
 

Policy book Review Chapter 4 
 
COLOUR CODING (for resolutions with a text update): New additions, compared to an old 
resolution text were marked in red, texts imported from other resolutions are in green. 

ARCHIVE 4.01 Resolution on Completion of the Single 
Market 

  
Justification: Outdated 
  
Adopted at the LYMEC Congress, held in Konstanz, Germany on the 20th. of December 1992. 
  
"First January Nineteen Ninety Three" has been a reference for all Europeans in past years. 
Our open-minded generation strongly believes in the total elimination of physical, technical and 
fiscal borders between the member states. Free from the historical tensions of the past, 
between the European states, the youth of today shares the common ideal of an ever-
deepening European Union. 
  
However, the completion of the single market will not take place, as foreseen, on 1/1/93. Even 
though the free movement of capital, services and goods is almost fully regulated, the free 
movement of persons is far from being possible in the beginning of next year. 
  
The LYMEC Congress meeting in Konstanz (Germany) on 20/12/92,  
  
Demands that the remaining 5% unregulated sections of the white book on the Single Market, 
be approved by the twelve, as soon as possible; 
  
Insists that the "Single Market" should be accomplished as soon as possible, as it is a 
fundamental basis of the Maastricht treaty; 
  
Draws attention to the fact that it is not enough to have the Single Market on paper and, 
therefore, the European young liberals and radicals will be attentive, regarding the elimination 
of the European internal borders. 

ARCHIVE 4.02 LYMEC Urges FIFA to Adhere to “Fair 
Play” 

Justification: No longer relevant. Reaffirmed by the EU since that sport must comply with legislation 
and cases have been taken in light of such. 
Business 
  
Adopted at LYMEC EC, Helsinki, Finland 2005 
  
Resolution submitted by JD (Jonge Democraten, Netherlands) and LDYS (Liberal Democrat Youth and 
Students, UK) 
 

Whereas: 
  



 
• Football has become one of the most widely practiced human activities. Whether as 

professionals or amateurs, regularly or occasionally, actively or passively, millions of 
people now engage in the various forms of this sporting activity available in the 
European Union. 

• In addition to its health benefits, football plays an important economic and social role. 
It contributes to social integration and inclusion, promotes cultural exchanges and 
creates jobs in the EU. 

• In the spirit of the Declaration on Sport in the 1997 Amsterdam Treaty, the EU has, on 
several occasions, emphasized the importance of sport's social function, such as in the 
European Council's Nice Declaration in December 2000. This Declaration stresses the 
need to preserve and promote the social functions of sport. 

• There is no exemption for sport in the EC Treaty, sporting rules may be subject to the 
full application of the EU legal framework. 

  
Noting that: 
  

• The FIFA World Cup Organising Committee offers the possibility to purchase on-line 
conditional tickets for the Football World Cup 2006 in Germany. Applicants are required 
to pay in advance without knowing whether they will get their tickets. Applicants who 
are not eligible to get tickets will only be reimbursed after the tournament in July 2006. 
This means that applicants cannot dispose of their money for several months. 
Moreover, all applicants will be charged a non-refundable fee. 

  
Considering that: 
  

• Sport, as an economic activity in the sense of Article 2 of the EC Treaty, must comply 
with Community law.  

• A Court of Justice judgement in 1974 (Walrave judgement) established that sport is 
subject to Community law to the extent that it constitutes an economic activity. 

• The sale of on-line conditional tickets for the Football World Cup 2006 by the FIFA 
World Cup Organising Committee is a commercial activity subject to European 
competition law. 

• The economic interests are in no way over-ridden by sporting or social interests in the 
sale of on-line conditional tickets for the Football World Cup 2006 by the FIFA World 
Cup Organising Committee. 

• Article 82 of the EC Treaty provides that ‘Any abuse by one or more undertakings of a 
dominant position within the common market or in a substantial part of it shall be 
prohibited as incompatible with the common market insofar as it may affect trade 
between member states. Such abuse may, in particular, consist in: (a) directly or 
indirectly imposing unfair purchase or selling prices or other unfair trading conditions; 

  
The European Liberal Youth – LYMEC believes that:  
  

• Governing bodies like UEFA and FIFA can no longer act contrary to EU legislation and 
should adapt their rules and regulations to the acquis communautaire. 

• The FIFA World Cup Organising Committee is abusing its monopoly position by 
imposing unfair trading conditions on individual consumers. 

• The European Commission must protect consumers’ interests and should therefore 
enter into a dialogue with FIFA and UEFA and if necessary take appropriate action in 
order to ensure adherence to competition and consumer regulation. 



 

ARCHIVE 4.03 No More Fiscal Harmonisation in the 
European Union 
  
Justification: Newer resolution going against this one (4.33) 
  
Tax, Business 
  
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany, 
20-22 April 2007 
  
Whereas 
  

• Europe is lagging behind on competition in a global scale partly due to high tax pressure 
on European companies;  

• The countries of the European Union need to reduce tax pressure in order to gain 
competitiveness; 

  
Noting that 
  

• Several of the EU member states enjoy high economic growth levels because of 
substantial lower levels of corporate taxation than other member states; 

• Calls have been made by European politicians, trade unions and other organisations 
in impose minimum levels of taxation across all European Union member states; 

• Taxation policy should be considered a national competence of the member states; 
  
Considering that 
  

• Fiscal competition within the European Union will lead to a general decrease of tax 
levels;  

• Fiscal competition will lead to better use of taxpayers’ money through budgetary 
discipline; 

• Low corporate taxation is a suitable mean to keep European companies in Europe 
which will lead to more employment; 

• Lower fiscal pressure on companies will increase their investments in research and 
development;  

  
LYMEC asks for 
  

• The European Union not to take anymore policy actions in any form that impose more 
harmonised tax levels in member states; 

• The ALDE-group in the European Parliament to fight strongly against policy proposals 
that will lead to harmonisation of taxes in the EU 

NEW 4.04 Liberal ideas on the Future of the Single 
Market 

Merger of 4.04 + 4.07 + 4.09 + 4.35 



 
 

The LYMEC Congress,  
  
Considering that: 
  

• The Internal Market, as defined by the Maastricht Treaty, stands for the free movement 
of people, goods, services and capital, which means that all EU citizens should be able 
to live, work, study and do business throughout the EU as well as to enjoy a wide choice 
of competitively priced goods and services; 

• Since its inception in 1993, the Internal Market has opened up economic and working 
opportunities that have transformed the lives of hundreds of millions of Europeans; 

• The Internal Market is still largely incomplete, as several essential sectors remain to be 
harmonised/liberalised 

• Removing the barriers that still prevent citizens and businesses from fully enjoying the 
benefit of the Internal Market is a key aim of the EU 

• The Internal Market is instrumental in increasing economic ties between EU Member 
States and thereby promoting peace and democracy on the European continent  

 
Calls for: 
  

The completion of the Internal Market for services, particularly in the following 
areas: 
 

• Expansion: The internal market must not be used as a protectionist tool in trade with 
third countries. Instead, Europe needs to focus on standards pertaining to human rights 
and production methods. 

