’s emissions trading scheme being made fit for purpose,
writes Sofia Kalogeraki

News and Tweets

POLICYFOCUS

15 eHealth can empower patients and improve quality of health
services

eHealth would not only greatly benefit quality and access
of healthcare in the EU, it would also help bring down
costs, writes Vytenis Andriukaitis

19 Use of technology and patient-focused healthcare is a
presidency priority

eHealth solutions can actively improve the health and
wellbeing of patients, writes Guntis Belévic¢s

20 EU must confront the ethical dilemmas related to eHealth
Data protection, cybercrime and the technological ampli-
fication of human potential require serious debate, says

Nicola Caputo

23 Digital single market strategy could help healthcare
transcend borders

Technology could transform Europe’s health sector and
improve access to healthcare for patients across the EU,
write Péteris Zilgalvis and Terje Peetso

24 Use of mHealth can reduce the impact of demographic
change

Tackling privacy and security issues is key to empowering
old people to part manage their own health and wellbeing,
says Anne-Sophie Parent
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COVERSTORY

26 Refit measures will make sure that EU rules deliver tangible
benefits

EU laws must be aimed at improving the lives of citizens
and businesses, says Frans Timmermans

28 Reducing EU bureaucratic burden will help tackle Brussels
bashing

Simplifying the EU policymaking process would send a
message that people’s voices are being heard, argues Sylvia-
Yvonne Kaufmann

30 Refit is a chance to prove EU’s commitment to better law-
making

Both MEPs and the commission have long worked to
reduce the EU’s administrative burden, but the job is not
finished, says Angelika Niebler

31 Businesses and citizens deserve say in reducing regulatory
burden

There needs to be an assessment mechanism in place to
measure Refit’s success, writes Sajjad Karim

33 Refit should not serve as a smokescreen for deregulation
Giovanni La Via wants a clear, simple and effective regula-
tory framework that protects health, consumers and the
environment

34 New legislation must demonstrate the added value of EU
involvement

Othmar Karas says EU better regulation objectives need to
be matched by better implementation at national level
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ater this week the European commission will unveil its new better regulation package. Thanks to
a handily leaked ‘draft’ version some of us spent the bank holiday weekend scanning the document
for any signs that Messrs Timmermans, Juncker and co may be thinking more about deregulation
than better regulation. Whatever your views on this often overlooked issue, there’s no doubt that
the fight against “red tape” is one that often divides EU policymakers.

Legislative harmonisation, long a utopian dream of EU federalists now has a potential dark side, thanks
in part to the reducing regulation debate surrounding the TTIP agreement with the term ‘harmonisation’
being seen as big business shorthand aimed at labelling EU rules and regulations as ‘onerous’ and ‘burden-
some’ rather than ‘protective’ and enlightened.

So are these fears justified? Are the better regulation plans designed, deliver better rules for better
results or are they an elaborate smokescreen supporting a deregulation threat to European democracy?
Unsurprisingly, commission first vice-president Frans Timmermans tells our readers in this issue that
better regulation is about making sure the EU delivers on its policy objectives. “Before putting forward a
new proposal, we must really ask ourselves, ‘is this legislation really needed at European level?”, says the
Dutch commissioner, who is no stranger to the world of ‘fitness checks’ and regulatory scoreboards.

Key to Timmermans plans is his proposal to create a new regulatory scrutiny board to oversee the results
of impact assessments on new legislation. He argues that although it is parliament and council’s preroga-
tive to amend commission proposals, “it sometimes feels like the commission is trying to design a horse...
but by the end of the legislative process it ends up looking more like a camel”. This and his comment that
he wants to ensure that major amendments to legislative texts “are properly assessed, so that we can be
satisfied that the EU institutions have reached a well-informed decision,” could well be seized on by some
as the opening salvo in a battle to control the European parliament’s power of scrutiny. Perhaps it’s no
coincidence that the opening lines of Timmermans’ leaked draft communication are, “The commission is
determined to change both what the union does, and how it does it.”

Let battle commence.

ON THE COVER | Better regulation

Commission first vice-president Frans Timmermans kicks off our
cover story feature on the EU’s regulatory fitness and performance
(Refit) programme. The Dutch official, and president Jean-Claude
Juncker’s right hand man, says, “Better regulation does not aim to
deregulate; rather it means making sure we deliver on all our policy
objectives, and do so in the most efficient way possible.”

