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Chapter 5 – Employment and Social Rights

5.01 Establishment of a Common European Job-bank

Employment
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Amsterdam, The
Netherlands, 8-10 April 2005.

Considering

● That the Lisbon Agenda called for the Union to become the world’s most
competitive economy in the year 2010.

● The structural problems of the labour market in some of the member states.
● The limited use of the common European labour market.
● The mismatch between supply and demand of skilled labour.
● The strong link between the free movement of labour and the flourishing of a

European identity.

LYMEC proposes that

● The Commission moves to establish a common European job-bank which
integrates and translates the lists of positions contained in the national
job-banks.

● Companies and state agencies are strongly recommended to submit lists of
vacant positions on their own.

● The Commission works to secure the integration of the job-bank with national
employment policies.

Motivation

● Increased usage of the European labour market is one of the key steps in
fulfilling the Lisbon Agenda as well as strengthening the democratic
foundation of the Union. Through a common European job-bank the Union
will be able to address the mismatch between supply and demand of skilled
labour thereby lowering the structural unemployment rate. Increased
integration of the labour market will furthermore enhance the individuals’
career opportunities leading to a stronger European identity which at the end
of the day should strengthen the democratic foundation of the European
Union.
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NEW 5.02 Flexicurity and the European Labour Market.
(Merger of 5.02, 5.04 and 5.05)

Noting that:

● Globalisation and removal of trade barriers have made markets in goods and
services more flexible.

● The Treaty founding the European Community introduces four fundamental
freedoms, namely the free movement of goods, persons, services and
capital.

● That the maximum restriction period for new member states in terms of free
movement of labour is 7 years.

● Hiring and firing procedures are rather complex and expensive in many EU
Member States, resulting in labour market segmentation.

● Rigid labour markets lead to a higher share of long-term unemployment and
youth unemployment.

● Wages are often not adjusted to workers’ individual productivity and business
cost structures.

Believing that:

● Free movement of labour is a core element of the European Union and free
movement of labour has a positive impact on the European economy, both
for the countries importing labour and for the countries exporting labour.

● Mobility in Europe should be increased, between different regions and
countries, but also between different economic sectors.;

● Wages are often not adjusted to workers’ individual productivity and business
cost structures.

● The role of government in employer-employee relations should be limited to
the protection of contract, property and human rights.

● Active labour market policies conducted by Member States should combine
flexibility in the labour market with planning security for job seekers, which is
best achieved through systems whereby in exchange for unemployment
benefits, beneficiaries are required to seek actively for a job, and attend
relevant training.

● Flexicurity combines worker security with a high degree of labour market
flexibility.

LYMEC calls for:

● ALDE to work for bringing the concept of transitional agreements for labour
from new member states to an end.
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● LYMEC member organisations promote organisations to promote free
movement of labour on all levels.

Further, LYMEC calls on the European Union to:

● Further develop and promote, taking the above into consideration, the
concept of Flexicurity, focussing on the four main areas of labour market
policies, contractual agreements, lifelong learning strategies and modern
social security systems, and;

● Dedicate a larger share of the EU budget to strengthening the EU’s lifelong
learning programmes, also aiming to increase the chances of people already
active in the labour market to further qualify according to developments and
actual needs of the labour market.

Furthermore, LYMEC calls on EU Member States to:

● Simplify procedures regulating hiring and firing, as well as to make them less
costly.

● Consider flexicurity as a possible compromise between employment and
labour market flexibility.

● Base their unemployment benefit regimes on a system whereby high nominal
unemployment benefits are granted for a short transition period, after which a
two-pillar system kicks in consisting of voluntary private unemployment
insurance and minimal benefits to prevent poverty.

● Ensure strict monitoring and control of the benefit recipients’ activities related
to active job seeking and their participation in training programs.;

● Set up a more individualised approach to vocational counselling and
assistance in job seeking, and incentivise employers who enable employees
to combine their careers with obtaining further education.

● Encourage labour unions to shift their focus from protection of jobs to
protection of workers.

5.02 Make labour markets more flexible

Employment
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany,
20-22 April 2007.

Whereas

● Globalisation and removal of trade barriers have made markets in goods and
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services more flexible.
● Many European countries maintain rigid labour market regulations which

make it extremely expensive and/or difficult to hire and fire employees.

Observing that

● Rigid labour market regulations are motivated by a desire to protect people
from unemployment.

● An inflexible labour market leads to an ineffective allocation of human
resources on the market.

Considering that

● The lack of labour market flexibility prevents job creation and forces able
workers into becoming passive recipients of unemployment benefits.

● Job training is an effective way to help the unemployed cope with the
changes of a flexible market and allow them to reenter the labour market.

● Flexicurity combines worker security with a high degree of labour market
flexibility.

LYMEC – European Liberal Youth calls for

● Deeper integration of European labour markets.
● The European Commission to make a white paper available to the member

states in order for them to exchange best practice.
● Labour unions to shift their focus from protection of jobs to protection of

workers.
● An active labour market policy in order to make sure that the unemployed

make an effort to regain employment.
● European governments consider flexicurity as a possible compromise

between employment and labour market flexibility.

5.03 Resolution on the Pension Systems

Employment, Ageing Population, Social Rights
Resolution adopted at the LYMEC Congress held in Utrecht, Netherlands on 6th -8th of May
2011.

Considering that:
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● The European population is ageing.
● Current pension systems are fiscally unsustainable.

Believing that:

● The costs of pensions will be a drain on a state’s finances.
● It’s the member state’s responsibility to take appropriate action.
● Each country is different in terms of their ageing population, demography

and social policy.

Calls:

● On the European Union to respect the principle of subsidiarity and the
exclusive competences of the Member States.

● To recommend Member States’ informational campaigns to raise the
citizen’s knowledge and awareness of their pension rights and choices
in the pension system.

● On the European Union institutions to supervise the transparency and
safeguard the free movement of people with a guarantee of their
pension rights to enjoy the free movement of labour.

● On the European Union to issue a directive enabling European Union
citizens to work longer and eliminate maximum retirement ages.

● Retirement age needs to be increased just as fast as required, to keep
a country’s pension system sustainable.

● To recommend the Member States to keep the first pillar as a minimal
income, while strengthening the second pillar by involving free market
principles and encouraging private saving in the third pillar.

● After the official retirement age, both employers and employees do
not pay contributions for the pension on the wage so that firms are
encouraged to employ older workers, taking into account part-time
opportunities.

5.04 End all Restrictions on the Free Movement of Labour

Employment, Social Rights

Considering that:

● The Treaty founding the European Community introduces four fundamental
freedoms, namely the free movement of goods, persons, services and
capital.

● That the maximum restriction period for new member states in terms of free
movement of labour is 7 years.
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● Spain ratified the Treaty of Accession for Romania and Bulgaria workers in
2005, but is currently trying to reintroduce restrictions by utilising the safeguard
clause.

Believing that:

● Free movement of labour is a core element of the European Union.
● Free movement of labour has a positive impact on the European economy,

both for the countries importing labour and for the countries exporting labour.
● It is unacceptable to use the current economic crisis as an excuse for

protectionism of any kind.

LYMEC calls on:

● ALDE to take a clear stand against the current development of protectionist
measures taken by Spain.

● ALDE to work for bringing the concept of transitional agreements for labour
from new member states to an end.

● LYMEC member organisations to promote free movement of labour on all
levels.

5.05 Flexicurity and the European Labour Market

Employment, Social Security

Believing that Mobility in Europe should be increased, between different regions and
countries, but also between different economic sectors.

Considering that hiring and firing procedures are rather complex and expensive in
many EU Member States, resulting in labour market segmentation.

Recognising that rigid labour markets lead to a higher share of long-term
unemployment and youth unemployment.

Noting that wages are often not adjusted to workers’ individual productivity and
business cost structures.

Criticising labour unions for contributing to this misalignment.

Firmly believing that the role of government in employer-employee relations should
be limited to the protection of contract, property and human rights.
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Noting the risk of welfare traps caused by too high unemployment benefits, while at
the same time insufficient income security poses a risk of a large informal economy
and increased criminal activity.

Pointing out that active labour market policies conducted by Member States should
combine flexibility in the labour market with planning security for job seekers, which is
best achieved through systems whereby in exchange for unemployment benefits,
beneficiaries are required to seek actively for a job, and attend relevant training.

LYMEC calls on the European Union to:

● Further develop and promote, taking the above into consideration, the
concept of Flexicurity, focussing on the four main areas of labour market
policies, contractual agreements, lifelong learning strategies and modern
social security systems, and;

● Dedicate a larger share of the EU budget to strengthening the EU’s lifelong
learning programmes, also aiming to increase the chances of people already
active in the labour market to further qualify according to developments and
actual needs of the labour market.

Furthermore, LYMEC calls on EU Member States to:

● Simplify procedures regulating hiring and firing, as well as to make them less
costly.

● Base their unemployment benefit regimes on a system whereby high nominal
unemployment benefits are granted for a short transition period, after which a
two-pillar system kicks in consisting of voluntary private unemployment
insurance and minimal benefits to prevent poverty.

● Ensure strict monitoring and control of the benefit recipients’ activities related
to active job seeking and their participation in training programs.

● Set up a more individualised approach to vocational counselling and
assistance in job seeking, and;

● Give incentives to employers who enable employees to combine their
careers with obtaining further education.

5.06 Urgency Motion on YFJ GA

Social rights, Employment, Working time
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Adopted by the LYMEC Extraordinary Congress
Assembled in Brussels, Belgium, on 21st and 22nd November 2008

WHEREAS :

● The European Youth Forum (YFJ) held its General Assembly in Rotterdam, the
Netherlands, on 14-15 November 2008.

● At this occasion the LYMEC Delegation voted against a resolution on the EU
Directive on working time that had been submitted for adoption.

● This resolution explicitly asks YFJ to coordinate lobbying in the European
Parliament against this directive.

● LYMEC has not yet a clear policy on the issue of working times.
● A new YFJ bureau was elected at the occasion of this GA.

The European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) Extraordinary Congress, assembled in Brussels,
Belgium, on 21st and 22nd November 2008:

● Is of the opinion that this resolution goes beyond youth policy issues.
● Confirms that this resolution cannot be supported by LYMEC.
● Asks the LYMEC bureau to abstain from lobbying on this issue under the YFJ

umbrella.
● Asks the LYMEC bureau to send a letter to the YFJ bureau congratulating

them about their election and explaining LYMEC’s position on the
above-mentioned issue.

NEW 5.07 Liberal approach to the sex industry (Merger of 5.07 &
5.10)

Considering that:

• Every individual has the right to decide over their own body;
• All individuals should be tolerant and respectful of different life choices, even

if they do not personally agree with them;
• Self-determination is one of the most important rights of an individual;
• Thousands of men and women, in particular from Eastern Europe, Africa and

Asia travel to European countries for a better life under false pretences;
• The EU is moving towards the Swedish prostitution model in which the

customer commits a crime when interacting with a prostitute.
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Noting that:

• Human trafficking is illegal and can never be justified;
• Prostitution should not be legal for anyone below the age of 18.

Whereas:

● In some countries prostitution is illegal;
● In some countries prostitution is legal, but it is illegal to buy sex;
● In some countries prostitution and the buying of sex are decriminalized, so

prostitution is not legal, but it is not recognized as a profession either;
● In some countries, prostitution and the buying of sex are legal but procuring

and the running of brothels are not;
● In some countries both prostitution, the buying of sex, procuring, and the

running of brothels are legal. The many different prostitution laws within the EU
complicate the free movement of services.

Believing that:

● Voluntary prostitution should not be disrupted by the approach to fighting
forced prostitution;

● The EU is working on an effective method that looks out for forced sex
workers, and their exploiters and fights these exploiters;

● It is both unfair and discriminating that in some countries prostitution is
decriminalized and thus the sex workers must pay taxes but simultaneously the
profession is not recognized, meaning sex workers cannot be members of the
unemployment insurance fund, do not obtain fair working rights, etc.;

● Legalizing prostitution without legalizing the buying of sex, forces sex workers
to work in uncertain environments hidden away from the public as their clients
are technically criminals and therefore have to worry about being caught by
the police;

● Strict regulation of prostitution in groups, e.g. brothels, deprives the sex
workers of the possibility of working in the safest possible environment with
colleagues and easy access to help, should problems arise;

● It is unfair that sex workers cannot work as prostitutes without having to be
self-employed, as being self-employed entails both economic uncertainty
and extra work.

LYMEC calls for:
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● All EU member states to legalize prostitution and the buying of sex as well as
make prostitution a recognized profession, giving prostitutes access to health
care, unemployment benefits, unemployment insurance funds, etc. on equal
terms with people in other professions;

● All EU member states to remove barriers for sex workers to set up cooperative
businesses fulfilling all obligations under EU and national laws, respectively,
and ramp up their efforts to combat human trafficking;

● All EU member states recognize prostitution as a service that should be able
to move freely across the EU;

● All EU member states to make sure the necessary help is available to sex
workers who wish to leave the sex industry, as any sex worker should be able
to quit their job if they wish to do so. Otherwise, it is no longer voluntary
prostitution;

● All EU member states Instead of criminalizing clients of sex workers, encourage
them to help fight crime, by notifying authorities when they become aware of
possible sex trafficking and labor rights violations in the industry.

5.07 Effective approach prostitution

KEYWORDS: Employment, Social Rights
LYMEC Congress, Berlin, Germany 23-25 October 2014

Considering that:

● Thousands of men and women, in particular from Eastern Europe, Africa and
Asia travel to European countries for a better life under false pretences.

● The EU is moving towards the Swedish prostitution model in which the
customer is committing a crime when having interaction with a prostitute.

Noting that:

● The Swedish model is making prostitutes anonymous while governments are
looking for a method to find and help forced sex workers.