•  LYMEC reaffirms its commitment to support enlargement of the EU to its maximum 
viable boundaries. Maximum extension also refers to current EU/EEA Member States, 
which we urge to comply with implementation of existing directives. Infringement 
procedures need to be more efficient and a proper mechanism for the penalisation of 
non-compliance should be introduced. Furthermore, derogations, exceptions and opt-
outs are often additional obstacles and should be re-evaluated and removed. 

 
• Harmonisation: especially the harmonisation of standards is an important part of the 

realisation of freedoms, it should not be self-serving. The EU needs to improve the new 
legislative framework to combat overregulation. Also, LYMEC supports the 
Commission’s initiative for a European patent system. LYMEC calls for the 
establishment of a common EU patent system (excluding computing- implemented 
inventions) in order to better protect intellectual property rights at European level. (4.04) 

 
• Digital market: Believing that a more integrated Digital Single Market can enhance 

growth to the benefit of all Europeans, and that building a digital infrastructure that is 
inclusive, will enhance the competition in the digital marketplace and the quality of life 
for those who previously had inadequate internet access, LYMEC calls for the member 
states to increase their use of the structural funds in investing in spreading internet 
access to the regions with inadequate or no internet access; the member states to 
convert analog broadcasts to digital and use unutilized, dedicated military frequencies 
in order to free up frequencies for mobile internet; the member states to eliminate 
copyright levies. (4.09) 

 
In light of this, LYMEC also:  

 



 
o Reiterates and strengthens its call for the completion of the Digital Single 

Market, in conjunction with easements for European Venture Capital, and a free 
flow of data within the Economic Area and with credible trade partners.  

o calls for acceleration in introducing new technologies like 5G, with a unified 
spectrum distribution procedure in all bands;  

o calls for measures supporting schools in educating pupils in ICT skills, 
especially with the aim to increase pupils' knowledge of programming and of 
the threats to privacy a digital society may create, and focused retraining efforts 
for those negatively affected by the shift; 

o Encourages its member organisations to push for the creation of Chief Digital 
Officers at school level and Chief Innovation Officers in their jurisdiction;  

o Calls for the creation of new types of enterprises which make it easier to do 
digital business across the Union; Supports the commitment of the Commission 
to provide for a well-established network of Digital Innovation Hubs, and 
believes that harnessing their full potential would bring added value to the 
digitalis action of Europe and the promotion of R&I activities in the digital 
sphere. 

o Calls for replacing the Official Secrecy by Freedom of Information in the process 
of the extension of Open Data initiatives, starting with the EU institutions itself 

 
• Environment: Environmental concerns need to be taken more seriously and integrated 

into Internal Market policy and they must be reconciled with free market principles that 
we are committed to. We especially advocate the inclusion of environmental aspects 
in public procurement to ensure sustainability and work towards reaching ambitious 
emission reduction targets. 

 
• Cross-border services: finally, LYMEC wants to point out the lack of liberalisation of 

cross-border services in Europe and calls for a new comprehensive Services Directive 
encompassing also many services of general interest that are not excluded as well as 
the principle of origin.  
LYMEC proposes a central organisation harmonising banking requirements to free 
mobility for all EU citizens regarding banking services. This should lead to a single, free 
European banking market. 

 

ARCHIVE 4.04 Urgent Resolution, Time to Complete the 
Internal Market 

Justification: Merged with 4.07, 4.09 and 4.35 in new 4.04 
 
Free Trade, Duties 
  
Adopted at the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany, 
20-22 April 2007 
 
The LYMEC Congress,  
  
Considering that: 
  
·       LYMEC held a seminar on “The Internal Market: Unfinished Business” on 17-20 April 2007 

in Berlin, Germany, the outcome of which is the present Resolution 
·       The Internal Market, as defined by the Maastricht Treaty, stands for the free movement of 

people, goods, services and capital, which means that all EU citizens should be able to 



 
live, work, study and do business throughout the EU as well as to enjoy a wide choice of 
competitively priced goods and services 

·       Since its inception in 1993, the Internal Market has opened up economic and working 
opportunities that have transformed the lives of hundreds of millions of Europeans: the 
European Commission estimates that the Internal Market has boosted Member States’ 
output by 2.2% and has created 2.75 million extra jobs 

·       The Internal Market is still largely incomplete, as several essential sectors remain to be 
harmonised/liberalised 

·       Removing the barriers that still prevent citizens and businesses from fully enjoying the 
benefits of the Internal Market is a key aim of the EU 

·       The Internal Market is instrumental in increasing economic ties between EU Member States 
and thereby promoting peace and democracy on the European continent 

  
Calls for: 
  

1. The completion of the Internal Market for services, particularly in the following areas: 
o Mobile telecommunication: All EU-internal mobile phone calls should be 

considered as domestic and priced the same, whether national or cross-border. 
Roaming charges should be phased out: they are not compatible with the 
Internal Market principle. We reject any price setting as it stifles competition 
rather than promote it.  

o Postal services: Postal services should be liberalised before 2009, as proposed 
by the European Commission. Universal service obligations (USOs) related to 
postal services shall be defined by the Member States and may be financed by 
national public subsidies if necessary. No other State Aids to postal companies 
should be allowed in order to preserve a level playing field in the Internal Market. 
Multiple operators may be allowed in the same national market. 

o Railways: As a matter of priority, railway operations between EU Member 
States should be liberalised by 2010. The newly created European Railway 
Agency (ERA) should regulate operators as regards such traffic. 

o Energy: the Internal Market for energy provision services should be liberalised 
as soon as possible and interconnections between national networks should be 
improved. The EU should play a key role in this project and promote the 
necessary investments. 

o Financial services: the legal framework for retail banking and insurance 
services (mortgages, payment services, etc.) should be harmonised and 
competition at EU level fostered in this area 

  
2. Further improvement of the mobility of labour force within the Internal Market, 
specifically through the following measures: 

o EU Member States must make greater efforts to ensure the compatibility of 
national social security systems (pensions, unemployment benefits, etc.) and 
ultimately move towards privatisation of the social security systems, in order to 
facilitate the fluid movement of people across national borders. 

o In order to break down cultural barriers/stereotypes and promote a positive 
image of European identity: 

▪ The EU should encourage language education at an earlier age and 
promote English as a common second language in Europe 

▪ The EU should encourage Member States to exchange best practices 
in both the fields of communication on European citizenship and 
education on European issues. 