Also writing is parliament’s rapporteur on the Refit stae of play
and outlook Sylvia-Yvonne Kaufmann, who points to the fact that

“According to the commission, EU countries are responsible for one
third of administrative burdens, due to inefficient implementation of EU laws.” For the S&D deputy, a
reduction in Europe’s bureaucratic burden would also help tackle “Brussels bashing”.

See pages 26-34
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ince 1980, natural disasters caused by climate change

have increased by 233 per cent. In the past decade

alone, they have resulted in the deaths of over

700,000 people, with 1.4 million injured, 23 million

made homeless and €1.2 trillion in economic losses.
In recent years, the Hyogo framework for action has served as
a valuable tool to improve disaster prevention at global level.
Adopted in 2005 and due to expire this year, it has helped
reduce risk around the world by providing an international
mechanism for management advice, coordination and partner-
ships. Nevertheless, when it comes to disaster risk, the work
is never over, as the recent earthquake in Nepal has tragically
reminded us.

With this in mind, it is a political imperative to revise and
renew the Hyogo framework. I was part of the EU delegation
to the third world conference on disaster risk
reduction which took place in Sendai, Japan,
on 14-18 March. Overall, we achieved a
satisfactory result, although some grey areas
remain. The ‘Sendai framework for disaster
risk reduction 2015-2030" was adopted at
this conference and highlights that in order
to reach our goals and boost the capabilities
of developing countries there needs to be a
substantial increase in international coop-
eration, as well as the involvement of all possible stakeholders.

The international community’s open commitment to multi-
lateral cooperation was one of the conference’s most promising
and relevant achievements, but it is difficult to predict how
well this will be carried out. Throughout the conference, many
encouraging words were spoken and many pledges considered.
Now, we must do our best to guarantee that the Sendai frame-
work does not remain empty words but is instead concretely
implemented by both developed and developing countries
based on best practices.

As T explained during a ministerial roundtable on reducing
disaster risk in urban settings, the most innovative and effec-
tive concepts and tools which are included in the European
civil protection mechanism — fsuch as the notion of ‘resilient
community’ — should be taken into account when indicating
the methods to follow in a disaster-resilient world. Identifying
best practice is a good starting point, but whether the Sendai
framework is strong enough to ensure a more disaster-resilient
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Lok Thapa

with his niece
Akin among
the rubble of
his collapsed
home caused
by last month’s
earthquake in
Nepal

future will also depend on its success-

ful translation into national and local

actions. For this reason, our ability to
‘think small’ and/or ‘think local’ is extremely important. An
unconditional obligation in the next few years will be to
provide local authorities and actors with the tools to carry
out our ambitions. This means fully integrating them into the
decision-making process — from the collection of information
to national crisis management platforms — and supporting the
emergence around the world of volunteer organisations based
on their capacity to manage crises in a given territory.

The EU delegation fought very hard to include its ambi-
tions in the new post-2015 framework. We must pursue
further improvements and keep in mind that the real work on
the post-2015 global agenda has just begun and Europe must
continue to maintain its leadership.

This year’s European civil protection forum on ‘partnership
and innovation’ takes place in Brussels on 6-7 May, and will be
a fantastic opportunity to discuss ways in which to improve our
cutting-edge systems, strengthen cooperation and use innova-
tive technology to serve our citizens.



etpg,

the european test publishers group

COPYRIGHT, RESEARCH,
SCIENCE AND POLICY:
THE PSYCHOMETRIC

TESTING EXAMPLE

Psychometric testing highlights key issues for copyright policy and its impact
on European science, research, social and economic policies.

Reliable, scientifically based psychometric testing underpins reliable,
standardised and fair assessment which improves education, mental
and physical health provision, careers guidance, social inclusion and
productivity. Bad tests damage EU citizens and organisations in all
these areas. The European Test Publishers Group (ETPG) is a not-for-
profit trade association, set up 25 years ago to build on advances in
the evidence-based measurement of psychological characteristics
where Europe continues to be the world-leader.

Because of the nature of tests ( they often comprise simple sets of
questions delivered in on-line environments), copyright abuse is
particularly rife in the area. This affects the ability of researchers to
fund their work; influences authors’income (and many authors are
academics); may reduce the money available to create new tests
and, quite specifically, affect those clients and patients tests are
designed to help. Use of out-of-date unlicensed tests, low quality
stimulus materials etc. affects results and therefore treatment
regimens and life-changing decisions. These issues are not confined
to testing.