● The EU is working on an effective method that looks out for forced sex
workers, their exploiters  and to fight these exploiters.

● Voluntary prostitution should not be disrupted by the approach to fight forced
prostitution, like the Swedish model does.

● Self-determination is considered as one of the most important and primary
rights of an individual.
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LYMEC urges:

● The European countries should work together to fight illegal trafficking of
forced sex workers, identify forced sex workers and counteract at European
level.

● European governments should cooperate with security agencies and civil
society organisations to ensure an effective approach and share best
practices with each other.

● The European Union member states should see prostitution as a legal industry
in which sex workers are entitled by definition to labour rights and related
conditions, so that the safety of prostitutes is guaranteed and to hold grip on
forced (ex) sex workers.

● Instead of criminalising clients of sex workers, the EU should encourage them
to help fight crime, by notifying authorities when they become aware of
possible sex trafficking and labour rights’ violations in the industry.

5.08 Creation of a “student-entrepreneur” status in all European
countries
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Stockholm,
Sweden 12 - 14 May 2017.

With regard to

● The EU Youth Strategy, Europe 2020 growth and jobs strategy.
● The French initiative from November 2013 establishing a national status of

○ "étudiant-entrepreneur".
● The Belgian legislation from 30 December 2016 implementing a specific social

and fiscal status for students engaged in self-employment in Belgium.

Considering that

● More and more entrepreneurs are needed across Europe.
● In some countries, there is already a legal status for students doing summer

jobs, but none for students setting up their own business.
● The European Union needs to promote both the achievement of higher

studies and the setting up of new businesses.
● The creative mindset of young people is an asset to be exploited throughout

Europe.
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● Positive speech around running one's own business is not sufficient and should
be supported by practical measures.

● Young people need advice in setting up their own business as well as a clear
legal status to be able to achieve their studies and work as an entrepreneur
simultaneously.

● Non-formal learning is of equal importance in comparison with traditional
education and skills leading to a job cannot be acquired by theoretical
learning only.

● Promoting and supporting youth entrepreneurship with structural tools is not a
short-term and costly initiative.

LYMEC Calls on

● European Commission, to officially recognise the "student-entrepreneur" status
and inscribe this system in its Youth and Job Strategies.

● The European Union, to use all available instruments to support the creation of
the "student-entrepreneur" in respecting its legal obligations.

● All European states to create better legal frameworks so as to encourage young people
to set up their own businesses and startups by setting positive incentives (i.e. less taxes,
less bureaucracy, more available information, etc.).

LYMEC Asks

The European Commission to actively suggest to all European countries which do not
yet have such a system in place, to adopt the following system with the following
conditions:

● High school and university students should be able to combine a student
status with a professional activity as an entrepreneur;

● Each country will have the right to define their own age limit, in accordance
with their own education system.

● Every European country should grant this status to students coming from all
backgrounds and specialties, with the right mentorship.

● Students who apply for this status should automatically receive an EU VAT
number to facilitate their business dealings with customers in other EU Member
States.

● The following infrastructure should be set up in at least one high school and/or
university of each country, depending on the overall student population and
proportion of young entrepreneurs: young entrepreneurship incubator, with
business angels and advisors, so that candidates to young entrepreneurship
can receive the best advice possible in terms of business plan and contacts.

● That exhibitions of and competitions for companies built by
youth-entrepreneurs be held at the local, national and European level, where
possible. 
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LYMEC Suggests

This system would be supported by the following incentives:
● The student will keep the right to earn a certain amount (dependent on each

country) without any taxation (1st threshold) or with a reduced taxation (2nd
threshold). Only beyond a certain threshold to be determined by each
country will the student entrepreneur be taxed as a regular self-employed
person.

● The student should have the opportunity to gain an assigned number of ECTS
for setting up and running a student-business, especially in those education
programs where it is relevant to the course content.

● In any case, the limit of turnover and benefits should be adapted so that a
student entrepreneur does not have fewer rights than a student doing a
summer job.

● The student will keep the same social rights as a regular student.
● The student's parents will keep the same rights as they would for a regular

student.

5.09 Social Union
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Stockholm,
Sweden 12 - 14 May 2017.

LYMEC notes

● The European Union was created on the principles of more liberated and
increased trade across the national borders. Since then the co-operation has
grown into a transnational community which has secured improved
conditions for the environment, peace and joint prosperity. The European
Union can therefore no longer be considered only as a trading union. With
the expansion of the inner market comes common challenges, and one of
these challenges is the lack of social security for European citizens. A
challenge which has resulted in increasing inequality, insecurity and
scepticism towards the union. A strong union is a union who can make a
positive difference in all citizens' everyday lives, and if we want a European
continent that grows continuously stronger and closer together, we must
promote a standard for our social rights in unity. 

Basic visions for the social union

LYMEC Believes that the European Union exists for the singular citizen. When social
inequality and insecurity increasingly divides our community, it must be the Unions'
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responsibility to step up. The Commissions' desire to create a social column in
European cooperation is a priority that meets the issues and can create a necessary
positive change in all our lives. It is a desire that we in LYMEC support. However,
supranational social policy can only work based on competition and pluralism. In
principle, the member states should be responsible for social policy.

LYMEC therefore instals that:

● It should be a high priority for the European Union to establish a social pillar.
● A social pillar should contain all member nations of the EU and not just nations

in the Euro-zone. This must happen with respect for the countries’ differences
and strengths.

● A social pillar must be concrete and legislative even if this means changing
the treaties.

● The social pillar should be upheld by the EU's institutions in close cooperation
with the member nations, which are responsible for social policy. If a member
nation does not meet the goals of the social pillar it should have
consequences also established by the EU's institutions.

● It should be a priority in the social pillar to minimise analphabetism in all
member nations so that no citizen has to go through life without a minimum of
skill in language.

● It must be fundamental for the social pillar that it contributes to the fight
against inequality and discrimination on any grounds (gender, sexuality, race,
age, religion, ...).

Equal opportunities and access to the labour market

LYMEC Believes that everyone should have equal opportunity to get into the labour
market. There must be no discrimination from the employers. It is the European
Union's role to secure an available, open and equal labour market for all the citizens
of the union. In LYMEC we see it as one of the cornerstones in the free movement
that we freely can apply for and choose jobs without thinking about borders.

LYMEC therefore instals that:

 There shouldn't be a common minimum wage in the EU.
 The EU has to ensure that people with the same qualifications, doing the same job
and working within the same country, must receive equal pay. This demand also
applies if you work in a different country than where you live.
 Free movement in education and vocational training should be added to the four
freedoms to make it easier for young people to follow their education and training
abroad.

Fair rights on the labour market
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LYMEC Believes that it is relevant for both wealthy and not so wealthy nations to
have equal rights in the labour market to e.g. avoid social dumping and
discrimination. There can occur discriminating choices both upwards and
downwards. It is important to avoid this in order to ensure equal and even treatment.

LYMEC therefore instals that:

 One has the same rights on the labour market in the country one works as
colleagues with the same qualifications. Regardless of national background and
residence. This includes pay, pension, sick days etc.
 Injuries incurred at the job must be cared for in order of treatment and
compensation, as declared by the rules of the member nation in question. This being
the nation where the injury was incurred.
 All member nations must enhance the importance of a common effort against
social dumping across borders.

Appropriate social protection

LYMEC Believes that it is fundamental for the European Union that every citizen feels
safe and secure in the labour market and in everyday life. Therefore, it is important
that citizens in the EU have just and similar social rights across the borders of all
member nations.

LYMEC therefore instals that:

• In the nation where one pays income taxes is where one has the rights to
social benefits following the laws of the member nation in question. This
includes child support, unemployment benefits, handicap rights, parental
leave etc.

• One has the right to child care and education in the country where the
children are residents following the laws of the country in question. This instals
the best stability for children which must be the highest priority.

• All member nations must inform foreign employees about the current rights to
social benefits they have when they obtain employment in the country.

• It should continuously be a right as a citizen to have legal advice at hand, if
they don’t have the resources to obtain it by themselves.

• The EU should have a common benefits database spanning the entire Union,
to prevent situations in which the same citizen claims social benefits in two
different Member States or, on the contrary, is left without social protection in
any Member State.

• Social benefits, such as unemployment benefits and pensions, accumulated
in another EU country should be transferable to a new country of residence,
however adapted to the difference in living standards.
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• The European Union must secure all member nations to ensure a minimum
standard for its employees so that all citizens have a standard of living,
corresponding to the UN's goals. This means that a citizen has access to; heat,
running water, electricity, residential, banks and medical assistance.

5.10 Liberalise the sex industry

Movers: LYMEC Bureau, Radikal Ungdom, JNC
Adopted at LYMEC Autumn Congress in London, United Kingdom, on 9 November 2019

As liberals we believe that:

• Every individual has the right to decide over its own body.
• As long as other people's way of life does not affect you, you should not

interfere in their life.
• All individuals should be tolerant and respectful of different choices of life,

even if they do not personally agree with it.
• Self-determination is one of the most important rights of an individual.

Noting that:

• Human trafficking is illegal and can never be justified.
• Prostitution should not be legal to anyone below the age of 18.

There are 5 main laws regarding prostitution in the EU;

1. In some countries prostitution is illegal.
2. In some countries prostitution is legal, but it is illegal to buy sex.
3. In some countries prostitution and the buying of sex are decriminalised, so

prostitution is not legal, but it is not recognised as a profession either.
4. In some countries prostitution and the buying of sex are legal, but procuring

and the running of brothels are not.
5. In some countries both prostitution, the buying of sex, procuring, and the

running of brothels are legal. The many different prostitution laws within the EU
complicates the free movement of services.

Considering that:

● Voluntary prostitution should not be disrupted by the approach to fight forced
prostitution.
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● It is both unfair and discriminating that in some countries prostitution is
decriminalised and thus the sex workers must pay taxes but simultaneously the
profession is not recognised, meaning sex workers cannot be members of
unemployment insurance fund, do not obtain fair working rights, etc.

● Legalising prostitution without legalising the buying of sex, forces sex workers
to work in uncertain environments hidden away from the public as their clients
are technically criminals and therefore have to worry about being caught by
the police.

● Strict regulation of prostitution in groups, e.g. brothels, deprives the sex
workers the possibility of working in the safest possible environment with
colleagues and easy access to help, should problems arise.

● It is unfair that sex workers cannot work as prostitutes without having to be
self-employed, as being self-employed entails both economic uncertainty
and extra work.

LYMEC calls for:

1. All EU member states to legalise prostitution and the buying of sex as well as
making
prostitution a recognised profession, giving prostitutes access to health care,
unemployment benefits, unemployment insurance funds etc. on equal terms with
people in other professions.

2. All EU member states to remove barriers for sex workers to set up cooperative
businesses fulfilling all obligations under EU and national laws, respectively, and to
ramp up their efforts to combat human trafficking.

3. All EU member states to legalise prostitution in groups, e.g. brothels, allowing these
businesses to work as any other business in each EU member state.

4. All EU member states to recognise prostitution as a service which should be able
to move freely across the EU.

5. All EU member states to make sure the necessary help is available to sex workers
who wish to leave the sex industry, as any sex worker should be able to quit her/his
job if they wish to do so. Otherwise, it is no longer voluntary prostitution.
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5.11 Protecting the freedom of surrogate mothers and families

Submitters: : Venstres Ungdom (VU), Joventut Nacionalista de Catalunya (JNC),
Centerpartiets Ungdomsförbund (CUF), Liberala ungdomsförbundet (LUF) and Jongeren
Organisatie Vrijheid en Democratie (JOVD), and Radikal Ungdom (RU), Bundesverband
Liberaler Hochschulgruppen

Adopted at LYMEC Autumn Congress in Paris, France, on 24 October 2021

● Today the freedom of surrogate mothers and families is under pressure in
many European countries. It creates insecurities and lowered quality of life for
the surrogates and the intended families. As a liberal organisation preserving
and ensuring freedom amongst all people, we cannot ignore this lack of
freedom and the arbitrary legal status of all implicated parties of surrogacy. It
is unacceptable to neglect the inherent human need of giving life through
one’s own DNA, and in that matter also to ignore the lawlessness of the
surrogate mothers. We need to secure the freedom for all family-kinds to
found a family, and in addition to ensure the security of the surrogate mother.

Considering that:

● Surrogate motherhood and altruistic surrogate motherhood are highly
complex ethical dilemmas with no easy solutions.

● Today, the legal status of surrogate maternity is chaotic.
● By creating a clear legal framework in the EU, we can stop the exploitation of

poor women in e.g. Russia and India,which exists today.
● Having a biologically related child is not a human right. However, this should

not undermine the parental rights of individuals who have to go through
surrogacy in order to have a child biologically related to them or their life
partner, e.g. couples where one of both partners are infertile or men in
same-sex relationships. By legalising surrogacy, we can remove the legal
limbo in which these individuals and their child (ren) are situated regarding
their parental rights and reduce malicious practices. The fertility, possibility to
carry a child, or the sexual orientation of a person should not be a deterrent
for someone to become a parent.

● The legalisation of surrogacy will help with the acceptance and
destigmatisation of rainbow families (same-sex couples who have children).
Same-sex couples are still often questioned about the validity of their legality
of their parenthood and are easy preys for malicious people."

● In several member states, mothers who have made use of a surrogate are not
recognised as mothers, whether or not they share a biological bond with their
child. This issue is even more prevalent with co-fathers, where the parental
rights of the non-biological father are often never recognised. This disparity
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leaves these individuals with no legal say on their child(ren)'s live(s), often
leaving these rights with the surrogate."

Believing that:

● As liberals, we are fighting to uphold liberal values and human rights for all
individuals. 

● Women's right to bear a child should not be decided by the government but
only by themselves.  

● Families and surrogate mothers deserve a clear legal position. 