▪ The EU should fully implement the Bologna process and promote the 
compatibility of second-level education  



 
o The EU should promote Europass as a tool to make the European labour 

market more open and dynamic  
o Transitional arrangements on the freedom of movement for citizens from new 

EU Member States should be immediately removed: there should not be ‘2nd 
class’ citizens when it comes to the application of the “four freedoms”.  

  
3. The European Commission to further develop its “Better Regulation” initiative and 
intensify its efforts in cutting the bureaucratic “red tape” that frustrates businesses that operate 
in the Internal Market 

  
4. The establishment of a common EU patent system (excluding computing-implemented 
inventions) in order to better protect intellectual property rights at European level 

 

ARCHIVE 4.05 Resolution on Cross Border Healthcare 
Services in the EU 

Justification: The needs of the motion have been since addressed under Directive 
2011/24/EU. 
Industry            
  
Adopted at the LYMEC Congress, 1-4 May 2008 in 
Barcelona, Catalonia 

  
Whereas: 
  

·       Health systems are the responsibility of EU Member States 
·       In most cases, healthcare services are to be considered as an economic activity and thus 
submitted to Community law 
·       The European Court of Justice ruled that in some cases EU citizens can seek healthcare 
in other Member States with the cost being covered by their own health systems 
·       Health services were excluded in spring 2006 from the Services Directive (the so-called 
“Bolkestein Directive) 
·       After repeated delays, the proposal for a framework directive for cross-border healthcare 
in the EU was shelved on December 2007 due to internal disagreement within the Commission 
(including serious reservations from VP Margot Wallström) and heavy criticism 
from the Party of European Socialists 

  
Considering that: 
  

·       In some instances healthcare may be better provided in another Member State, e.g. for 
rare conditions or specialised treatment 
·       In border regions, the nearest facility may be situated in another country 
·       The proposed directive is not about liberalising health services but about codifying the 
circumstances under which people can legitimately be covered by their national health systems 
for treatment their receive abroad 
·       Community action on facilitating cross-border health services does not mean harmonising 
national health or social security systems, it only creates more competition between national 
systems and through this way fosters their efficiency 

  



 
The LYMEC Congress concludes that: 
  

·       EU citizens should be entitled to exercise their right to seek healthcare in other Member 
States if they think that the foreign healthcare system provides a better service than their own 
national system (quality, rapidity…), with the cost that would normally be covered in their own 
country being covered by their own national health system 
·       The ELDR Party and ALDE Group should maintain political pressure on the 
European Commission so that the foreseen draft framework directive for cross-border 
healthcare is put forward as soon as possible to the European Parliament’s agenda 

  
And asks the LYMEC Bureau to: 
  

·       Put forward a resolution on this topic at the next ELDR Congress  
·       Take public positions on the matter, when appropriate 
  

UPDATED 4.06 No to EU Tobin Tax 
  
Tax, Debt Crisis 
  
Adopted at the LYMEC Congress 30th April – 1st May 
2010, Sinaia, Romania 
  
Since 2010, the European Commission has come up with proposals in order to introduce a tax 

on financial transactions (EU FTT), never being able to find a majority. However, in 2019, 
Germany and France came to the consensus that the EU FTT should be negotiated 
using a proposal they submitted based on the french tax on financial transactions. 
Since then, the introduction of an EU FTT is discussed. In March of this year, the 
European Parliament approved a resolution (P7_TA-PROV(2010)0056) wherein the 
Commission and the Council are asked to develop a plan for a tax on financial 
transactions, to be presented to the G20 in June. The Commission is also asked to 
consider methods for implementing such a tax within the EU. 
  
Noting that 
  
The EU today does not have competence to levy taxes, and is restricted by the Lisbon Treaty 
to enacting legislation regarding direct taxation. 
  
Believing that 
  

• Most taxes are harmful for the efficient functioning of the market economy, 

• A tax on financial transactions (formerly known as "Tobin tax") would most certainly 
severely hamper the free flow of capital, one of the four freedoms upon which the EU 
is founded, 

• The Tobin tax is an idea generally associated with socialist and anti-globalization 
political groups, 

• An EU tax on financial transactions would drive capital out of EU countries, to the 
disbenefit of the European economy, 

  



 
LYMEC: 

• urges the Member States, the Commission and the Council to reject the idea of a tax 
on financial transactions. 

  

ARCHIVE 4.08 No Double Standards 
  
Tax 
  
Whereas:   
  
·       Europe is apparently in a period of inevitable change in its economic sector;  
·       such change is accompanied by recession, which has created serious problems in the 
relationships of member countries;   
·       some member countries are experiencing severe crisis  
·       the principles of European subsidiary and solidarity should become effective promptly and 
efficiently.    
·       Considering the fact that resolving financial issues does not necessarily resolve the political 
issues of responsibility.    
  
We wish to point out that:    
  
·       The European Union is a union of unanimity where no discrimination should exist: neither 
racial nor cultural or linguistic nor on nationality, 
·       the latter implies that deep economic division should not be allowed to occur;  
·       EU should endeavor to achieve economic unity – in terms of standards of individual 
countries, in terms of fiscal policies, etc. , the best performing countries serving as examples;    
·       a systematic strive is required of each country to reach the standards of best performing 
countries;   
·       the countries of the former Eastern Bloc have been living with belts tightened to the extreme 
for more than 7 years now; 
·       it is only natural to require countries experiencing difficulties to impose similar restrictive 
measures;    
  
We appeal to:   
  
·       the governments of these countries to introduce a nationally responsible policy and to apply 
the same fiscal restrictions as East European countries 
·       the governments of these countries to assume full political responsibility  as a principle, 
which must apply to the entire European Union;   
·       to do that as soon as possible preventing issues dangerous to internal integration without 
double standards, such as “Why is this possible for them and not for us?”;   
·       for stronger integration of mutual regulatory mechanisms of the member states 

ARCHIVE 4.09 Completing the Digital Single Market 
  
Justification: Merged in new 4.04 
 
Tax, Industry 
  



 
Proposed by the Seminar on the Digital Agenda, Copenhagen 2012 
  
Considering that: 
  

·       Problems with lack of access to the internet, restricts the range of the Digital Single 
Market. 

·       Differing national regulations regarding patents and copyright restrict the scope of the 
Digital Single Market. 

·       Mobile internet offers significant growth opportunities. 

Noting that: 
  

·       The structural funds are already being used to enhance internet access for regions with 
inadequate or no internet access. 