The ETPG has spent the last three years concentrating on this issue.
As membership of the group has spread across Eastern and Western
Europe group members have reported many issues, ranging from
the misuse of existing
editions of tests to

the continued use

of old editions of
assessment which
measure inaccurately.
lllegal tests are

often introduced

and presented in
university education

as trustworthy
measures, thus creating

misconceptions among the next generation of practitioners. We
have also found that internet-sourced, public domain instruments
without robust research underpinnings are sold for use as proper
clinical tests.

We realise that there is a need to strike a balance between

*the needs of clinicians, psychologists, teachers, managers and
other users, researchers

*the rights of publishers, test developers and authors

*the very important responsibilities we bear to the pupils, patients
and workers who take tests.

To do this, we need to consider latest developments in copyright
thinking such as creative commons and developments in the IT
field. ETPG is creating a more proactive and educational role in
advising on these issues.

In an ongoing series of sessions at European scientific conferences,
ETPG members have adressed the issues with scientists, authors,
psychologists and practitioners. The ETPG has also started to
address the issue of the continued use of illegal versions of tests
with professional bodies, particularly in the former Communist
countries of Eastern Europe.

The European Test Publishers Group was founded in 1991

and now has members in over 20 European countries. The

group comprises leaders of the members businesses, many of
whom are psychologists and many of whom have experience
publishing in other areas: research journals, academic books and
on-line information. The group’s knowledge is local, national and
European and covers both IP theory and practical experience over
legal action in copyright areas.

www.etpg.org
or contact lan Florance ian.florance@outlook.com , +44 7966509390



espite the fact that the EU’s last copyright reform

took place back in 2001 some of our legisla-

tion has yet to truly join the 21st century. Later

this week, however, the European commission is

due to publish the first draft of its digital single
market strategy, and in the autumn European digital economy
and society commissioner Giinther Oettinger is expected
to present a proposal on copyright reform. Meanwhile, the
European parliament is taking its own steps to outline its posi-
tion on the digital single market and will assess obstacles to its
completion. I have reiterated time and again that the digital
single market and single market are one and the same — one
cannot be complete without the other.

While the US and China benefit from a single set of laws
applied within their territories, the EU has 28 sets of national
legislation to contend with. Differences between national legal
provisions and requirements across member states, taxation
systems, consumption habits, as well as linguistic barriers, all
hamper European competitiveness. Although 43 per cent of
adults in the EU shop using the internet, online sales across
borders in Europe account for just a tenth of total online sales
in this region. If Europe is to remain competitive, the frag-
mentation of the (digital) single market must be addressed.

Looking at the new strategy ahead of its publication, there
are several opinions within parliament that have been adopted,
or are in the process of adoption. I had the pleasure of being
parliament’s internal market and consumer protection com-
mittee opinion rapporteur on the 2001 infosoc directive.
The final committee vote took place on 24
March and the report was adopted with an
overwhelming majority. During the process
of tabling the report, I met dozens of stake-
holders from a variety of industries and
organisations, ranging from authors and
publishers to consumer groups and academic
researchers.

Striking the right balance on a compro-
mise position that suits everyone will be no
easy feat for the commission. However, one
thing that has become clear to me is that
action to address certain concerns raised
since the adoption of the infosoc direc-

tive back in 2001, especially relating to the
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digital realm, must be taken. Things have changed rapidly
since its adoption over a decade ago and copyright laws have
to be updated in order to reflect the needs of our society and
consumers, most of who use digital services, watch films and
stream music online on an almost daily basis.

I also emphasised the important role that Europe’s cultural
and creative industries play employing more than seven million
people while also promoting European cultural heritage. Any
copyright reform needs to ensure that all categories of rights
holders are protected and that they are fairly remunerated.
However, problems such as territoriality, geoblocking, porta-
bility of services and interoperability must be contended with
and solutions found if we are to ensure that modern copyright
legislation is fit for purpose. For this reason, I urge the com-
mission to push for a flexible and balanced framework with
certain exceptions and limitations that will not harm rights
holders and conforms to consumer expectations. I believe con-
sensus can be achieved, but it’s vital to maintain an ongoing
dialogue between all the parties involved.