Calls for:

● LYMEC calls on the Commission to provide legal protection at an EU
level for individuals who are already or will be born to a surrogate
mother in the future. .

● LYMEC calls on the Commission to verify that existing legislation on
surrogate motherhood - in those Member States where this is not
allowed - does not contravene the EU Charter of Fundamental Rights
article 7.

● LYMEC to support a movement towards non-criminalisation of
surrogate motherhood agreements and for such agreements to have
legally binding effects to safeguard the rights of the parties involved,
guaranteeing the free will of the pregnant person as well as the
necessary economic aid to have a safe pregnancy process. This
practice should be coupled with the necessary guarantees in terms of
health coverage of the pregnant person and the juridical and
economic security of both parties.

● LYMEC to condemn the discrimination that surrogate mothers and
families still suffer across the European Union, sometimes even being
criminalised by members of governments and thus rendering them
unprotected and vulnerable to harassment, degrading treatment and
other types of aggression.

● Finally, LYMEC urges not to criminalise families, who act in good faith,
for the desire to have a child.
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Chapter 6 – Climate Action, Energy and
Natural Resources

6.01 Reforming the EU Emission Trading System (ETS)

Tax, Energy Security, Future of Europe

Whereas:

● In 2013 the EU-ETS (Emission Trading System) entered the third stage, where
40% of all allowances will be up for auction.

● The 16th of April, The European Parliament voted against a proposal from the
European Commission on raising the price of the ETS allowances up for
auction.

Building on:

● The resolution 1.6.2 “ Resolution on Basic Principles and Goals for an EC
Environmental Policy” adopted at the LYMEC Congress in Paris, France,
January 1992.

● The resolution 1.6.3 ”Resolution on Sustainable Development” adopted at the
LYMEC seminar in Goteborg, Sweden, June 2001.

● The resolution 1.6.5 ”Reducing the Use of Fossil Fuel” adopted at the annual
Congress of LYMEC in Amsterdam, The Netherlands, April 2005.

Considering that:

● The ETS is a market-based method and is an alternative to a European carbon
tax.

● Today the market has too many allowances on auction in relation to the
principle of supply and demands, as also stressed by the EC.

● In 2011 the IMF found that the allowances on the European Market would
raise revenue of 89.3 billion €.

● The ETS system could include more areas such as shipping, methane and
nitrous oxide.

● Today the revenue goes to the national member states and not the European
Union.

Believing that:
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● The ETS is a great way to achieve the goals set in the Paris climate
agreement.

● The voting on the proposal from the EC by the European Parliament where
the result was to send it back to the ENVI Committee shows a willingness
Among the EP to work towards a compromise on a change of the ETS.

Urges:

● The European Parliament to change the system to a market with fewer
allowances.

LYMEC gathered at the Congress in Tallinn, Estonia calls upon:

● The LYMEC Bureau and LYMEC MOs to express their mortification upon the
result of the last voting on the EC proposal among the ALDE.

● The LYMEC Bureau and LYMEC MOs to raise awareness among the ALDE to
work towards a new ambitious compromise with initiatives, such as fewer
allowances, making the ETS contain allowances in more areas.

6.02 Reducing the Use of Fossil Fuels

Renewable Energies, Nuclear
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Amsterdam, The
Netherlands, 8-10 April 2005.

Following COP26, nearly 200 countries pledged to speed up the ending of fossil fuel subsidies.
Nevertheless, these pledges will still see the world heat up 2.4°C degrees by the end of the
century. Therefore, unless dramatic policy decisions are made and implemented, the
already record demand for fossil fuel sources will continue to rise. LYMEC believes
that a conscious decision of the world community to implement a drastic reduction
of polluting fossil fuel technologies and replace them with clean, non-emitting
technologies, is essential. This should be combined with other policy decisions such
as reassessing the role of fossil fuel subsidies and incentivising changes in energy use
habits for both the public and private sector.

Background

Natural gas, petroleum and coal are all examples of fossil fuels. Present analysis
shows that petroleum will continue to become a more difficult and expensive source
of energy supply. Natural gas and coal will be more scarce as the 21st century
continues its course due to increased utilisation as well as continuing instability in the
global fossil fuels market. As fossil fuel sources are not renewable, alternatives must
be found. Although we recognise the possibility of a more efficient use of available
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fossil fuel sources, this will only allow us to delay the inevitable and drastic measures
that must be taken.

Health example

In October 2004 satellite pictures revealed that the concentration of nitrogen oxide
in the air is alarmingly high in large parts of the Europe. A study by the Centre for
Research on Energy and Clean Air discovered that reliance on fossil fuels in the EU
and the UK cost 8.7 billion EUR in health costs for 2019 alone. Sources of this gas are:
energy plants, (heavy) industry, transport and the use of biomass. Direct
consequences of this pollution for inhabitants include lung damage and respiratory
damage. It is to be expected that not only people but the entire environment are
influenced. Reducing the use of fossil fuel sources would allow us to tackle these
threats to social health.

Environmental impact

When fossil fuels are combusted, a large number of materials like sulphur-oxide,
carbon-dioxide and nitrogen-oxide are discharged. The discharge of a large
quantity of these polluting compounds have consequences for the global
environment. Excessive carbon-dioxide has possible unnatural influences on climate
change. The scope of environmental degradation goes further as the extraction of
fossil fuels similarly damages the environment. Examples of this range from
Deepwater Horizon 2010 or the more recent Sanchi oil tanker collision in 2018. The
extent of the impact of extraction and use of fossil fuels has been a source of
endless discussion but there is overwhelming consensus in the scientific community
that fossil fuels negatively influence both the local environment and the world’s
climate. Depending on which research sources you refer to, you can find support for
the opinion that human influence is minimal or significant. Regardless of the above,
LYMEC believes that industry should limit the emittance of pollutants and
carbon-dioxide.

Economic impact

The demand of new energy supplies will increase substantially owing to the:

● Continued development of China and Southeast Asia
● Rapid development of the African continent, India, and other developing

countries.
● Continued rising demand for energy sources internationally.
● Supply of oil is reaching its limit.
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Thus, the price of fossil fuels will continue to rise, which will have its economic
consequences. The price of raw materials has increased by 10% (compared to 2020)
due to stronger demand and energy prices. This is only set to be worse in It is to be
expected that the price of raw materials will rise strongly, especially those materials
that are manufactured in a energy intensive processes (such as steel). The great
economic dependence on fossil energy sources can have enormous negative
consequences for the European economy as witnessed with the current energy crisis
following Russia's heinous invasion of Ukraine and the subsequent gas disruptions to
Poland and Bulgaria.

A critical way to increase the competitiveness of the European economy isto
increase the efficiency of the use of fossil fuels, and to stimulate the inevitable
transition to renewable energy sources. LYMEC welcomes the increased focus on
the transition away from fossil fuels in the REPowerEU plan. However, it cautions
against replacing LNG supplies from Russia with alternatives from other countries. It
should focus on reducing the usage of fossil fuels, specifically coal, and ramping up
renewables through initiatives such as the EU Solar Strategy, hydrogen projects and
the Biomethane Plan. While this transition should have taken place a while ago,
LYMEC hopes that this impetus will ensure Europe has a renewable future.

Transition to other energy sources is inevitable. Nowadays transition also seems to be
the key word regarding the hot topic for fossil fuels. First we have to gradually
reduce the usage of fossil fuels beginning with coal which is the oldest source for
electricity production. We cannot immediately eradicate fossil fuels and move to
renewable sources. Unfortunately, the process of transition was not efficiently
planned and today we do not have good results.

Next steps in the transition away from fossil fuels

Short Term

In the short term, it is not possible to change the entire demand and supply structure
of energy sources. However, the use of fossil fuels can be reduced. Current
technology allows gasoline to contain 5% ethanol without any problems. With some
adaptations, it may even be possible to let cars work on 100% ethanol. Research on
renewable energy sources is taking place, but investments have to increase. The
focus of this research has to be on a wide range of technologies and a combination
of energy sources. Moreover, policy initiatives have to take shape that will
encourage industry to shift to renewable energy sources. Policies such as Fit for 55
take a step in the right direction but goals need to be more ambitious to reach the
2015 Paris agreement goals of keeping temperature differences to 2 degrees.
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Thus, governments should substantially increase their efforts to create more
awareness among their citizens concerning energy issues in general, and sustainable
technologies in particular.

Medium Term

In the medium term, power plants that use fossil fuels should be replaced by other
cleaner sources. This does not mean an early decommissioning of existing power
plants. The mix of different ways of producing energy, like clean fossil fuels and
nuclear power, will change. Sources of energy that decrease the emissions of
greenhouse-gases and carbon-dioxide should provide a larger portion of the energy
supply. Using this mix of technologies and producing hydrogen would also ensure
that the hydrogen economy is viable. The use of fossil fuels for transport can then be
drastically reduced. The medium term the investments made under the Recovery
Resilience Facility (RRF) should also start to show dividends in moving the EU towards
a sustainable economy.

Long Term

In the long term the mix of technologies should be replaced by renewable energy
sources. The investments in such alternative technologies must advance sufficiently
to guarantee limited emissions and to provide sufficient power in the near future. The
EU has taken welcome steps to ensure this by enshrining its goals in law through the
Climate law and the EU Green Deal. However, all must be done to bring timelines
forward as 2050 might be too late.

Role of Government

The role of governments is to support worldwide participation in finding solutions for
sustainable energy sources. This can be both through sharing technology as well as
material resources to ensure less developed countries (who might require major
energy investments) do not develop unsustainable energy mixtures. The
government should not subsidise large scale implementation of a certain
technology. In the process towards sustainable technology the government is
allowed to subsidise sustainable research by taxing polluting energy sources but only
if there is an actual choice between polluting and non-polluting sources.

Since transitions in energy supply will take longer than a single term of government,
this decision should be based on a broad-based agreement within a country. The
government needs to be a trustworthy partner in the search for new energy sources,
especially for the long term.

LYMEC calls for:
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1. Choices of sustainable technology solutions shall be a competence of the states
of the European Union.
2. Implementation of existing sustainable technologies and increasing energy
efficiency cannot wait.
3. Governments should invest in research that focuses on efficient and cost-effective
alternatives to either polluting or scarce energy sources.
4. The primacy of the implementation of new technologies for the winning and
distribution of energy lies with trade and industry.
5. EU countries will work together to create an integrated electric grid to ensure
distribution of excess renewable energy across the European power grid.
6. All nations should do their utmost to push forward deadlines relating to fossil fuel
reduction.

NEW 6.03 The future is Nuclear (Merger of 6.03 & 6.08)

Considering that:

● According to the United Nations climate panel, the world's average
temperature has increased by 2-4 degrees (Celsius) in the last 100 years and
energy demands will continue to grow along with the world’s population.

● Counter to its reputation, nuclear energy is one of the most effective, clean
and safe ways to produce big amounts of energy.

● Newer reactors all over Europe are running on nuclear waste from other
reactors instead of new raw materials, and we are able to store the rest of the
waste in depots.

● There is a highly unlikely but major risk in the operation of nuclear energy
installations as witnessed with the Fukushima disaster 2011 and the current
Russian threat to the installations in east Ukraine.

● Nuclear energy continues to be a controversial topic in public opinion.

Believing that:

● The EU is building upon its justified desire to lead the global transition towards
more sustainable sources of energy such as through REPower EU.

● During this period of transition, nuclear energy remains an essential provider of
CO2 free energy for Europe.

● Nuclear power is historically as safe as other renewables. Between 1990-2014,
nuclear power caused 0.03 deaths per TWh of electricity which is less than
wind at 0.04 deaths per TWh.
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● Alternative safer and more environmentally conscious nuclear technology will
be available in the near future such as fusion reactors and thorium reactors.

● The safety of nuclear power plants remains of utmost importance.
● We, as liberals, have to be frontrunners on openness to facts and science.

LYMEC calls on:

● The removal of legislation that restricts scientific investigation in nuclear
energy unnecessarily. Any legislative issue regarding this should be solved
before 2030.

● More international collaboration in nuclear science (such as ITER), so we
together, in the most effective, clean and safe way, can produce enough
energy to meet the needs of the growing population.

● The EU to continue to take steps to accept nuclear poewr as well as making it
the safest energy source taking into account threats from natural disasters,
terrorism and procedural mishaps.

● The EU to continue broader energy policy to interconnect the European
electricity grid and the transition to renewable energy.

● The need to build a platform for liberal organisations to share facts on energy
solutions.

6.03 Increase Security of Nuclear Power in Europe the world

Nuclear
Resolution adopted at the LYMEC Congress held in Utrecht, Netherlands on 6th -8th of May
2011

Considering that:

● The earthquake and tsunami in north-eastern Japan have caused severe
damage to the nuclear power plant of Fukushima.

● The security situation in eastern Ukraine means that the security of nuclear
installations cannot be guaranteed.

● Nuclear energy remains a contentious source of debate in Europe and
elsewhere.

● Europe is to a large extent dependent on nuclear energy as a major source
of electricity.

Believing that:

● The safety of nuclear power plants in Europe is paramount and all effort must
be made to ensure that risks are minimised.
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● The EU has expressed a justified desire to lead the global transition towards
more sustainable sources of energy.

● The realisation of this transition should be accomplished as soon as possible.
● During this period of transition nuclear energy remains an essential provider of

CO2 free energy for Europe.

LYMEC calls on:

● EU member states to constantly increase the health and safety standards of
the nuclear power stations on our continent according to the latest scientific
developments.

● the EU to introduce stringent measures that ensure that the safety of the
European people is ensured against calamities comparable to the one being
witnessed in Japan in 2011.

● all European nations to revise their risk assessments for new contingencies,
such as natural disasters, terrorist attacks and the like.