·       In lockstep with the increasing spread of mobile internet, it becomes necessary to 
increase the bandwidth dedicated to mobile internet.   

Believing that: 
  

·       A more integrated Digital Single Market can enhance growth to the benefit of all 
Europeans. 

·       Building a digital infrastructure, that is inclusive, will enhance the competition in the 
digital marketplace and the quality of life for those who previously had inadequate 
internet access.   

·       Copyright levies are not compatible with the increasingly digitalized world. 

LYMEC encourages: 
  

·       The member states to increase their use of the structural funds in investing in spreading 
internet access to the regions with inadequate or no internet access. 

·       The member states to convert analog broadcasts to digital and use unutilized, dedicated 
military frequencies in order to free up frequencies for mobile internet. 

·       The European Commission to initiate the harmonization of the radio frequencies that 
are used for mobile internet. 

·       The European Parliament and the Council of Ministers to adopt the unitary European 
patent. 

·       The member states to eliminate copyright levies. 

·       The European Commission to consider harmonization of copyright law. 

  

UPDATED 4.10 On the Completion of the Single Market 
for Pharmaceuticals 
  



 
Industry, Business, Tax 
  
Considering that: 
  

• For new drugs, the authorization process is quite complex. Currently manufacturers 
have the option of choosing between four two different procedures of authorization.  

• The directive on patients' rights in cross-border healthcare clarifies the principle of 
recognition of medical prescriptions across national borders.  

 
Believing that: 
 

• In order for the single market for pharmaceuticals to function properly, the authorization 
of new pharmaceuticals should be based on uniform application of uniform rules in 
order to secure a transparent, smooth, and fair process. Pharmaceuticals are not 
different from other goods and should not be excluded from the single market by 
national regulation 

• Subsidies from public and/or private health insurance must not favor certain 
manufacturers and/or retailers and thereby distort the market. 

 
 
 
 
LYMEC Calls on: 

• ALDE and the Renew Europe Group to work for complete harmonization of the 
procedures by which new medicines are authorized in the EU. These authorizations 
should be granted only by the European Medicines Agency based on objective, 
scientific criteria that are uniformly applicable. 

• The European Commission to make sure that insurance subsidies can be granted for 
drugs regardless of the place of purchase as long as the following criteria are met:  

•  
o that the drug would normally be covered by the insurance; 
o that these drugs are bought within the single market 

 

ARCHIVE 4.11 European Market for Retirement Funds 
  
Justification: Outdated 
  
Industry, 
Tax                 
Adopted at the LYMEC Congress on the 12 th-14th of October 2012, Sofia, Bulgaria 
  
Considering that: 

• directive 2003/41/EC offers a framework for a EuropeanMarket for retirement funds; 

• directive 2003/41/EC considers retirement funds as an insurance that guarantees a 
fixed amount of money after retirement; 

• in some EU member states, non-insurance retirement funds make an implicit promise 
to pay a certain, indeterminate, amount of money after someone’s retirement and 
retirement funds in those countries are among the best in the world;  



 

• the European Commission plans to apply the rules for regular insurances to all 
retirement funds, which makes it impossible for the non-insurance retirement funds to 
meet the solvability needs; 

• proportionality and subsidiarity are core principles of the EU. 
  
Believing that: 
  

• the plans of the European Commission are a violation of the principles of subsidiarity 
and proportionality, as they offer an unequal hamper to the retirement system in those 
countries that only have non-insurance retirement funds.    
  

Calls on: 

• LYMEC bureau to call upon the European Parliament and ALDE to stop further 
development of the plans concerning retirement funds of the European Commission. 

  

To keep as it is 4.12 Enhancing the Single Market for 
Retail Financial Services 
  
Industry, ECB 
  
Proposed by RU, Denmark 
  
Considering that: 

• Financial services are a crucial part of any modern economy. 

• The process, when opening a bank account or procuring other financial services, is 
often more complicated for an EU citizen living in another EU country than it is for a 
national citizen. 

• The costs of withdrawing money from and transferring money to a bank account in 
another EU country are often higher than the costs of withdrawing money from or 
transferring money to a bank account in the same country. 

  
Believing that: 

• There is no reason why financial services should be exempt from vision of the single 
market. 

• In order for the single market for retail financial services to function properly, the 
technical barriers that currently exist must be eliminated. This means that the process 
for procuring financial services e.g. opening a bank account in another EU country 
should be identical for all EU citizens regardless of your national citizenship. 

• Transaction fees levied against consumers should be the same for bank activities 
across member state borders as for cross bank activities within member states. 

  
The LYMEC Congress calls on: 

• ALDE to work for the implementation of non-discrimination based on nationality in the 
field of retail financial services in order to achieve identical procedures for all EU 
citizens within this area. 

• The European Commission to establish an expert group on technical barriers in the 
area of the single market for retail financial services. It shall be the task of this group to 



 
map the technical barriers within this area and to recommend to the Commission 
measures in order to eliminate these barriers. 

• The LYMEC Bureau to advance this position through ALDE and the Renew Europe 
Group. 

ARCHIVE 4.13 Resolution on Banks 

Justification: Already implemented 
Industrie, ECB 
  
Noting that: 
 

• To expand a national bank to a different EU country, there is a need to apply for a new 
license in that country. 

  
Considering that 
  

• The current system increases bureaucracy and inefficiency. 
 
LYMEC Concludes that If the licencing should be centralized to the ECB and this increases 
transparency, trust towards banks and minimizes bureaucracy. 
  
LYMEC Calls upon, 

• The establishment of the new common EU licencing system under the ECB. 

To keep as it is 4.14 Resolution on Bank Reform 
  
Debt Crisis, Tax 
  
Alarmed by the recent economic developments in certain European member states such as 
Cyprus, 
 
Noting with concern that banks in certain member states are bigger than the national 
economy of those member states, 
 
Keeping in mind that the 2008 financial crisis and the 2008-2012 global recession have 
triggered the European sovereign-debt crisis, 
 
Taking into account that the crises were essentially triggered by the collapse of large 
banks, 
 
Fully aware of the fragile state of Europe’s economy, 
 
Realizing that further rises of sovereign debt by bailing-out large banks would be disastrous 
for the European economy, 
 
Having further considered that at the same time many banks are too large for countries to 
allow them to fail, 
 



 
Recognizing that a system in which profits are private, while losses are public and burden the 
taxpayer is not liberal, 
 
Believing that organizationally separating the high-risk investment activities of banks from 
their private-saving activities creates more stable banks which cause less damage to the 
economy when collapsing, 
  
LYMEC, gathered in Tallinn on 27 April 2013: 
  
1.     Endorses the reforms proposed by the Liikanen group to split high-risk investment-
activities of banks from from the rest of their business; 
2.     Urges the European Commission to hasten the implementation of these reforms at a 
European level; 
3.     Strongly condemns any further bail-outs for banks involved in high-risk activities. 
  

