
CEEP – Serving the public 

The CEEP office and the work programme: 
“This is not just about employment” 

Valeria Ronzitti, Director of CEEP 



CEEP nature 

European organisation with a two-fold 
mission: 
 

Cross–sectoral European Social Partner 
representing public employers in the European 
Union 
Lobby organisation representing Public services 
providers vis-à-vis the European institutions 
 

CEEP combines both missions to increase 
its influence towards the EU 
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Very happy that PPE engages in both « pillars 
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Facts & figures of CEEP 

Founded in 1961 
1 of 3 general cross-industry European Social Partners together 
with BUSINESSEUROPE and ETUC 
Organises its work in 10 committees: 

 

 
 
 

 
CEEP members are enterprises and authorities from the EU, 
Norway and Turkey (associated members) providing Services of 
General Interest, whatever their legal ownership or status. 
Sectoral members: EBU, HOSPEEM, EFEE 

 

Services of General Interest & Statistics 
Local Enterprises  
Enterprises, Internal Market & Competition  
Social Affairs 
Macroeconomic 

Environment  
Water  
Energy  
Transport  
Communications 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Plus: wider network thanks to the Public Services Employers’ Forum: CEMR, EURELECTRIC, POSTEUROP, CER



CEEP as Social Partner 

European Social Dialogue: discussions, consultations, 
negotiations and joint actions involving European 
Social Partners (Art. 152-155 TFEU) 
Working with BUSINESSEUROPE on the employers side 
Negotiations with ETUC on European agreements (e.g. 
Parental leave) 
Multi-annual Work Programme - basis for future work 
Top on the agenda:  
– Revision of the Working Time Directive 
– New Social Partner Work Programme 
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Presentation Notes
On WTD: we are negotiating to have more seats, but clear to secretariat at least that UK will be at the table. This will be Mick (also in drafting group)
On work programme: CEEP needs to have a « mandate » agreed at SAC meeting on 26 October. Suggested items:youuth unemployment (trainship, apprenthsips) green jobs, gender equality/pay gap, macroeconomic governance, restructuring, possible review of fixed term and part time agreements



CEEP as interest representation of 
SGI providers: Transversal issues 
Objective: to ensure that the EU framework for the provision 
of SGIs is adapted and proportionate to the need of public 
servicers‘ providers 
How to accomplish this? - Regular contacts with European 
Institutions on legislative proposals (before and after 
publication) 
Expertise provided by CEEP Committees which are key to 
prepare CEEP statements  
Current work mainly focusing on: 

– The revision of EU state aid rules 
– The modernisation of EU public procurement rules 
– The draft legislative initiative on concessions 
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Presentation Notes
FYI:
Revision of the Monti-Kroes package: Drafts has been published on 16th September; CEEP will comment them. (Work with the three committees)
 Following to Budapest Conference, exchange of views with ALMUNIA Cabinet in June. Draft working paper sent on 24/06
 Intergroup meeting on 12th October: CEEP gave a statement.

Initiative on concessions:
Meeting with BARNIER Cabinet 15/09
Ad hoc LE Committee working meeting on 27/09 
Joint ad hoc working meeting LE-SGI-EMC Committees on 30/09
	+ Communication on Public Public cooperation
A “Package” on Public procurement should be published on 13th December.
CEEP is going to plan its reaction, based on the work of the three committees (EMC, SGI, LE)
ON PROCUREMENT
First, very good news: the proposal clearly treats In-house outside public procurement discipline. It is something CEEP asked for many times, and it would be a big accomplishment if this remained in the “official” proposal. This is stated in Section 3 “Specific situations”, Art 19 “Relations between public authorities”, together with horizontal public public cooperation. Regarding In-House, the European Commission follows the Teckal Case Law
2. Then, the European Commission proposes to abolish the traditional distinction between A/B services. This could be rather worrying BUT they do not impose the full application of procurement law to ”social services and other specific services” as they provide them a specific regime in the directive, with a higher threshold of EUR 500 000 and imposes only the respect of basic principles of transparency (contract and award notice to be published) and equity. The Member states are in charge of putting in place appropriate procedures for the award of contracts and ensuring quality, continuity, the respect of specific needs etc. 
3. The European Commission seems to intend to simplify the legoslation: the negotiated procedure will be more accessible in the general directive, the distinction between selection and award criteria will be more flexible (and it will be possible to change the sequencing). Dealing with modifications in public contracts, the European Commission propose basic solutions developed by the case law. And the European Commission proposes news tools as the European Procurement Passeport (with information on tenderers for the award procedure).
4. Contracting authorities may have more room for manoeuvre when procuring. For example, the European Commission gives them the possibility to base their award decisions on life cycle costs of the products. This can be done through the criterion of the most economically advantageous tender or the criterion of the lowest cost which replace the “price only” criterion. Public purchasers can also exclude economic operators from the procedure if they violated mandatory social, labour or environmental law. 
5. Of course, there are also proposals which could be not really adapted, for example the obligation to subdivide public contracts above EUR 500 000 into lots to make them accessible for SME. This means additional costs for contracting authorities. Another not acceptable change is the lower thresholds: in the general directive, they fall from EUR 6 242 000 to EUR 5 000 000 for public works contracts, for example.





CEEP as interest representation of 
SGI providers: Sectoral issues 

CEEP generally agrees with the EU objectives (low carbon 
economy /20-20-20 target, internal market for transport, etc...)  
As public services are close to citizens, subsidiarity important: 
reaching the EU objectives but in accordance with local, regional 
or national conditions 
Current work mainly focus on: 

– Transport: White Paper, Revision of the Railway Package 
– Energy: Draft Energy Efficiency Directive 
– Water: Implementation of the Water Framework Directive 
– Environment: Waste management (implementation of the Waste 

Framework Directive) 
– Communications: Incentives to develop high speed broadband, 

copyrights, public service broadcasting 
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ICT : Information and Communications Technologies
TEN-T = Transeuropean Networks for Transport

Transport: 3 current draft CEEP opinions
Energy: 1 opinion on the Energy Efficiency Action Plan, Bullet points to MEPs, meeting aksed
Environment: Partner of the Commission for implementing Waste Framework Directive: current draft CEEP opinion on the Guidance for the implementation of the WFD
Communications: statements still to produce
WATER: present draft CEEP opinion on water pricing, CEEP = stakeholder in the new European Innovation Partnership for Water Efficiency (set up by the Commission).
Flagship initiative for innovation: will be shaped by stakolders.pilot projects with structural funds. Not only water efficiency but efficient innovation for water
Water pricing: household consuption can NOT have a big impact on price. First should be agriculture and manifacturing
Not true that there is always with water and that the aim should only be to SAVE water




  

 
Thank you for your attention! 

 
valeria.ronzitti@ceep.eu 
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Rue des Deux Eglises, 26  
 BE - 1000 Brussels 
 

Tel: +32 (0) 2 219 27 98 | Fax: +32 (0) 2 218 12 13 
 Website: www.ceep.eu | e-mail: ceep@ceep.eu 
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