● The EU to support measures of improving the European electricity network.
● the EU to allow for nuclear energy to be an acceptable source of energy in

the short term while Europe makes a swift and robust transition towards a
green economy, free from nuclear and fossil energy in the long run.

6.04 Resolution on the Protection of Arctic Area

Natural Resources, Arctic

The interest and activity in the Arctic area are rapidly increasing, both within the EU
and on a global level. Minerals, forests, fish and tourism opportunities constitute
significant renewable and non-renewable resources of high economic interest.
Moreover, it is estimated that about a fifth of the remaining undiscovered
hydrocarbon resources are located in the Arctic.

The EU is already a main consumer of Arctic natural resources. The EU includes three
Arctic States: Denmark, Finland and Sweden. The large Arctic areas of Finland and
Sweden are also inhabited by the Samis, the only indigenous population group of
the EU. Iceland's application to join the EU will make the Arctic area even more
significant within the EU, along with the existing EEA Agreement between the EU and
Norway.

At the same time, Norway already has experience in offshore oil exploration at
Snøhvitfeltet; Greenland has approved drilling in Disko Bay and the U.S. has allowed
offshore oil exploration in Alaska. Russia is planning to open an oil rig located in the
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Arctic seas shortly, about 60 km off-coast – however, the security arrangements
surrounding this are yet unclear. Canada has been drilling along the coast of the
Arctic, and while not yet approved offshore drilling, it has been stressed that any
emissions caused by such a procedure need to be controlled within a reasonable
time. Furthermore, several non-Arctic states are showing increasing interest in the
area, for example by South Korea, China, Italy, Japan and Singapore applying
alongside the EU for status as permanent observers at the Arctic Council.

Considering that:

● The Arctic is an extremely challenging environment because of its climate,
ice, distance to urban areas as well as the recurring lack of daylight.

● Possible accidents in the area would affect multiple parties, the Arctic
question is hardly limited by national borders and calls for a broad-minded
approach.

● The Arctic not only is a preserve, but also provides the homes and livelihood
for four million people, of which ten percent identify as part of some
indigenous people. The inhabitants need to be included in the
decision-making process regarding the Arctic, emphasising mutual
understanding and dialogue. Preserving the possibility for the indigenous
peoples to pursue their traditional livelihoods and way of life must be taken
into account in accordance with the internationally recognised rights of
indigenous peoples.

Believing that:

● Minimum standards for ships and oil rigs should be established in order to
avoid accidents. Safer technologies and processes also need to be
developed, as well as significant improvements in terms of capacity and
infrastructure in the case of an accident.

● However big the economic significance of the area, and the interests of
several parties involved, the activity in the Arctic cannot be based solely on
economic visions. Environmental issues need to be taken into account and
prioritised over the interests of the oil industry or possible economic benefits
from the Arctic.

● The role of the Arctic Council should not be overlooked and disregarded in
favour of national interests, yet underlining the importance of the EU as an
actor in the Arctic question. Cooperation between the EU and Russia should
be more effective in the Arctic issues.

The LYMEC Congress calls for:

● a comprehensive risk analysis and Environmental Impact Assessment to be
conducted as a prerequisite to any extraction of oil, gas or minerals in the
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Arctic areas. This should include a strategic and social impact assessment,
and a thorough examination of particularly sensitive areas.

● a safe guard for the protection of the rights of the indigenous peoples when
exploiting natural resources of the Arctic, inter alia by implementing the
Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights by the United Nations, along
with the guidelines set up by OECD.

● the Arctic cooperation to be intensified, in terms of capacity-building,
developing new technology and managing emissions, as well as setting up
requirements for using the safest technology available and the development
towards legally binding agreements on clearing up oil emissions.

● measures to be most appropriately taken through closer cooperation
between the member parties of the Arctic Council, due to the multilateral
character of the Arctic question as well as the number of interests at stake.

● efforts to further develop and strengthen the common EU Arctic policy, in
order to facilitate the cooperation and decision-making progress in the Arctic
Council. The EU could play a prominent role in promoting research and
initiatives; constructive dialogue and cooperation between the Arctic States;
the respect for and development of international law norms and agreements
applicable on the Arctic area and in highlighting human rights as well as
environmental protection and sustainable development.

6.05 EmPOWERing Europe – The Single European Energy Market of
the future
Tags: Energy, Climate, Single Market, Environment

LYMEC Congress, Berlin, Germany 23-25 October 2014

Noting that:

● The single market has not been fully realised in the energy sector so far. The
national markets are mostly sealed. Only some countries have implemented
some bilateral regional sub-markets. But it is the Single European Energy
Market that will strengthen the EU’s global competitiveness

Considering that:

● The Single European Energy Market will raise the level of competition
between producers and increase the supply security. The dependence on
non EU-imports will drop and consumers and companies will benefit from
stable prices over the long term.
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● To prevent that only national interest will be pursued, the conditions in the
member states need to be harmonised by a European legal framework. Two
thirds of the member states regulate their prices and their industries receive
granted subsidies. A regulation for the EU as a whole will establish fair
conditions. Therefore the different subsidies for sufficiently mature renewable
energy technologies need to be cut down step by step.

That is why LYMEC calls for:

The complementation of the Single European Energy Market by laying focus on
these important points: grid expansion, renewable energy and climate protection as
well as supply security.

Renewable energy and climate protection

● The support of renewable energies shall be regulated by a European wide
quota system. The quota system will define the share of renewable energies in
the European energy mix.

● In the long term the European energy supply shall consist of 100% renewable
energies. Regional particularities need to be considered.

● A mandatory scheme aimed at reducing greenhouse gas emissions by the
year 2020 needs to be created as a successor to the Kyoto Protocol. In this
way, limiting global warming to 2 ° C by 2050 must be achieved. To achieve
this goal, it is imperative to get more states involved in the certificate trading
system.

● The emissions trading system, by allocating 40% emission rights based on
existing CO2 output, favours existing companies and puts - new - smaller
renewable energy initiatives at a disadvantage. Therefore the current system
needs to be reviewed. The goal being the actual reduction of CO2 emissions
while stimulating renewable innovations at the same time - without the
quantity of certificates rising accordingly. This could be achieved by lowering
the cap and withdrawing rights from the market, pooling them and making
them available for new players through auction. Future distribution of
emission rights should be by auctioning, ending allocation all together. And
finally exemptions for energy intensive industries must be eliminated.

Grid expansion

● With a high priority the electricity and gas grids should be developed as smart
grids to efficiently meet the physical conditions for the single market.

● The EU’s support via the European Investment Bank for cross-border grid
expansion needs to be increased.
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● In the short term the process of implementing conversion technologies needs
to be accelerated. In the long term technical issues can be avoided by
switching to a common European wide system.

Security of supply

● Grid expansion and the development of new storage technologies are
essential to provide cost-efficiency and supply security.

● The single market will increase the level of supply security and will provide
regional bottlenecks.

● In the long term the EU needs to support the development of new
technologies considering the criteria of supply and the protection of the
environment.

6.06 Precautionary principle on shale gas extraction
Shale gas – hydraulic fracturing – energy dependence – lack of a common European
position – environmental and sanitary impact of shale gas extraction
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Vienna, Austria
on 29-30 April 2016

Noting that:

● The EU is the largest energy market in the world.

● The EU suffers from great energy dependence, importing 57% of its gas and
82% of its oil.

● Energy suppliers of Europe such as Russia, several Caucasus countries or other
members of the OPEC might be subject to unstable regimes, frequently
violate human rights and might use the EU energy dependence to establish a
position of strength on a geopolitical level.

● The Cambridge Energy Research Associated estimated the shale gas reserves
in Europe between 3.000 and 12.000 billions of m³ even if those estimates are
imprecise.

● Many experts have been recently warning politicians against the speculation
bubble that shale gas extraction has created in the United States, showing
that shale gas acreages are less reliable and profitable than planned.

● The only efficient method developed so far to extract shale gas is hydraulic
fracturing.
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● Hydraulic fracturing method consists in injecting around 15 000 m3 of water
with sand and various chemical additives in the ground, which may represent
important ecological and sanitary consequences including waste of water,
pollution of groundwater tables, impacts on local population.

● European countries are divided on the question of the exploitation of shale
gas and more specifically on the position to adopt as regards the potential
ecological and sanitary danger of the extraction method of this gas.

● Several European countries are considering exploiting shale gas, have begun
doing so or are setting up the adequate infrastructure to exploit shale gas
(United Kingdom, Poland,  Denmark).

● Several European countries have either banned the exploitation of shale gas
(France, Italy, Spain, Bulgaria) or adopted a precautionary principle not to
resort to hydraulic fracturing and, accordingly, to the exploitation of shale gas
(Belgium, Germany, Netherlands, Luxembourg, Austria).

● In January 2014, the European Commission allowed the exploitation of shale
gas and restrained itself from encouraging the exploiting countries to be
careful and to respect some 'minimal common principles' despite the
opposition of liberal Commissioner for the Environment, Janez Potocnik and a
majority of MEP.

Considering that:

● Each European country is legitimate to choose its own energy mix as a
principle of subsidiarity.

● The EU is a territory two and half times smaller than the United States where
environmental decisions taken in one Member State can have an impact on
another one.

● Energetic security and independence should be obtained in the future
through the development of renewable energy, to a lesser extent, through
‘traditional’ energy (carbon-based fuels), and, when necessary, through an
appropriate cooperation between European countries, for example in the
field of technological researches, but it should not be a priority to the
detriment of ecological aspects.

● The real solution to energetic independence lies in a European policy that
respects the natural environment and the health of European citizens.
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Calls upon:

● Ban on shale gas extraction in each Member State until a clean alternative to
hydraulic fracturing is developed, even if we need affordable energy with
lower carbon emission. This ban does not concern the purchasing of gas
issued from shale gas from other countries other than EU countries (i.e. from
the USA) as long as it does not go against international treaty targets that
fight against climate change.

● Appropriate research to be conducted in true transparency on the
ecological and sanitary consequences of extraction of shale gas through
hydraulic fracturing, and the potential alternatives to this mode of extraction,
before any actual extraction can happen.

● Further negotiations at the European level to establish as soon as possible a
true Energy Union that might ensure more energy independence to the EU
while providing secure, affordable and sustainable energy to all Europeans.

● Better promoting and financing energy efficiency considering that it
represents a real alternative in terms of saving energy and money.

● Continuing European efforts to reduce greenhouse gases emissions and to
include a bigger part for renewables in our energy mixes.

6.07 Resolution on LULUCF sector regulation
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Tallinn, Estonia on
November 11-12 2016

Noting that:

● The target of the Paris Agreement is ambitious: to hold the increase in the
global average 6 temperature to well below 2 degrees above pre-industrial
levels, and to pursue efforts to 7 limit the temperature increase to 1.5 degrees.

● The EU has agreed to reduce greenhouse gas emissions by at least 40% by
2030 10 compared to the 1990s' level.

● The role of forests in part of climate strategy is well recognised in the Paris
Agreement. LULUCF and forests are the only sectors having their own articles
in the Paris Agreement.

Considering that:
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● To achieve the long-term goal, emissions and removals need to be in
balance in the 18 second half of this century.

● Transport represents almost a quarter of Europe's greenhouse gas emissions
and road transport is by far the biggest emitter in the transport sector.
Advanced clean fuels are one important part of long-term renewable energy
solution for transportation.

● In countries like Finland, wood-based fuels come from side-products of the
forest industry. In general, forests in Finland are not grown and cut for
bioenergy, but instead logging waste and harvest residues are utilised. In the
Nordic countries, sustainability in forestry is ensured with legislation, voluntary
measures, incentives, monitoring and forest certification that is market
based-instrument.

Believing that:

● While reducing emissions, we need to continue the work to maintain and
enhance forest carbon sinks and stocks of forest and wood products. While
reducing emissions, we need to continue the work to maintain and enhance
forest carbon sinks and stocks of forest and wood products. At the same time,
to reduce emissions from fossil energy, we need to increase the use of
renewable energy.

● If a country generates significant climate benefit through their land use sector
and in 38 particularly in forest, it should not be penalised. 39 40 The
Commission proposal on LULUCF does not have sufficient incentives and it will
not 41 lead to stimulate maximum long-term action in the forest sector.

LYMEC calls for:

● The Commission to base the assessment of sinks of greenhouse gases within
the LULUCF sector on current data and not on the levels of 2009.

● The main emphasis in LULUCF is on reducing emissions with some limited
flexibility for the agricultural sector in order for it to be able to meet emissions
targets.

● The assessments of the land use sector to better reflect the real impact on the
climate.

6.08 The future is nuclear
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Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany,
6-8 April 2018.

Considering that:

● According to the United Nations climate panel, the world's medium
temperature has increased by 2-4 degrees (Celsius) in the last 100 years.

● The world's population has grown by 2 billion people in the last 20 years, and
the UN expects the population to have expanded to 10,9 billion in 2100.

● Almost every scientific result on nuclear energy has proven it to be the most
effective, clean and safe way to produce big amounts of energy.

● Other energy sources, like wind energy, can be more harmful for peoples'
lives than nuclear energy. The safety of citizens must remain paramount.

● Newer reactors all over Europe are running on nuclear waste from other
reactors instead of new raw materials, and we are able to store the rest of the
waste in depots.

Believing that:

● A bigger population will lead to a bigger energy production, which will affect
global warming.

● European countries, in the coming 17 years, will be able to produce nuclear
energy using thorium.

● is more effective than Uranium, can't be used for explosives, and produces
only  half of the radioactive waste as Uranium does.

● European companies, specialising in fusion energy, have turned on the first
test reactors, and predict that this nuclear energy type will be ready in 40
years.

● The risk of earthquakes and other natural disasters are low in Europe.
● We, as liberals, have to be frontrunners on openness to facts and science.

LYMEC calls on:

● The removal of legislation that restricts scientific investigation in nuclear
energy unnecessarily. Any legislative issue regarding this should be solved
before 2030.