ARCHIVE 4.15 It’s Time for Innovative Solutions! 

Justification: Outdated and many points to be found in other resolutions 
  
Business, Tax 
  
Whereas: 

 
·    European member-states continuously struggle with various challenges, mainly caused by 
the financial crisis; 
·    the “Europe 2020” Strategy for Growth, as introduced in 2010, includes the Framework 
Programmes, of which FP8 will start in 2014. 
  
Considering that: 
 

· unemployment rates alarmingly continue to rise; 
· a “lost generation” caused by these high youth unemployment rates is feared; 
· over the past decades innovative companies seem to come mostly from outside of 

Europe; 
· the challenges do not only include financial issues, but also include sustainability and 

food production. 
  

Building upon: 

 
· The resolution 1.1.28 “Resolution on the “Innovation Union” strategy” as adopted during 

the LYMEC Congress in Ljubljana, November 2010. 
  

Demands: 

 
· the European focus to include more creative and innovative solutions, as to 

improve not only the short-term situation, but also focus on long-term yet 
financially neutral structural improvements;  

· therefore the EC and European member-states should introduce initiatives such as 
regulation-free zones to encourage young (student) entrepreneurs and SMEs; 



 
· investments made in education should continue and initiatives encouraging the links 

between education and the labour market should continue and expand; 
· that FP8 focuses more on SMEs and small entrepreneurial initiatives. 

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

· the LYMEC Bureau and LYMEC MOs to continue their work on the youth 
unemployment campaign; 

· the LYMEC Bureau and LYMEC MOs to raise awareness among ALDE and the 
respective national parties to focus on more creative and innovative solutions to the 
financial crisis to encourage young entrepreneurs and small initiatives and SMEs. 

ARCHIVE 4.16 Upholding Stability Pact 

Justification: Outdated. There was a reform of the Stability and Growth Pact in 2005 
  
Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal 
Youth (LYMEC) in Vilnius, Lithuania, 4 - 6 April 2003.  
  
ascertains, 

  
· the Stability pact that warrants a stable Euro,  
· that in consonance with the Stability pact, EU countries are allowed to have a budgetary 

deficit of no more than 3%, 
· that in consonance with the Stability pact, EU countries should have reached a 

budgetary balance in 2004, 
· that countries like France, Germany, Italy and Portugal probably will not fulfil the above 

mentioned goals, 
· that following this the European Commission (EC) wants to give the above mentioned 

countries more time to balance their budget and proposes that this should be the case 
in 2006, 

 
considers, 

· that the policy of the EC, concerning the Stability pact, is inconsequent, 
· that if the EU countries will not live up to the rules stated in the Stability pact, the 

situation will become impossible, 
· that the stability of the euro will be in danger if countries do not live up to the Stability 

pact, 
  
having regarded these considerations, LYMEC declares, 

 
· that the EC should stay consistent in the policy concerning the Stability pact, 
· that the above-mentioned countries should be persuaded into observing the Stability 

pact. 

ARCHIVE 4.17 To Go Greek or Not to Go Greek 
  
Justification: Content of resolution is outdated 
  



 
Adopted at LYMEC Congress, 30th April – 1st May 2010, Sinaia, Romania 
  
The LYMEC Congress, considering that: 

· the Greek budget deficit has rapidly increased over the past years, to the point where 
it represents a serious risk for long term economic stability in the European Union;  

· because of this deficit, Greece has acquired so much sovereign debt that the capital 
markets are reluctant to lend her any more, fearing a default. 

· Standard & Poor’s further downgraded Greece’s sovereign bond rating to ‘junk’, and 
Spain’s rating from AA+ to AA. 

· Other countries run the risk of ending up in a similar situation as Greece, which can be 
seen in the sharp increase of the sovereign bond rates of many Southern European 
countries in the past few days. 

· The European Union's attempts to respond to this threat have been scattered if not 
nonexistent, because of a lack of leadership and institutional problems. 

· a prolonged situation of insecurity poses a risk to the EU as a whole, because of  
(i) increased uncertainty in the economy, 

(ii) an undermining the credit worthiness of the rest of the Eurozone, particularly 
Portugal, Italy, Ireland, Greece and Spain, and  

(iii) depreciation eroding the external value of income and savings. 
· The stability of the Euro currency is to a large extent based on the credibility of its 

regulations and safeguards, which in the case of the Stability and Growth Pact (SGP) 
have been substantially watered down already. 

· the ALDE Group, in a 29 April 2010 press release, calls on the EU to act immediately 
to prevent a further widening of the crisis, with Guy Verhofstadt saying: “Those political 
leaders who are procrastinating in releasing the funds to shore up Greece against 
defaulting on its public sector debt are compounding the problem making it ever more 
expensive to bailout Greece and undermining the credit worthiness of other countries 
in the single currency area. (…) For the weaker economies of the Eurozone it is 
precisely the solidarity of the single currency area that ensures stability.”  
  

Concludes that:  

 
· in the short term, Europe should ensure that Greece does not default, by aiding her 

with a package of loans at an interest rate slightly above the average Eurozone bond 
rate. 

· Greece should temporarily lose her budget sovereignty to the Commission if she 
receives such an aid package. 

· any aid to Greece should be made conditional on the fulfilment of stringent but realistic 
conditions that decrease the moral hazard of giving aid to a country, but do not 
significantly impair Greece’s ability to recover.  

· in the long run, the European Union’s ability to deal with budget crises in her member 
states should be strengthened. 
  

Supports:  

 
· an addition to the SGP which specifies that countries should work towards a budget 

surplus in times of growth, to account for the deficit in economic downturn. 
· The introduction of a link between debt and deficit in the SGP. 
· The depoliticization of the power to enforce the SGP, by moving the decision from 

ECOFIN to the European Commission. 



 
· The introduction of European standards for EMU member states’ financial accounts, 

including clear and enforceable reporting standards that require a certified accountant’s 
approval. 

· The temporary transfer of budget sovereignty of bailed-out countries to the European 
Commission as a general rule, if the bailout was made necessary due to government 
failure. 
  

Calls upon the LYMEC bureau to:  

 
· Put forward a resolution on this topic at ELDR congress in Helsinki, Finland. 
· Publicly propagate the above. 

UPDATED 4.18 Resolution on Competition in the 
European Community 
  
Free Trade, EMU, Greece 

  
Adopted at the LYMEC Congress, held in Paris, France on the 17-19thJanuary 1992. 

