Rat fur
NACHHALTIGE

Entwicklung

Berlin, September 24, 2009

Maturing the Sustainability Strategy

Statement regarding the 2009 review of the European Union Strategy for Sustainable
Development, EU SDS

What once began as a great political move knowheas&othenburg Strategy on greening
European policies over the years evolved into tHeSPS, and is today losing momentum
and political say. It needs a renewed and fundaahentitical push. Therefore, it is most
welcome that the Swedish Presidency has once &ajan the lead and put the review of the
EU SDS on the European agenda.

This recommendation addresses the German Fedeval@oent. At the same time, our
understanding is that active contribution of statéérs is welcome, and we therefore
consider this statement a public opinion directied#hom it may concern”.

Following up its own previous statements on thestrire and process of sustainable
development in Europe to be foundwww.nachhaltigkeitsrat.de/en/documents/statements/
the Council for Sustainable Development (RNE) nalkes advantage of the continued
sharing of experiences within the network of EEA&& European Environmental and
Sustainable Development Advisory Councilsyw.eeac-net.orgIn particular, the widely
shared vision on “Sustaining Europe for a long whgad” (to be found on the website)
provides deep insight into the long term sustaiitgl@igenda as seen from the network. Of
significant importance are the findings of the Sumstbility Observatory within the European
Economic and Social Coungiww.eesc.europa.eu/sections/sdo/index_en.asgd
discussions and debates of the annual meetingie d&uropean Sustainable Development
Network, www.sd-network.eu

Stop sending confusing signals

The recent EU Com communication on the EU SDS (G@009) 400 final, Brussels July
24, 2009) compiles both positive and negative ofzgems, and keeps the reader very
confused. The positive self-assessment of whabbas done rests in deep contrast with the
observation that means and measure do not draityreato a sustainable pathway. The key
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line is: “Despite considerable efforts to includrian for sustainable development in major
EU policy areas, unsustainable trends persist.” \ghidis supposed to tell us? Are we on the
right track, or not? Facts and figures, e.g. thesqurovided by EEA (European
Environmental Agency) and Eurostat, are clear enokgrope is far from achieving overall
sustainability goals. So, why is the sustainabiligyrative still so confusing?

It is most welcome that the EU SDS provides a gdliamework with ambitious
commitments and indicators, but it clearly lackgaking scheme that puts the machinery
into gear. At this point in time, rather than pilagt another set of far reaching commitments,
the EU needs some very basic working featuresibatd connect the Brussels machinery
with actions on the ground, be it in respect of Hueopean instruments, and in particular the
implementation of financial funds, or be it in respof the strategies of the Member States.

Getting serious

The Commission’s Communication on mainstreamingesuable development concludes
with the question on whether to launch a comprekensview of the EU SDS. Such a
review would clearly be welcomed, but it would negidance and focus. Therefore, we
recommend three basic steps to reinvigorate th&BEB:

1. We recommend sharpening and adding tarnkgtutional machinery that would go
clearly beyond of what we have now. It would encasspthe reporting routine and
ask for compliance and control measures for thiuti®nal performance against the
SD objectives. We seem to need a new thinking af ¢l implementation of
sustainability indicators in order to guaranteesistency among national and
European processes. This machinery would also ms&ef soft management and
modern management-by-objectives instruments.

2. The EU SDS should benchmark the long telewmelopment trajectory for the EU
taking into account the global context of low carlm@mpetiveness, green recovery
and financial sustainability, and demography. Argboovering of those issues would
be complimentary to the well known issues alreagindp covered by the EU SDS. As
a red threat we recommend taking first steps taggmarto abudget sustainability
control (plus assessment and rating) mode that helps iaeyanstainability.
Comprehensive sustainability impact assessmems)Should be further developed
by involving stakeholders, both in the developnwguch tools and the assessment
processes proper, and should be used as a sgtainable development
governance tool.

3. Arenewed EU SDS process might take advantageect@hanniversary of the Rio
Agenda 21 that will take place in 2012. This datvfgles strong momentum not only
to take stock and communicate the idea of sustdityato the broader public. It might
also be a focal point for the ongoing debate ahout to achieve more results and
how to encourage more collective action. We recontrfer the European Union to
set up a high profil®eer Review Process on Sustainability Strategies and the Rio
Agenda that would present its findings right indifor the preparation of 2012.
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