● More international collaboration in nuclear science, so we together, in the
most effective, clean and safe way, can produce enough energy to the
growing population.

● The need to build a platform for liberal organisations to share facts on energy
solutions.
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6.09 Resolution for a common container deposit scheme in the
European Union

Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany,
6-8 April 2018.

Notes that:

● A deposit scheme will increase the number of beverage containers being
recycled each year.

● large amounts of aluminium cans and plastic bottles are disappearing from
national deposit schemes as they are purchased in a different country than
the intended country for consumption;

● beverage cans and bottles imported have a much lower recycling rate and
generally become residual waste instead;

● the energy needed for manufacturing a new aluminium can is 20 times higher
than using aluminium from a recycled can;

● the environment, industry and trade would benefit from a common beverage
container deposit scheme in the European Union;

● all the European Union is increasing the level of recycling of beverage cans,
and with more cross border trade the need for a common deposit scheme
will only grow.

Considers that:
● Movement between the European Union is at record high and therefore the

need for a common container deposit scheme is increasing.
● In order to work for a less polluted world, new and innovative solutions that

cross borders are very much needed.
● A common deposit scheme will make the production and labelling of

beverage containers used throughout the European Union easier.
● The amount of aluminium and plastics being recycled will increase when the

containers are included in a deposit scheme.

Calls on:

● LYMEC member parties actively work towards uniting the different deposit
schemes in the European countries into one common scheme and to spread
this scheme to countries that currently lack one.
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6.10 Stop Nord Stream 2
Update

Movers: RU
Adopted at LYMEC Autumn Congress in Vilnius, Lithuania, on 13 October 2018

Considering that:

● The relationship between Europe and Russia is marked by historically
remarkable tensions which have reached a historic low point in 2022;

● The Danish government has asked for a common standing statement from
the EU;

● Russia historically and currently has used its natural gas to increase political
pressure on other countries;

● The tariffs gained by Ukraine by the current pipeline make up 3 pct. of
Ukraine’s GDP;

● There is enough capacity in the current European gas network for the current
demand;

● Natural gas as a fossil fuel needs to be phased out during the next decades;
● Germany has suspended certification of Nord Stream 2 as a result of Russia's

invasion of Ukraine.
● The EU has mentioned energy supplies from middle east countries in the

REPowerEU plan for 2022.

Concerned that:

● Russia has shown blatant disregard for the energy needs of Ukraine and other
Russian energy dependent nations.

● The war in Ukraine highlights the volatile nature of energy dependence
through the Nord Stream 2 pipeline.

● If certification continues, Russia will use the Nord Stream 2 pipeline to put
economic and political pressure on Ukraine and the rest of Europe;

● This will give Russia more power in Europe by increasing the reliance of Russian
gas; and

● Russia can cut off Ukraine’s gas supply deliberately.

LYMEC calls for:
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● A complete stop in the work towards the building of Nord Stream 2
● Member states to find alternative access to various sources of energy, e.g.

the building of LNG-terminals in Northern Europe.

6.11 Resolution on the future of our environment: climate change,
pollution and looking forward to sustainability.

LYMEC – Bureau
Adopted at LYMEC Spring Congress in Brussels, Belgium, on 6 April 2019

Archiving Resolutions 6.02, 6.03, 6.05, 6.09

Noting with grave concern the alarming trends of climate change and
environmental deterioration in the last couple of decades;
Regretting that despite the international discussions and commitments taken, the Rio
Summit, Kyoto Protocol and Paris Agreement, efforts in achieving sustainability and
halting the impact of climate change continue to constitute mainly paper promises;
The protection of our basis of living can only be achieved by joint efforts of the world
and fullest efforts by every single: nation, region, municipality, company, and
individual.

Acknowledging:

● that according to the European Environment Agency, EU greenhouse gas
emissions increased by 0.6% in 2017, following a 0.4.% decrease in 2016[1], and
by estimates of the Agency a 32 % reduction of EU greenhouse gas emissions
could be achieved by 2030, compared with 1990 levels. These projected
reductions fall short of the 40 % target for 2030.

● that human activities are estimated to have caused approximately 1.0°C of
global warming above pre-industrial levels and Global warming is likely to
reach 1.5°C between 2030 and 2052 if it continues to increase at the current
rate.

● that maritime transport alone emits around 1000 million tonnes of CO2
annually and is responsible for about 2.5% of global greenhouse gas
emissions, shipping emissions are predicted to increase between 50% and
250% by 2050, depending on future economic and energy developments
and direct emissions from aviation account for about 3% of the EU’s total
greenhouse gas emissions and more than 2% of global emissions. By 2020, the
global international aviation emissions are projected to be around 70% higher
than in 2005 and the International Civil Aviation Organisation (ICAO) forecasts
that by 2050 they could grow by a further 300-700%.
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● that according to analyses by the World Resources Institute (WRI) and the UN
Food and Agricultural Organisation (UN FAO), the total contribution of GHG
from all agricultural activities on the planet is between 14% to 18%.

● that Global warming is a phenomenon witnessed in most land and ocean
regions, causing hot extremes in most inhabited regions, heavy precipitation
in several regions and the probability of drought and precipitation deficits in
some regions. That this poses the rising concern of access to water and food
security and climate migration.

● that a publication of the World economic forum reaches the conclusion that
policy delays in climate action leads to higher ultimate CO2 concentrations
and produces persistent economic damages. A “delay that results in warming
of 3° Celsius above pre industrial levels, instead of 2°, could increase
economic damages by approximately 0.9% of global output. To put this
percentage in perspective, 0.9% of estimated 2014 US Gross Domestic
Product (GDP) is approximately $150 billion”. These costs would not be
incurred as one-time losses but are rather year after year because of the
permanent damage caused by increased climate change resulting from the
delay in climate action. That the matter of the economic impact of climate
change lack of action was already the subject matter of the Stern Review on
the Economics of Climate Change published in 2006, which estimated that
the costs and risks of climate change inaction will be equivalent to losing from
5% to 20% or more of the global GDP each year, at the same time the
estimate for the annual cost of achieving stabilisation of the levels of CO2
emissions is amounting to around 2% of global GDP per year.

● that as a consequence of Global warming, the oceans have absorbed much
of the increased heat, with the top 700 metres of ocean showing warming of
more than 17.5 Celsius since 1969. The increasing ocean temperatures affect
marine species and ecosystems, causing coral bleaching and the loss of
breeding grounds for fish and marine mammals. This also causes more
extreme weather events and the loss of coastal protection.

● that the Greenland and Antarctic ice sheets have decreased in mass. Data
from NASA’s Gravity Recovery and Climate Experiment show Greenland lost
an average of 286 billion tons of ice per year between 1993 and 2016, while
Antarctica lost about 127 billion tons of ice per year during the same time
period. The rate of Antarctica ice mass loss has tripled in the last decade.

● that recent research indicates that global sea level rose about 8 inches (20.32
cm) in the last century. The rate in the last two decades, however, is nearly
double of that of the last century and is accelerating every year

● that since the beginning of the Industrial Revolution, the acidity of surface
ocean waters has increased by about 30 percent according to the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. This increase is the result of emitting
more carbon dioxide into the atmosphere and hence more being absorbed
into the oceans. The amount of carbon dioxide absorbed by the upper layer
of the oceans is increasing by about 2 billion tons per year.
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● that recent research findings indicate that Annual global production of
plastics has increased more than 200-fold since 1950. By 2015 cumulative
plastic production was more than 7.8 billion tonnes. This is equivalent to more
than one tonne of plastic for every person alive today.  Of the global plastic
produced over the period from 1950 to 2015: 55% went straight to landfill, 30%
was still in use, 8% was incinerated, 6-7% was recycled. Of 5.8 billion tonnes of
plastic no longer in use, approximately only 9% was recycled, whereas the
global plastic waste in 2010 was 275 million tonnes.  Whereas this leads to
severe impact on ecosystems and wildlife.

● that around 90 % of Europeans living in cities are exposed to pollutants at
concentrations higher than the air quality levels deemed harmful, having
been estimated to reduce life expectancy in the EU by more than eight
months.

● Only market-based solutions will be able to deliver the rapid change required
without going against the liberal-democratic base structure of the European
society.

Whereas:

● the EU committed itself to play a global leadership role in tackling climate
change, but needs now more than ever to step up its commitment and lead
by example in order to address its impact, as well as marine pollution and
sustainable development.

● free individual choices on a functioning market and international
cooperation are fundamental for reaching sustainable development.

● the EU has developed the world’s largest company-level scheme for trading
in emissions of CO2, creating business opportunities for EU companies for
low-carbon goods and services.

● Youth engagement plays an essential role in climate policy, as it is the youth
that will have to face the results of the decisions of today.

● insisting on guaranteeing a stronger environmental protection is a
long-standing priority for LYMEC.

● Often technological progress is hindered by hasty over-regulation and
pseudo-solutions which cause more harm than they do good

● Currently tax systems contain many incentives which harm the environment
● The public is often misinformed on the consequences of climate change and

pollution

LYMEC calls its Member organisations, and the ALDE Party, ALDE Group members of
the European Parliament and Liberal Prime ministers to insist on:

● an urgent global response, to address climate change with more tangible
actions, research and investment to match the commitments made under
the Paris Agreement. Europe’s leaders should ensure increased international
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cooperation, diplomatic pressure and staying united on the efforts to tackle
climate change, by achieving the targets of the Agreement and the
Sustainable Development Goals, especially as regards to the world’s major
industrialised countries.

● ensuring a smooth transition to the EU's carbon neutral economy by 2050, as
envisaged by the European Commission in its strategic plan “A Clean planet
for all”. We insist on a firm commitment and immediate practical steps to
reducing EU's greenhouse emissions by 55% by 2030, compared to the 1990
levels, and reaching net-zero emissions by 2050.

● making sure that all transport models contribute to the de-carbonisation
strategy. We need a smart organisation of the mobility network, increase in
Europe’s rail capacity, support for the transition to low and zero-emissions
vehicles and the appropriate infrastructure for that. Municipalities, cities, and
regions need to promote alternative forms of mobility over individual
motorised transport; this means investing in public transportation and
extensive bicycle networks.

● working towards ending the 65 billion USD (57.5 billion Euro) fuel tax
exemption for international aviation and a revision of the Chicago
Convention as an essential step towards decarbonisation.

● promoting sustainable agriculture and targeted investment in alternative
farming such as rotations, soil building practices, crop-livestock diversification.
Farmers should be encouraged to prevent and control pests with minimal use
of chemicals.

● introducing realistic, yet high environmental standards as an engine for new
technology and innovations. Member states need to increase the public and
private investment for research and development in support of sustainable
development and environment-friendly technologies, renewable energy
(wind power, solar energy, hydropower), the use of alternative fuels,
hydrogen, nuclear power, waste management and fusion energy. In order to
adapt to the new realities and required action, it is an imperative for the
European Union to support research centres, Universities and business
initiatives developing innovations not only in the field of introducing more
green energy sources, but also resource-effective circular economy and new,
creative solutions to tackle air, sea and land pollution. It is important in that
regard, that funding supporting low-carbon research is efficiently allocated
under the NER 300 program, and actions under the Strategic Energy
Technology Plan and Horizon 2020.

● providing design appropriate incentives to promote green public
procurement for the private sector and private individuals to engage in
climate-friendly technologies;

● strengthening the European Emission Trading System (ETS) as an investment
driver by expanding it to all carbon-emitting sectors, increasing the pace of
annual reductions in allowances to 2.2% as of 2021 and reinforcing the Market
Stability Reserve. We need to provide support for the industry and the energy
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sector to meet the innovation and investment challenges of the low-carbon
transition through low-carbon funding mechanisms. In addition we want to
strengthen the Clean Development Mechanism and prospectively, reach a
global emission trading system and a halt in high-carbon investment.

● strive for more ambition in the field of energy efficiency. While we welcome
the recent revision of the Energy Efficiency Directive, as part of the Clean
Energy package, we insist on a 40 % binding EU energy efficiency target for
2030, annual savings requirement at least 2% to reach the 40% target, and less
exemptions provided, in order to achieve EU’s climate goals.

● the prioritisation of food security and access to water in EU’s global
agenda and even considering it as an aspect of the security policy of the
Union.

● the food produced in the EU to be sustainable and safe for the environment
and the individual. We should also invest in information campaigns on the
environmental impact of food production, including energy, water waste and
long-distance transportation earlier than 2050, as envisaged by the European
Commission in its strategic plan "A clean planet for all", as currently is a real
and probably attained goal in some EU member states and in line with a
clear need to accelerate Economic decarbonisation.

● the EU member states should also prioritise the sustainable use of natural
resources, by reducing food and water wastage. Innovative solutions, for
example applications and campaigns such as “Too Good to Go”, “Zu gut für
die tonne” etc., which tackle food waste need to be incentivised and
supported both on national and EU level.

● a tangible plan on reducing the use of plastic wrappings and single-use
plastics as and transition to a minimised-plastics economy, while taking into
account that market prices have a powerful influence on the behaviour of
individuals and businesses. In order to achieve this transition, a joint effort
across industry, NGOs, local, national governments, EU institutions, and our
Global counterparts will be necessary. The plastics and plastic-wrapping
manufacturing businesses, enjoying access to the free single market of the EU,
the municipalities, controlling the after-use and disposal of plastics, the waste
collection and processing facilities and consumer organisations should all be
involved in the development of standards and incentives schemes for plastics
use reduction. The EU should further insist in its international communications
and trade negotiations for global standards on decreasing the use of plastics,
in favour of the development of new sustainable markets for plastics
alternatives.