  
LYMEC supports an economic policy of the EC commission that is based on a consequent 
application of the principles of a competitive market economy. Only an economic policy that 
thrives for true competition will be able to provide a healthy economic structure, a pluralistic 
offer of goods and services to consumers, a good chance for future development and thus a 
continuing ability to compete on the world market. 

  
Considering the principles, LYMEC requests that anti-trust decisions by the EC commission 
concerning mergers, acquisitions, fusion’s and take overs between companies have to be 
ultimately judged in the light of maintaining and guarding competition rather than in the light of 
industrial policies. 
 
In this context LYMEC expresses grave concerns on a tendency in the EC commission to give 
aspects of industrial policy priority over principals of policy of competition. Thus, the danger 
exists that the coming European Union will rather be a union of big companies than a union 
with a pluralistic economic mixture in which small and medium-sized businesses find their 
place. LYMEC rejects the harsh criticism of the prohibition of a takeover of Canadian aircraft 
manufacturer De Havilland by Aerospatiale and Alenia expressed by the governments of 
France and Italy and the conservative opposition in France. 
 
LYMEC turns against any attempt to provide for special authorities of the EC commission on 
industrial policy in the treaties of Rome. 

To keep as it is 4.19 Globalisation is an Opportunity, not 
a Threat! 

  
Free Trade, Tax 
  
Resolution adopted by LYMEC Congress, 7-9 April 2006, Winterthur, Switzerland 
  
Whereas: 



 

• The world is moving from an industrial age to an information age in which geographic 
distance is becoming less important in building cross border relations.  

• Trade allows the production of goods and services by those who are most efficient, 
thus maximising their availability at the best price.  

• Trade barriers serve to fund state budgets and protect otherwise unviable economic 
activities. As such, they are not in the interest of the consumers and in the long run, 
they harm the economy by giving it a false protection.  

  
Noting that: 

 

• There is clear danger in the gathering strength of opposition to globalisation.  

• The campaigns by trade unions are often less concerned with supporting worker rights 
in poor countries than they are with protecting declining industries in rich ones.  

• It is argued that globalisation ends cultural diversity and affects our environment. 
  
Considering that: 
  

• International trade and investment have been the engines of world growth over the past 
50 years. The consequences of a decline in world trade would immediately be felt with 
rising unemployment throughout the trading world and a fall in development aid. 

• World prosperity and environmental protection are enhanced by greater exchange 
between nations and that this is made possible by everyone agreeing to abide by rules. 

• Companies moving to developing countries often export higher wages and working 
conditions compared with those in domestic companies. While wages are often lower 
in developing countries, they also reflect lower levels of education and productivity.  

  
The European Liberal Youth – LYMEC believes that:  
  

• The EU has to increase its competitive capacity by fully launching the Lisbon Agenda 
and develop into a dynamic knowledge-based economy that emphasises 
entrepreneurship and flexible labour, which will make emerging low-wage based 
economies around the world not a threat for EU’s position, but an opportunity. 

• Wealthy countries must accept risk losing labour intensive activities due to relocation 
to low-wage countries and that it would be condemning developing countries to even 
greater poverty to restrict their ability to compete in the world market. 

• The EU should continue to use the WTO as the prime instrument in the attempt to reach 
global free trade and accompany this by development assistance to counter a digital 
divide and let developing countries reap the benefits of globalisation. 

• The strength, democracy and transparency of the major multilateral institutions have to 
improve to successfully address the major global challenges of our time such as the 
environment, global free trade and the promotion of democracy and human rights. 

• New global media and free trade have proven powerful means of projecting traditional 
culture, thereby opening up the world to all its citizens and thus enriching our lives. 

• The growing gathering strength of opposition to globalisation calls for a LYMEC 
campaign arguing that “globalisation offers you a world of opportunities”. 

  

To keep as it is 4.20 Capitalism Not to Blame for the 
Crisis 



 
  
Finance, Tax 
  
Adopted at LYMEC Congress 30th April – 1st May 2010, Sinaia, Romania 
 
The economic crisis leads to many analyses, conclusions and possible solutions but strikingly 
enough there is a common consensus that the free market is to blame for the crisis. Greed is 
the cause and the free market the tool used by immoral bankers and others to fill their own 
pockets with money at the expense of others. 
LYMEC finds these analyses staggering and short-sighted. The free market has instead 
provided people the means to evolve from an agrarian society to an industrial society and then 
to a post-industrial society. No other moment in the history of man can so many people enjoy 
freedom and wealth and pursue their happiness. Greed has always been around and yet it is 
that manifestation of self-interest that is fundamental to the growth of wealth, or as Adam Smith 
said: “It is not from the benevolence of the butcher, the brewer, or the baker, that we can expect 
our dinner, but from their regard to their own interest” 
Lymec is of opinion that in their analyses many people forget that it was bad regulation that is 
the root of the problem. 
Taking these facts into account, Lymec thinks that legislators and bureaucrats should consider 
carefully the role of the government while trying to find solutions to stimulate the economy. 
Imprudent regulation and over-regulation of the free market is not the solution but one of the 
causes. 
Lymec therefore appeals upon the wisdom of the European leaders to see this crisis rather as 
an opportunity to rethink models of mixed economy and regulation. More intervention now will 
only burden us, young people, and future generations. We should not take responsibility for 
mistakes made in the past and are highly likely to be made again. Do not jeopardize our future.  
 

ARCHIVE 4.21 On Europe’s Sovereign Debt Crisis 

  
Justification: Outdated and not applicable to current events 
  
Economy, Tax 
                                    
Believing that the history of the European Union is one of peace, friendship and economic 
growth, the introduction of the Euro is amongst the most important achievements of our Union, 
facilitating economic activities throughout Europe and increasing the common spirit among the 
European people. As liberals, we believe that the common currency does not only strengthen 
interactions between national economies, but that economic cooperation strengthens political 
and civil cooperation. Therefore, we are deeply convinced that the Euro is an important 
achievement worth making the necessary efforts for in order to overcome its current crisis. 
Aiming at that, we assert the following:  
  
Observing that the sovereign debt crisis in Europe is getting worse, with Portugal being the 
latest member state to seek a bailout from the European Union and with Italy’s credit rating 
recently downgraded;  
  
Firmly believing that the management of the sovereign debt crisis in Europe so far has been a 
failure. First, what is often overlooked is that it takes more than just a fiscally irresponsible 
government to create a bond crisis. For every reckless lender there is a reckless borrower. It 
is true that Portugal, Italy, Greece and Spain did nothing to solve their structural problems and 



 
implement fiscal discipline and that Ireland steered itself into a banking crisis, but it is also true 
that nobody forced investors to lend money to these sovereigns. Loans to at-risk governments 
were seen as a risk-free investment, when, in reality, they were the exact opposite. On the free 
market, interest rates are an indicator of risk. Investors need to assess where their money is 
going and how sustainable the economies of the countries they are lending to really are, also 
beyond sheer statistics and credit ratings. Through bailouts and the EFSF, however, investors 
have not assumed the responsibility that comes with opportunity as they have not had to bear 
any of the risk that is inherent to higher yields; instead, the cost has been borne by the tax 
payers of those countries which have a more sound fiscal policy;  
  