● that as a matter of urgency, the EU member states focus more on preserving
Europe’s unique nature and wildlife, and Commission respond in cases of
severe pressures to environmental conservation such as excessive
deforestation and industrial-scale logging, large-scale infrastructure in the
vicinity of protected areas, and the encroachment of reserves and national
parks by vast tourist facilities. In addition, more attention needs to be paid to
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the Arctic areas, as their economic importance will grow in the upcoming
years.

● increased awareness of sustainable development and climate issues, not just
to young people but across generations, as the matter is already high in the
agenda for the youth;

● finally, we insist that the EU’s leaders come up with a consensus
and contingency plan on how to act on the consequences of climate
change, including natural disasters, climate migration and the projections of
its impact, as it is not really in the future, it’s already happening.

6.12 European Railway Authority

Movers: Jonge Democraten (JD), Radikal Ungdom (RU), Jeunes Radicaux (JR), Junge
 Liberale NEOS (JUNOS), Jeunes MR, European Youth of Ukraine
Adopted at LYMEC Online Autumn Congress on 14th November 2020

CONSIDERING THAT: 

● As per the Paris Agreement, the EU aims to reduce CO2 emissions by 50-55%
by  2030; 

● A non-negligible part of European CO2 emissions are a result of air traffic; 
● Some EU member states have expressed the desire to cut back on

short-haul flights in favour of railway transport;
● The European Commission has agreed to invest in the transition to a

sustainable economy through the Green Deal and the Next Generation EU
(NGEU) schemes;

 BELIEVING THAT: 

● High-speed railway travel is the most sustainable alternative to short-distance
 flights; 

● High-speed trains could connect destinations within 750km in travel times
under or equal to those of commercial flights;

● The highly urbanised European continent is ideally suited to replace
short-distance flights by a high speed railway network

● Greater physical interconnection between central and peripheral parts of the
 European Union is beneficial for both economic development of these
regions and the cultural understanding between them; 

● National high-speed railway networks often do not connect via an efficient
 international network; 
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● International and national railway and train systems are often incompatible
on a technical level; 

● The development of railway infrastructure needs considerable
investment that  should be proportional to the territory to be covered in each
member state to promote inter-territorial solidarity and the development and
growth of the most disadvantaged European regions;

● Negotiations between nation-states about these infrastructures will become
increasingly difficult as the number of participating states increases; 

 

 CALLS FOR LYMEC TO: 

● To extend the competencies of the European Railways Agency (ERA)) in
order to promote the development of a European high-speed railway
network connecting the major cities and urban regions in the EU. This authority
could also explore possibilities beyond Union territory;

● Work for increased investments for development of a European railway
 infrastructure

6.13 The Adoption of CO2 Taxes and Tariffs by the EU

Adopted at LYMEC Online Spring Congress on 24th April 2021

Submitted by Radikal Ungdom, Venstre Ungdom, Liberal Democratic League of Ukraine,
Joventut Nacionalista de Catalunya, Jong VLD, Unge Venstre, Liberal Youth of Sweden (LUF),
Centerstudenter, Young Liberals, JUNOS, Lithuanian Liberal Youth, Mladé ANO, Jonge
Demokraten

Considering that:

● Climate change is already inflicting costs upon our society as a whole and in
the future may risk becoming a threat to the very existence of human life on
this planet.

● All EU-member states have committed themselves through the Paris Climate
Agreement to “Holding the increase in the global average temperature to
well below 2 °C above pre-industrial levels and to pursue efforts to limit the
temperature increase to 1.5 °C above pre-industrial levels”.

● The EU has taken and must take an important role in developing solutions to
the problems humanity faces.
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● Canada has recently introduced an annual "Climate Action Incentive
Payment" funded by carbon tax revenues. The payment is revenue-neutral,
has served to dramatically increase the popularity of the carbon tax, and the
government estimates that for most households, the payment will exceed the
burden of the carbon tax, since higher-income households are responsible for
a disproportionate share of emissions.

Believing that:

● The EU must become a global leader when it comes to the research,
development, and adaptation of sustainable technologies.

● The release of greenhouse gases constitutes an externality which at the
moment is not reflected in the price system that is the foundation of a well-
functioning market economy.

● The transition from our current economic system based on emissions to one
that is based upon sustainable production and a way of life that does not risk
undermining our future must be facilitated through the correction of the
market mechanism;

● This correction will facilitate the continued development of the EU’s
capabilities when it comes to sustainable growth.

● The transition to sustainable growth must be inclusive, progressive and
improve the wellbeing of the most vulnerable, whilst preventing the great
harms of climate change.

● Depending on carbon taxes to fund day-to-day government expenditure is
inherently unsustainable, as the entire intention of the carbon tax is to
eliminate its own tax base.

● Lower-to-middle income households - who already have lower carbon
footprints than higher-income, higher-consumption households - should not
be punished with an increase in living costs brought about by carbon
taxation. Carbon taxation should modify economic incentives, but without
increasing costs across the board.

LYMEC calls for:

● An EU-wide standardisation of a minimum tax administered by the member
states on all products based upon the amount of CO2-emissions created
during their production. The size of this tax shall be increased in accordance
with a medium- long term schedule in order to enable long term investment
decision-making, taking into account the accumulated costs society bears as
a result of the expanding amount of gas in the atmosphere, and eventually
expand to include all Greenhouse gas emissions by taxing CO2 equivalents to
suppress all forms of carbon.

● The introduction of a tariff to be applied to all products that enter the EU
based upon the amount of CO2(e)-emissions. This tariff shall be calculated
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the same way as the above-mentioned tax in order not to harm European
products compared to products produced outside of the EU and
international agreements on carbon pricing shall be sought to avoid the
imposition of trade barriers.

● Sectors that are already under the EU Emissions Trading System (ETS) shall not
be subject to the CO2 tax to avoid a double tax. The ETS shall provide the
same amount of incentives for the transition to a green and more sustainable
Europe as the CO2 tax, to ensure that all sectors have equal incentives to
take part in the transition.

● An EU-wide policy to encourage and invest in the development of new
buildings and the retrofitting of old buildings with the lowest carbon footprint
possible.

● The CO2 tax to be used as a green tax shift, in order not to further increase
the tax burden on European citizens. To avoid a tax lift, member states should
compensate with lower taxes.

● Member states to use CO2 tax revenues solely to fund greening activities, and
a Canada-style Climate Action Incentive Payment, so that the tax modifies
economic incentives, but without negatively impacting household incomes
for lower-to-middle income Europeans.

6.14 Making ‘Fit For 55’ ft for purpose

Adopted at LYMEC Autumn Congress in Paris, France, on 24th October 2021

Movers: Clara Puig de Torres-Solanot, Tim Robinson and Christine Khomyk (IMS Delegates),
Young Liberals Greece, LDLU, Ogra Fianna Fail, Venstre Ungdom, CUF (Centerstudenter),
JNC, Joves Liberals d’Andorra.
Submitters: Clara Puig de Torres-Solanot, Tim Robinson and Christine Khomyk (IMS Delegates).
Co-written by Pascal Stefan Bührig (IMS).

Considering that:

● LYMEC welcomes the holistic approach to tackling climate changes that is
presented by the Commission in the Fit for 55 proposal

● the Fit For 55 package has the potential to increase the share of European
CO2 emissions regulated under the EU Emission Trading System (ETS) from
approx. 40%to an estimated 70% 

● Around 20% of European CO2 emissions can be attributed indirectly to
imports from outside the EU, which are not adequately covered by EU climate
policy.

● Recent reforms of the ETS have proven successful, with a decrease in
emissions of 9% in 2019 for the energy sector while reduction efforts in
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previously uncovered sectors (e.g. transport or sectors benefiting from high
allocation of free emission allowances, like aviation and steel production)
have continuously failed, or have been cancelled out by rebound effects. 

● There is overwhelming scientific consensus, including from the IPCC reports
since 2018, that achievement of the net-zero goal by 2050 would require
negative emissions, e.g. through carbon dioxide removal (CRD) from the
atmosphere

Believing that:

● collective management of carbon budgets to stay within the 1.5-degree
goal, based on rigorous scientific analysis and regulated through
comprehensive emission pricing, must become the primary objective of
European climate policy

● compliance with the current regulatory approach envisaged by the Fit For 55
package - replete with endless industry-specific rule changes - will be costly,
bureaucratic and ultimately ineffective, and prone to erosion through
lobbying by a sectoral and regional interests

● the inclusion of the transport and building sector in the Fit For 55 package,
risks disproportionately raising the cost of living for middle-and-low-income
Europeans if not compensated for with an ecological tax shift

● all Europeans bear the same responsibility for guaranteeing energy transition,
and so the illiberal practices of emission-pricing exemptions, free emission
allowances for particular sectors and corporations, and compensating those
for emission-pricing expenditures with public funds are unfair

● emission pricing will enable Europe to build a technology-neutral Carbon
Cycle Economy, in which citizens and businesses can generate revenues from
certified negative emissions by selling them to emitters   

LYMEC calls for:

● the introduction of a WTO-compliant carbon border adjustment mechanism
(CBAM) on fuels, electricity and emission-intensive industrial goods by 2023

● To expand the ETS to all sectors of the economy without exemptions as the
main instrument of climate protection.

● the European Commission to gradually phase out free ETS allowances and
any other compensation for emission pricing for particular businesses
alongside the introduction of the CBAM; any future form of emission-pricing
subsidy by member states must be made conditional on decarbonisation
efforts, e.g. through carbon contracts for difference (CCFDs).

● the European Commission to remodel the Energy Taxation Directive (ETD) to
the point that member states may levy taxes on energy carriers based solely
on their green-house gas (GHG) content
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● the European Commission and member states to use proceeds from emission
pricing solely for ecological tax shifts through “climate dividends”, e.g.
following the example of the Canadian or Swiss rebate models, and
pre-defined climate mitigation efforts, with the latter being capped at 50%

● the European Commission implement equally stringent conditions for
disbursements from the Just Transition Fund as for the use of emission-pricing
proceeds or granting of decarbonisation subsidies

● the European Commission to develop a technology-neutral certification
system for verified negative emissions that allows for exchange in the EU ETS,
voluntary marketplaces and rebates on European CO2 taxes where
applicable

6.15 Cutting the European dependence on energy resources
from the Russian Federation

Movers: Lithuanian Liberal Youth, Ógra Fianna Fáil, Nowoczesna Youth, LHG, EYU,
Svensk Ungdom, JOVD, JuLis, Joves Liberals d'Andorra, Young Liberals, USR Tineret,
Uppreisn,  Jong VLD, JNC, IMS Delegates, NUV.

Adopted at the Spring Electoral Congress 2022 in Prague, Czech Republic

Considering that:

●  On February 24, 2022, the President of the Russian Federation Vladimir Putin
 started an all-out military attack on the Republic of Ukraine and its peaceful
 people. These acts undermine the principles of international law, liberal
democracy, and human rights. There have been numerous reports of Russian
soldiers committing war crimes and crimes against humanity;

● The Russian-Ukrainian war  has reportedly caused 4.2 million refugees to flee
Ukraine, and according to Ukrainian Prime Minister Denys Shmyhal, the
damage amounts to 35% to 50% of Ukraine's GDP, the budget is losing about
$2 billion a day, and infrastructure $4.25 billion a day;
* It is not possible for the currency to be in dollars. Therefore it should be
hryvnias.

● The War has severely affected many young people in Ukraine, both physically
and mentally. The ongoing War has displaced more than half of Ukraine’s
children.

● The barbarism of the Russian Federation has had tragic and dire
consequences, jeopardising the well-being of future generations;
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● The Kremlin has repeatedly launched similar attacks in the past: two wars in
Chechnya from 1994 to 1996 and 1999 to 2009, occupying territories of
Georgia in 2008, and annexing the Crimean Peninsula in Ukraine in 2014, etc;

● There have been warnings that Russia has created a “kill list” of people to be
attacked or detained, which includes opponents of Putin’s regime, LGBTQ+
rights advocates, and human rights activists;

● Russia relies heavily on revenues from oil and natural gas, which in 2021 made
up 45 per cent of Russia’s federal budget. It allocates a great part of its
budget on army expenditures. 

 Whereas:

● The European Union aims to cut its gas dependency on Russia entirely by
2030;

● There are threats from Moscow to impose an embargo on gas deliveries
through the Nord Stream 1 pipeline in response to Germany’s decision to hold
on the Nord  Stream 2 project;

● In 2021 Russia was one of the largest EU trading partners - the total trade in
goods between the EU and Russia accounted for EUR 257.5 billion and EU
exports to Russia were worth  EUR 99 billion;

● The European Union pays Russia $ 850 million a day for oil and gas;
● The European Union gets about 40 percent of its natural gas from Russia,

which is used to heat homes, generate electricity, and supply industry with
both energy and key raw material for products such as fertiliser;

● The European Union purchases about 25 percent of oil from Russia, most of
which goes toward gasoline and diesel for vehicles. Russia supplies about 14
percent of diesel, S&P Global analysts said, and a cutoff could send already
high prices for truck and tractor fuel through the roof;

● There are still countries in Europe that are highly dependent on Russian fossil
fuels and that don’t intend to change their main supplier, even paying them
in  roubles, such as Hungary, Germany, Italy and other countries.

 Noting that:

● Putin's war in Ukraine illustrates the urgency of accelerating the need for the
European Union to use its own energy resources and switching to
alternative supplies, and expanding clean energy;

● Russian energy supplies remain essential for daily life in Europe. Russia is the
main supplier of gas to the European Union, regulating energy prices has
pushed inflation in the 19 Eurozone countries to a record 7.5%;

● A ban on Russian coal imports would only cost Russia EUR 4 billion a year,
which means that banning coal is not enough for stopping Putin’s regime. Oil
and gas imports, which represent far bigger imports from Moscow, are still
untouched.
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 Believing that:

● The Russian Federation is a supplier that "explicitly threatens" the European
Union and cannot be relied on;

● Energy resources and trade are closely intertwined with policy and values;
when millions of people experience the atrocities of war, face death, and
lose their homes, such trade which supports criminal regimes is a policy to be
reversed at once;

● European leaders must be united, cooperative and should accelerate the
clean- energy transition — an action that will be required if they are to
achieve the goal set out in the Paris Climate Agreement of limiting global
warming to 1.5 °C above pre-industrial temperatures;

● The Russian Federation has waged this war not only against Ukraine as a
country, but also in an existential struggle against ideals at the core of our
understanding of a democratic society: the sanctity of life, the rule of law,
human rights, liberal democratic principles.

● Being cognizant of the fact that the Russian military has repeatedly violate
International humanitarian law, resorted to torture, rape, deportations, and
such other acts that violate international law, we should stop supporting the
Russian Federation through international trade;

 Calls for:

● Temporary and intensive international cooperation to boost imports of natural
gas and oil from other countries in order to reduce losses;

● The replacement of fossil fuels that power national and regional
electricity systems with renewable alternatives in countries dependent on
energy resources from the Russian Federation. Also deploying vehicles that
run on electricity or renewably sourced hydrogen and retrofitting homes and
businesses to use less and produce more clean energy;

● The launch of a burst of clean-energy projects and the introduction of a host
of energy conservation and efficiency measures, including energy rationing in
countries dependent on energy resources from the Russian Federation;

● The governments of the European Union to shift investments to renewable
and clean energy sectors as the world begins to move away from fossil fuels.
It means that more opportunities will arise in areas ranging from eMobility to
power generation and storage at a more expedient pace;

● Immediate European Union ban on oil and gas imports from Russia, a boycott
of Russian goods, with the implementation of a prompt EU gas exchange
mechanism, a boycott of Russian goods, andthe severance of contacts with
organisations and entities that support or do not  disapprove of the Russian
war in Ukraine;

● The Governments of the European Union to reverse the policies that have
helped the Russian Federation strengthen its power;
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● LYMEC and its member organisations create awareness that cutting the
dependence  of energy resources on the Russian Federation is the answer to
issues relating to both the environment and security in the region and the
world.

*We have to keep in mind that the green transformation should happen gradually.
We cannot just leave off gas and start using only renewable resources for electricity
production, etc. Existence of households and production firms will be put to a test.
We as liberals should answer aggression with conversation. We in Europe should be
initiators of summits for the cessation of the war and negotiating peace. Russia is a
European neighbouring country and we cannot change that. We have to adjust
and fight for peace. We have to fight for the environment as well but not at the
expense of people and their existence.
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Chapter 7 – Agriculture, Fisheries, Food and
Animal Welfare

7.01 On the Common Fisheries Policy

Common Agricultural Policy, Subsidies

Adopted at the LYMEC Congress 30th April – 1st May 2010,  Sinaia, Romania

The state of most fish stocks in the European waters is alarming. Although the EU has
had de-jure exclusive competence in the area of conservation of biological
resources of the sea under Article 3 of Treaty on the Functioning of the EU, the
Community’s Common Fisheries Policy (CFP) has apparently not been a viable tool
to conserve the resource it seeks to govern. Taking this into account that the failure
of the Common Fisheries Policy can be explained by:

1) The dominance of national interests in negotiations on TACs (Total Allowable
Catches) and quotas in the Council has repeatedly resulted in ignoring scientific
recommendations;

2) For proper resource conservation, a reduction of overcapacity in fishing fleets
would be necessary. Subsidies and withdrawal prices regulated by the market
organisation policy of the CFP, however, often actually lead to an increase in
overcapacity;

3) The same provisions in the Treaties that authorise the CAP also authorise the CFP.
These provisions do not pay any respect to the nature of fish as a common-pool
resource and the problems inevitably posed by the Tragedy of the Commons. Also,
when the first CFP was adopted in the 1970s, the situation in the sector was a totally
different one;

4) Although the CFP has been revised every ten years, it has failed
to keep up with the challenges posed ever since. As such, it has ignored the trend to
structural policies based on well-defined property rights.

Also noting that:

1) In the new institutional environment under the Lisbon treaty, directives and
regulations on the CFP are adopted by the ordinary legislative procedure
(co-decision) under the Trilogue of the European Commission, Council and
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Parliament;

2) The European Commission has already launched a reform process that aims at
the reform of the CFP to be completed by 2012. Hence, there is no better time to
raise a liberal voice than now.

3) The UK and The Netherlands, in conflict with the EU line, voted in favour of
increased protection of the bluefin tuna at the CITEs conference in March

Therefore, LYMEC calls for the next reform of the CFP to include:

1) A mechanism that allows multi-annual TACs to be set up by the Commission at
levels close to the biological advice from ICES (International Council for the
Exploration of the Sea) and other marine biological institutions, thereby bypassing
the Council and eliminating the danger of inflating TACs over biologically precarious
levels.;

2) The introduction of an EU-wide system of Individual Transferable Quotas (ITQs)
replacing the current quota system and its implementation schemes on a national
level. In such a system, rights in an amount relative to the total TAC are granted to
members of a fishery;

3) The elimination of all subsidies and unnecessary market regulation for fish and
fishing products. This point is seen also as complementing LYMEC’s “Scrap the CAP”
campaign since the mechanisms are similar.

4) A change in the common EU external position on this matter, in favour of
increased protection, on the global stage.

7.02 EU Should Bring Down Barriers for the Use of GM Crops

GM, CAP
LYMEC Congress, assembled in Rome from 8th till 10th of May 2009,
Genetically modified (GM) foods are food items derived from organisms that have had their
DNA changed through genetic engineering. This document focuses on GM crops, although
its general principles are widely applicable to GM animals, fungi and microorganisms as well.

Whereas:
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● A widespread use of GM crops in Europe could, due to their inherent
potentials, contribute to improving public health, increasing food safety,
lowering food prices, protecting the environment and reducing waste

● Denying European farmers to access GM crops is harming their ability to
compete with their global counterparts, e.g. China, India, South America and
the US, where GM crops are widely adopted

● Relaxing patent protection (but granting plant variety protection) on GM
plants will make the technology more accessible to humanitarian efforts as
well as stimulate competition, leading to greater consumer choice

Believe that:

● GM technology is a natural extension of modern breeding techniques, with
the benefit of conferring a much greater control over unforeseen gene flow

● GM crops represent an opportunity to ensure food safety in the developing
world by increasing yields and reducing losses to plant diseases and pests

● GM crops represent an opportunity to produce medicines in a way that is
practical and affordable, in the EU as well as in developing countries

Concludes that:

● Strict anti-GM import rules act as a de facto trade barrier to the developing
world, should they choose to employ the technology

● Crops (conventional or GM) should be permitted or banned on the merits of
their health and environmental effects, not based on the methods used in
their development (cautionary principle vs. equivalence)

● There is a need to change the authorisation process in EFSA (European Food
Safety Authority). We do not want to compromise on safety but as it is today
there is a lot of bureaucracy involved in the process of authorization.

● EU labelling rules should be the same for EU imports than for products
produced in the EU, in order not to put the EU products to a disadvantage.

Asks the LYMEC Bureau to:

● Put forward a resolution about the topic at the ELDR congress in Barcelona in
2009

● Send this resolution to the EU Commissioner for Agriculture, Mariann Fischer
Boel, and to the ALDE-group in the European Parliament

7.03 Securing our rural economies
Helsinki, October 2015
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Keywords: Food Security, Rural Development, Environmental Practices, Young Farmers,
Agri-Tourism

Whereas:

● The CAP was first established in the early 1960s to guarantee fair prices to
European farmers and encourage them to produce more and stabilise
markets.

● The CAP was improved over the following decades and introduced
production limits to help reduce surpluses, incentives to encourage
environmentally sound farming, included a rural development policy to help
manage natural resources and promote economic growth in rural
communities.

Acknowledges that:

● Article 39 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union outlines the
objectives of the CAP. Among them being to ensure a fair standard of living
for the agricultural community, in particular by increasing the individual
earnings of persons engaged in agriculture; to stabilise markets; to ensure the
availability of supplies and to ensure that supplies reach consumers at
reasonable prices.

● The European Union is the world’s largest agricultural importer and exporter

● 77% of the EU’s territory is classified as rural and that there are over 12 million
full time farmers which provide supplies that support 46 million jobs.

● The CAP provides incentives to produce high quality food for consumers and
encourages them to seek new development opportunities, such as
renewable ‘green’ energy sources and diversify into new forms of
employment such as Agri-Tourism.

● With little room left for expanding agricultural land in Europe, productivity
growth in the future has to come through innovation and research.

● An ever growing World population needs a larger food base to feed it.
● Rural communities across Europe have experienced great social and

economic change as a result of the recent economic crash.
● The CAP to date has caused millions of farmers to farm more sustainable than

previously and supported the upgrade of farm technologies and
infrastructure.

● Recent reforms of the CAP have already seen a reduction in the overall EU
spend on agriculture.

● While food prices may increase producers’ incomes may not increase or be
the cause of it.
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● The rush to the bottom by some supermarkets on certain products is making
farming more unsustainable and putting food safety and quality in jeopardy.

Calls on this LYMEC Congress:

● To support the principle of creating balanced regional and rural
development that allows communities to help shape their own destiny in
providing resources and contributing to their own member states and the EU
which is outlined in the CAP Pillar 2.

● To support technological research, cooperation and innovation in the field of
farming all over the European Union. This can be achieved by mainly giving
farmers new tools, namely better access to available information and
capabilities in which they can invest.

● To assist farmers to diversify their trades and skills so as to make the reliance on
direct provisions as minimal as possible.

● To support the expansion of farming into new environmentally friendly
practices that enhance local habitats and generation of unique produce

● To support the EU’s initiative to help encourage younger people to get
involved in farming.

● To appeal to the European Commission to develop and implement a
safeguard system to make sure that the effects of the CAP do not mitigate
any positive effects of the EU’s development policy.

7.04. Resolution on the matter of antimicrobial resistance in Europe
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Tallinn, Estonia on
November 11-12 2016

Noting that:

The discovery of antimicrobial drugs has been a major socio-economic driving force
in the twentieth century. Since the eve of the twenty-first century, however,
humankind has suffered setbacks in the battle against bacteria, viruses and other
parasites due to antimicrobial resistance. Almost 25 000 Europeans lose this battle
each year, mainly because of the misuse of antibiotics in human medicine.
Therefore, the apt response of the European Union after the Microbial Threat
Conference in 1998 via the creation of the European Antimicrobial Resistance
Surveillance System (EARSS) and later the European Antimicrobial Resistance
Surveillance Network (EARS-Net) should be deepened.
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With this background we call on:

● An expansion of EARS-Net with new laboratoria, especially in southern Europe.
● A harmonisation of the criteria for antimicrobial resistance within EARS-Net.
● LYMEC to support the European Parliament in its stance that only certified

veterinarians are to be allowed to prescribe antibiotics to animals, and that
such prescriptions are only to be granted when medically warranted, not as a
preventative measure.

● The insertion of antimicrobial resistance goals and regulations in future trade
agreements like TTIP.

7.05. More bzzz in the food!

Key words: food security, insects, environmental practices
Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Tallinn, Estonia on
November 11-12 2016

Summary

It is a fact that meat production causes all kinds of pollution. There are an interesting
and protein rich alternative, that LYMEC should call upon the EU to accept as
provisions.
Noting that:

● People think about their eating habits because of the big impact on the
ecological footprint it causes. For a long time it has been known that meat
production results in serious pollution which leads to a bigger ecological
footprint. One less polluting alternative source of protein is insects.
Considering that Insects contain a large amount of protein at the same time
as the production of these requires less resources. One kilogram grasshoppers
requires only two kilograms of fodder, which is 12 times less than what cattle
requires. Outside the EU there are long traditions of eating insects, in about
80% of the countries in the world the insects belong to the national cuisine.
The same can not be said about the countries in the EU. Most of the countries
in EU follows a recommendation by the European Commission. The European
Commission categorises insects as new provisions and therefore they have to
go through a security assessment and get permission of the Commission
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before they can be introduced and enter the market. The European
Commission supports a research project that investigates risks in allowing
insects as provisions. This research lean on the risk analysis that were made of
the European Food Safety Authority in October 2015.

Concludes:

● Tackling climate change requires not only decreased use of fossil fuels and
new ways of producing energy. We need to think about more
environmentally friendly solutions for everything in our day to day life. All the
economic sectors that lead to the production of greenhouse gas emissions
are affected by food production and consumption. Meat and Dairy
production are two of the most polluting food industries, but if we in Europe
start consuming alternative sources of protein such as insects or soy products,
we can reduce the consumption of meat and dairy. Thereby the greenhouse
gas emissions can be reduced. Therefore, the EU needs to consider insects as
provisions.

● That we should encourage the consumption of protein based alternative products,
produced from vegetables and beans. These alternatives can give the sensation of meat
but do not produce as much CO2 as animal products. The reduction of the consumption
of dairy products shall also be encouraged.

LYMEC calls upon:

● The EU to accept the production of insects as provisions when scientific
quality controls are made.

● The selling, branding and distribution of insects as provisions to be allowed in
the single market.

7.06 On the need for a blue economy

Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin,Germany,
6-8 April 2018.

Considering that:
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● Oceans, seas, lakes and rivers cover more than 70% of the Earth's surface,
generate an increasing share of economic growth and development and
are at the heart of globalisation, as 90% of global trade is conducted via seas
and oceans and 95% of global communications use submarine cable
networks;

● OECD is expecting sustained growth in maritime tourism, which, by 2030, is
expected to account for 26% of the blue economy;

● one fifth of the annual fishing worldwide is illegal overfishing, which
compromises the regeneration of fish stocks and leads to significant
economic losses;

● marine pollution comes in large part from terrestrial sources, such as the
accumulation of nutrients from agriculture, industrial and plastic waste, and
marine pollution from hydrocarbons endangers economic activities,
biodiversity and human health;

● Climate change and the acidification of the oceans are causing a rise in sea
levels and disrupting ocean ecosystems.