Pointing to the fact that Greece is a good example of why bailouts do not work as Greece was 
aided with 110 billion Euro in May 2010, with the goal to avoid a write-off of debt, meet half of 
the countries financing requirements in 2012 and a full return to markets in 2013. These goals 
have not been met. It was overlooked that Greece’s problem is less one of liquidity than of 
solvency. Instead, budget deficits agreed with the EU and the IMF were not met; on 26 April 
2011 Greece announced that its deficit for 2010 amounts to 10.5 per cent of GDP instead of 
8.1 per cent promised, and one week earlier the countries government bonds have reached 
20 per cent yields for the first time. With public debt to reach 160 per cent by 2012, it is 
unsurprising that despite austerity measures, Greece is not able to reduce its deficit 
substantially because any reduction in structural deficit is more than compensated with by 
higher cost of refinancing and interest payments, which become more and more unaffordable;  
  
Taking note of voters throughout Europe recognising that the EU/EEA and its Member States 
are on the wrong track when it comes to solving the debt crisis. In Finland, a nationalist-populist 
party became a major force in Finnish politics partly because of its opposition to “rescue” 
Portugal. In Ireland, the Fianna Fáil-led government was voted down because of its decision 
to issue a 440 billion Euro guarantee for six Irish banks and the increase of the deposit savings 
guarantee to 100,000 Euro; which led to the Irish banking crisis becoming a sovereign debt 
crisis. In Iceland, voters rejected a government proposal for the second time that would have 
had the Icelandic state assume the liability for deposits in default private banks to Dutch and 
British investors; but the public rather wants to have the EFTA court confirm the existence of 
such a liability first;  
             
Acknowledging that bailouts can be seen as contrary to the spirit of liberalism at large;  
  
Specifically considering, in the light of the above, bailouts of Eurozone countries to be contrary 
to the spirit of the Treaties, especially the intentions behind Article 125 TFEU; 
  
Reiterating its previous opposition to Eurobonds;  
  
Calling upon the European Union not to extend the temporary European Financial Stability 
Facility (EFSF) and European Financial Stabilisation Mechanism (EFSM) and furthermore 
abandon all plans to implement a permanent successor such as the envisioned European 
Stability Mechanism (ESM);   
  
LYMEC believes that in order to guarantee a sustainable common currency, the on-going crisis 
needs to be solved in a different way, and thereby at its congress in Barcelona, proposes a 
truly liberal path to recovery:  
  
First, in order to prevent a collapse of the Eurozone, the debt crisis in the countries most 
severely affected, namely Greece, Portugal, Italy, Ireland, and Spain need to be tackled first, 
and it needs to be tackled fast. The most viable way to accomplish that is a write-down of debt. 
Through a so-called haircut, Greece’s total public debt should be reduced to 90 per cent of 



 
GDP, and the debt of Italy, Ireland Spain and Portugal should be reduced by 25 per cent of 
GDP.  
             
A hair cut restores the public’s trust in the common currency as it is fairer to European tax 
payers as investors will share the burden and it is also is much more likely to lead to confidence 
of markets in the affected countries as interest and refinancing obligations will be significantly 
easier to meet in the medium and long term. But it can only lead to a sustainable debt reduction 
if it is accompanied by other measures. LYMEC therefore advocates that any debt write-down 
is accompanied by privatisation packages negotiated between the European Union and the 
respective countries. In the case of Greece, privatisation amounting to 50 billion Euro within 
the next four years can lead to a debt level 20 per cent lower in terms of GDP compared to the 
current base scenario. The binding goal of these measures needs to be that primary debt (i.e. 
without interest payments) in these countries must not exceed three per cent from 2013 on. In 
the case of Greece, even an exit from the Eurozone should not be off the table if there cannot 
be any agreement on such or a similar strategy. 
             
Second, LYMEC reiterates previous commitments to a reformed enforced, sound, non-political 
Stability and Growth Pact (SGP). From 2015 on, it shall contain an additional criteria, namely 
that government expenditure in terms of GDP shall not exceed 40 per cent of GDP. Only in 
that way can a spill over of the crisis to other countries be prevented, competitiveness restored 
and intergenerational fairness guaranteed.  
  
Finally, to secure a strong common currency, LYMEC is in favour of a sound, non-
expansionary monetary policy with the ECB abstaining from quantitative easing, accompanied 
by significantly stricter reserve requirements. The importance of an independent ECB is 
crucial.  
  

UPDATED 4.22 Telecommunication in Europe 
    
Considering that: 
  

• Freedom of movement should be extended to telecommunication operations. 

• Removing barriers in telecommunication is elementary in a united Europe 

• People living near border areas can inadvertently be switched to another network in 
case of low coverage. 

  
The European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) calls for: 
  

• Study the implementation of Free Roaming to other European states that are not part 
of the European Union 

• Allowing customers to switch to another operator in the new country and being able to 
maintain the same phone number. This would add the international prefix to the phone 
number in order to avoid conflicts with that country's numbering system. 

• The creation of an international prefix for Europe, recognising the success of .eu for 
the internet 

NEW 4.23 Resolution on Free Market in developing 
countries 



 
 
Merger of 4.23 and 4.24 
 
Business, Free Trade, developing countries 
  
Adopted by the Congress of LYMEC held in Paris, France on the 17-19th of January 1992. 
  
An international state of law is needed: 
  
Providing rules for multi-nationals with regard to environmental protection, the GATT 
negotiations must be successful in order to establish a multilateral worldwide free trade order. 
  
Permitting to help different countries in the peculiar way each need, controlling that civil rights 
are not affected by free market economy (especially with regards to experiments of new 
medicines on developing countries’ peoples). 
  
Lower European market protection in relation to developing countries and permit importation 
of more kinds of goods in the European markets.  
  
Decrease the help to European agricultural production and the production itself (gradually) in 
order not to produce more than we need so developing countries’ markets are not invaded by 
European products and can develop alone (eventually helping European regions that live on 
agriculture through the Regional Development Funding). This would lead to a free market in 
Europe (because artificial mechanisms that influence agriculture would be destroyed) and in 
the developing countries. 
  