Believing that:

● the blue economy makes a significant contribution to economic growth in
many areas of the world, such as Africa or Asia;

● fishing is of strategic importance in terms of economic development,
participation in international trade and food and supply;

● the desire for an energy transition offers new prospects for the development
of marine energy and offshore wind power;

● Blue economy must be sustainable and take into account ecological
environmental concerns, the fragile nature of the marine environment and
the exhaustible or limited nature of available resources.

LYMEC calls for:

● Protection and assistance to be provided by the United Nations to less
developed countries (LDC), insular as well as coastal, in Africa, Asia, America
and the Pacific, stamping out unsustainable overfishing practices by either
domestic or foreign vessels;

● the International Development Association (IDA) and the Green Climate Fund
to fully deploy their programmes with the help of the UN;

● the United Nations to review the status of fish stocks in international waters
and promote measures that ensure their sustainability for the years to come;

● the responsible development of aquaculture to provide an alternative to
overfishing and respond to the growing demand for food;
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● the conditions to be put into place for people living in places with severely
depleted fish stocks to be able to transition towards other sources of income,
such as maritime tourism;

● The International Maritime Organisation (IMO) to embrace the blue economy
as part of its programmes for economic and societal development.

● Call on EU institutions and Member States to set new priorities regarding
fisheries and maritime policies including blue economy.

7.07 Legalisation of snus and tobacco products with flavours or
certain additives

Movers: Junge Liberale, Centerstudenter, JUNOS – Junge Liberale NEOS.
Adopted at LYMEC Spring Congress in Brussels, Belgium, on 6 April 2019

Considering that:

● Article 7 paragraphs 1 and 7 European Tobacco Product Directive (EUTPD)
obliges Member States to prohibit the placing on the market of tobacco
products with a characterising flavour.

● Article 7 paragraph 6 EUTPD obliges Member States to prohibit the placing on
the market of tobacco products with

● (a) vitamins or other additives that create the impression that a tobacco
product has a health benefit or presents reduced health risks,

● (b) caffeine or taurine or other additives and stimulant compounds that are
associated with energy and vitality and

● (c) additives having colouring properties for emissions.
● Article 17 EUTPD obliges Member States to prohibit the placing on the market

of tobacco for oral use (e.g. Snus).
 

Recognizing that:

● Tobacco products and nicotine present a severe health issue.
● An EU-Directive for tobacco products is essential to ensure the functioning of

the internal market in regard to those products.
● Snus is not more harmful than the consumption of cigarettes or cigars.
● Flavour or the before-mentioned additives do not make cigarettes more

harmful either.
 

Believing that:
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● Every person of age is free to choose the products they consume.
● No state has the right to patronise their citizens.
● Consumer protection requires easily accessible information and reasonable

warnings for products that contain nicotine, but no prohibition.
● The legalisation of Snus would remove one obstacle for Norway to join the EU.
● The existence of truthful information about additive containing products

towards consumers in order to ensure an informed decision in their consuming
behaviour of snus and tobacco products.

 
The European Liberal Youth calls for:

● A reform of the EUTPD in order to legalise tobacco for oral use and tobacco
products that contain flavours or additives currently prohibited by Article 7
paragraph 6 letters a), b) and c) EUTPD.

7.08 A Ban on Wild Animals in Circuses Within the EU

Adopted at LYMEC Online Spring Congress on 24th April 2021

Submitters: Centerstudenter, Jonge Democraten, Radikal Ungdom, Uppreisn, Lithuanian
 Liberal Youth, JuLis, Liberal Youth of Sweden (LUF), Centerpartiets Ungdomsförbund  (CUF),
Jong VLD, Keskusta Opiskelijat, Svensk Ungdom, Venstres Ungdom

Noting that:

●   Eurogroup for Animals commissioned an opinion poll to Savanta ComRes
which  confirms that 68% of Europeans living in countries where a ban is not
yet a reality, are asking for a ban on wild animals in circuses. Wild animals
that are  often used in circuses include bears, elephants, giraffes, hippos,
lions, monkeys, parrots, reptiles, tigers and zebras.

●  To this day, there are 23 member states that have some legislation in place
to  limit or outright ban the practice of using wild animals in circuses. This
 reflects the position of the European public with respect to animal rights
and  welfare. Yet, there are still four member states without any national
 restrictions, and three countries of the 23 previously mentioned member
states  have only adopted restrictions on the use of some species of wild
animals.
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▪  National bans may prohibit the exploitation of wild animals within a single
 European country, but they do not prevent the transportation of wild
animals  within the circus business through the regulated countries.
Particularly long  transits pose a serious risk to the health of these animals as
they are shipped  from one unregulated country to the other. A single
Europe-wide ban is  therefore much more effective in protecting the rights
of wild animals, than  national bans.

▪ Circuses are travelling entertainment services where wild animals, ripped
from  their natural habitats, suffer substantial strain and often physical
abuse. The  animals are coerced into performing circus routines that
deviate from their  natural behaviour, and which place the animals in
stressful situations before  trainers and audiences. The processes of training,
performing and travelling  inflict harm upon creatures whose capability to
cope with constant pressure is far diminished compared with our own, and
humans would have found the same  conditions intolerable.   

▪  In order for the EU to be the world leader of animal welfare, the
Commission  should listen to its citizens and use its powers to end wild
animal husbandry in  circuses.

 LYMEC calls for:

●  The European Union to acknowledge that wild animals should not be kept
captive solely for our entertainment.

● The European Union to ban circuses from using wild animals (including
bears, elephants, giraffes, hippos, lions, monkeys, parrots, reptiles, tigers and
zebras), and to only feature domestic animals when the health of the
animal is granted.    

●  “Animal welfare” to be added to the name of Chapter 7 in the LYMEC
Policy Book.

7.09 A CAP fit for the 21st century
Adopted at LYMEC Autumn Congress in Paris, France, on 24th October 2021
Outcome of IMS-led working group on CAP Submitted by: IMS Delegates, Young Liberals
Greece, Liberal Democratic League of Ukraine, Ógra Fianna Fáil, Venstres Ungdom, CUF,
Centerstudenter, JNC, Joves Liberals d'Andorra, Young Liberals, Svensk Ungdom

Considering that:
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1. remote-sensing satellites and other space-based technologies have the potential
to significantly boost agricultural yields and profits and make farming more efficient
and less resource-intensive, for example, by monitoring soil conditions, weather and
climate patterns, crop development and agricultural pests, as well as providing an
early estimate of crop yields and enabling precision agriculture;
2. space-based technologies are therefore an invaluable aid for tackling the twin
challenge of making European farming more productive and at the same time
more sustainable;
3.artificial intelligence (AI) and other technologies that leverage the power of
computing show even more promise in the quest for greater yields and a lower
environmental impact, for example, through the use of AI to plan and monitor
production and the Internet of Things to boost the capabilities of the tools and
equipment that farmers use;
4.however, the successful implementation of a truly liberal agricultural policy also
depends on preventing the emergence of anti-competitive practices and
oligopolistic scenarios that have been seen in other applications of AI and NTIC and
end up distorting the free market;
5. in the future, food shortages may be even more common than today due to
demographic growth and the resulting increased demand for food as well as the
impact of climate change on agriculture; and
6. the EU has a very strict policy regarding genetically modified organisms (GMOs)
and gene editing (GE) for both partially and totally genetically GMOs, which makes
it very expensive and ineffective to get approval for GMO or GE products/strains.

Recalling that:

1. while the European Union and its Member States have made great strides in the
implementation of space-based technologies for agriculture, there remain a great
deal of fields to be explored and a lot of untapped potential, especially when it
comes to making public data available to farmers and implementing the latest and
most promising applications;
2. the European Commission has set itself high goals for the future of AI research and
utilization including in the agricultural sector in its 2021 Coordinated Plan on Artificial
Intelligence; achieving these goals is important in order to avoid fragmentation of
the European digital and agricultural space;
3. certain companies are abusing laws that were originally designed to fight
software piracy to stop farmers from repairing their own tractors and other pieces of
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equipment or choosing a technical provider to do so, instead enforcing
anti-competitive practices far removed from what a free market should be;
4. European agriculture should be well equipped to rise to the many challenges it
faces or will soon face;
5. GMO and GE techniques, which merely accelerate the processes seen over
many centuries with selective breeding and growing, can be a boon in this regard.

LYMEC Calls For:

1. all non-confidential agricultural data gathered by European satellites operated by
the EU and/ or the governments of its Member States to be released into the public
domain for the benefit of farmers across the continent, on the principle that
Europeans should not have to pay again for something they have already funded
with their taxes;
2. the creation of a real European agricultural data space, enabling the sharing of
agricultural data to facilitate better targeted production with less environmental
impact;
3. the EU and its Member States to step up their investments in the areas of
agriculture and space and agriculture and AI/NTIC through public and
public/private initiatives, as well as to create a favourable environment for purely
private initiatives, with a focus on sharing good practices and raising awareness on
new or emerging technologies such as AI and the Internet of Things;
4. the EU Member States to facilitate training and education in working with new
technologies in the agricultural sector, ensuring accessibility for communities and
groups most concerned and the needed funding for the training institutions.;
5. the right for farmers to repair their own equipment and tools or choose whichever
technical provider they prefer for this task to be fully protected from any attempt to
distort the free market by abusing laws originally developed to fight software piracy;
6. the European regulatory framework to be made nimbler and more capable of
dealing with the rapid pace of change in science and technology, including
eliminating its built-in prejudice against GMOs and GE, setting up a streamlined and
affordable approval process, and simplifying the existing bureaucracy, which at the
time can only be successfully navigated by the biggest and wealthiest companies
and therefore leads to a de facto oligopoly; while updating food standards to
reflect the current state of scientific knowledge on the matter
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Chapter 8 – Regions and Local Development,
Transport and Travel

NEW 8.01 Connecting European Regions (Merger of 8.01 & 8.02)
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Stockholm,
Sweden 12 - 14 May 2017.

We believe, Believes that a European Union can only have a viable future if based
on the concept of subsidiarity, meaning the exercise of power as close to the
people as possible. In particular we call on the European Commission and the
governments of the EC member states to cooperateco-operate with and recognise
the regions/historic nations of Europe (such as Catalonia and Scotland).

Considering that:

● Lymec values the importance of tackling Regional Disparities.
● Regional transport infrastructure varies greatly throughout Europe.
● The task of synchronising the European railway system has been delegated to

the European Railway Agency (ERA).
● Cooperation in the railway industry will extend across borders: not just national

frontiers, but regarding commercial, industrial and organisational borders as
well.

● Transport connectivity is a key factor for investors when considering investing
in an area.

● Motorway and Public transport links are often radial from a country’s capital
city and do not interconnect to other regional cities.

● Transport connections such as inter-rail have promoted European integration.

Concludes that:

● Regional disparities can be improved by improving transport connections to
other regions.

● Regions can develop and access new markets through developing new
transport connections.

● Commuting times for workers can be cut through investment in public
transport.

● Trains are one of the most popular methods of public transport.

LYMEC calls upon:
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● Rail links to be improved between regions and cities across Europe that are
not solely to capital cities.

● The European Commission to exercise increased oversight to ensure that EU
funds earmarked for specific railway infrastructure projects are not diverted to
other projects

● The European Commission to renew ERA's goals, so that ERA can be more
useful in aiding railway operators in their quest to serve passengers better in
the future.

● European Countries to lift the ban (if existing) on private railway companies
operating on an international and national level.

8.01 Resolution on Europe of the Regions

EU Legislative System, Economic and Monetary Policy, European Democracy

Adopted at the LYMEC Congress, held in Konstanz, Germany on the 20th. of December 1992.

The Liberal and Radical Youth Movement of the European Community (LYMEC)
Calls on the member states of the European Community to accelerate the process
of political and economic integration, to create a unified and harmonious Europe.
Therefore, we call all member states of the EC to ratify the Maastricht Treaty as
quickly as possible.

We believe, Believes that a European Union can only have a viable future if based
on the concept of subsidiarity, meaning the exercise of power as close to the
people as possible. In particular we call on the European Commission and the
governments of the EC member states to cooperateco-operate with and recognise
the regions/historic nations of Europe (such as CataloniaCatalunya and Scotland).

Demands that the European Community institutes democratic elections to the
European Regional Assembly, by the people of the regions.

8.02 Connecting Regions

Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Stockholm,
Sweden 12 - 14 May 2017.

Considering that:
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● Lymec values the importance of tackling Regional Disparities.
● Regional transport infrastructure varies greatly throughout Europe.
● The task of synchronizing the European railway system has been delegated to

the European Railway Agency (ERA).
● Cooperation in the railway industry will extend across borders: not just national

frontiers, but regarding commercial, industrial and organizational borders as
well.

● Transport connectivity is a key factor for investors when considering investing
in an area.

● Motorway and Public transport links are often radial from a country’s capital
city and do not interconnect to other regional cities.

● Transport connections such as inter-rail have promoted European integration.

Concludes that:

● Regional disparities can be improved by improving transport connections to
other regions.

● Regions can develop and access new markets through developing new
transport connections.

● Commuting times for workers can be cut through investment in public
transport.

● Trains are one of the most popular methods of public transport.

LYMEC calls upon:

● Rail links to be improved between regions and cities across Europe that are
not solely to capital cities.

● The European Commission to exercise increased oversight to ensure that EU
funds earmarked for specific railway infrastructure projects are not diverted to
other projects

● The European Commission to renew ERA's goals, so that ERA can be more
useful in aiding railway operators in their quest to serve passengers better in
the future.
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