We call on developed countries to sincerely consider ways of reducing the debt burden of 
developing countries by cancellation and or rescheduling of debts. Foreign aid from developed 
countries is an especially important key not only to immediate relief in the developing countries 
but, as far as it is cleverly done, also to the future wealth of underdeveloped societies. Very 
often foreign aid doesn’t meet the needs of helped countries, and this happens basically 
because it is more controlled economically than politically, there is a lack of parliamentary 
control on ODA. In most countries, corruption in counterpart administrations, money given in 
not so much as needed. 
  
The Congress points out that agriculture is not necessarily cleaner than industry. New 
industries can be less polluting (high tech industry, computers...) 
  
The Congress suggests to: 
  

• Export know-how in a free market co-operative system into developing countries in 
sectors of production that permit this kind of aid, for example: exporting farmers and 
clean farming techniques, the rural areas of the developing countries could be vitalised, 
reducing the problems of great cities. 

 
 

• Pay attention to the NIC (Newly Industrialised Countries) the relations between the 
developed and developing countries should not permit the NIC to spoil developing 
countries indirectly damaging the 1st world too. (for example through the international 
global state of law). 

 
 



 
• Begin a policy of convincing and actively supporting developing countries to reduce 

population growth. We are aware of the cultural problem connected to this policy but 
we are of the opinion that the economic advantage would be great. 

 
 

• The EU should try to have only one common voice, with regard to these problems. 
 
 

• The EU should contribute to the creation of the international state of law, in an 
international way of administration by the UN. 

 
 

• LYMEC stresses the importance of foreign aid being used by non-governmental 
organisations for direct co-operation, while donor countries should keep rigid control 
against corruption both in NGOs, enterprises and third world administrations.  

 
LYMEC calls upon all developed countries and international organisms to increase their aid to 
the developing countries.  

ARCHIVE 4.23 Resolution on Free Market in the Third 
World 

Justification: Merged with 4.24 in new 4.23 
  
Business, Free Trade, Third World 
  
Adopted by the Congress of LYMEC held in Paris, France on the 17-19th of January 1992. 
  
An international state of law is needed: 
  
Providing rules for multi-nationals with regard to environmental protection, the GATT 
negotiations must be successful in order to establish a multilateral worldwide free trade order. 
  
Permitting to help different countries in the peculiar way each needs, controlling that civil rights 
are not affected by free market economy (especially with regards to experiments of new 
medicines on 3rd world people). 
  
Lower European market protection in relation to 3rd world countries and permit importation of 
more kinds of goods in the European markets 
  
Decrease the help to European agricultural production and the production itself (gradually) in 
order not to produce more than we need so 3rd world markets are not invaded by European 
products and can develop alone. (eventually helping European regions that live on agriculture 
through the Regional Development Funding). This would lead to free market in Europe 
(because artificial mechanisms that influence agriculture would be destroyed) and in the 3rd 
world. 
  
We call on developed countries to sincerely consider ways of reducing the debt burden of 
developing countries by cancellation and or rescheduling of debts. 
  
The Congress points out that agriculture is not necessarily more clean than industry. New 
industries can be less polluting (high tech industry, computers...) 



 
  
The Congress suggests to: 
  

· Export know-how in a free market co-operative system into the 3rd world in sectors of 
production that permit this kind of aid, for example: exporting farmers and clean farming 
techniques, the rural areas of the third world could be vitalised, reducing the problems 
of great cities. 

· Pay attention to the NIC (Newly Industrialised Countries) the relations between the 1 st 
and 3rd world should not permit the NIC to spoil 3rd world countries indirectly damaging 
the 1st world too. (for example through the international global state of law). 

· Begin a policy of convincing and actively supporting 3rd world countries to reduce 
population growth. We are aware of the cultural problem connected to this policy but 
we are of the opinion that the economic advantage would be great. 

· The EC should try to have only one common voice, with regard to these problems. 
· The EC should contribute to the creation of the international state of law, in an 

international way of administration by UN. 
  

ARCHIVE 4.24 Resolution on Foreign Aid and 
Development 

  
Justification: Merged with 4.23 in new 4.23 
  
Democracy, Third World, Corruption, International Law 
  
Adopted by the Congress of LYMEC held in Paris, France, 17 th-19th of January 1992. 
  
Foreign aid from developed countries is an especially important key not only to immediate relief 
in the third world but, as far as it is cleverly done, also to the future wealth of underdeveloped 
societies. 
  
Very often foreign aid doesn’t meet the needs of helped countries, and this happens basically 
because it is more controlled economically than politically, there is a lack of parliamentary 
control on ODA. In most countries, corruption in counterpart administrations, money given in 
not so much as needed. 
  
The Congress: 
  
Calls upon all developed countries and international organisms to increase their aid to the 
Third World at least to 0.7% of their gross national income as suggested by the UNO. 
  
Stresses the importance of foreign aid being used by non-governmental organisations for 
direct co-operation, while donor countries should keep rigid control against corruption both in 
NGOs, enterprises and third world administrations. 
  
Stresses the need for a European development agency. National governments should 
contribute to this agency, hence integrating European ODA. This should be a very executive 
body closely watched by a EP committee. 
  
Considers that ODA should support democratic and sustainable development, human rights 
and environmental respect (debt for nature swap). 



 
  

ARCHIVE 4.25 Urgent Resolution on Global Financial 
Crisis 
  
Justification: Outdated and not applicable to current events 
  
Financial Policies, Liberalism, Banks, International Aid 
  
Adopted by the LYMEC Extraordinary Congress 
Assembled in Brussels, Belgium, on 21st and 22nd November 2008 
  
Whereas: 
  
• The dramatic crisis in the international financial markets and its global repercussions are 

major challenges for the liberal economic system, demanding a rapid joint reaction by EU 
Member States and a far-reaching orchestration of international efforts. 

• The Eurozone fell into its first ever recession even before October's intensification of the 
global financial market crisis, official figures have shown, adding to fears that worse economic 
news is yet to come 

• The presidents/leaders of LYMEC’s member organisations formulated a common response 
to the ongoing financial crisis at the occasion of the LYMEC Young Leaders Meeting (YLM) 
held in Varna on 9-12 October 2008 

• European Commission president Barosso has neglected to show leadership on behalf of the 
EU during the financial crisis, instead hiding behind the European Council. 

• Currently no institution monitors the rights of the financial system as a whole 
  
Acknowledging that: 
  
• Free market can fail in some cases to lead to optimal social outcomes (market failure), notably 

in the presence of monopolies, negative externalities, or information asymmetries. In these 
cases, regulation should be pursued – as always acknowledged by liberals. 

  
But at the same time stressing that: 
  
• By intervening, governments curtail the responsibility of free enterprise for the risks involved, 

reducing the personal responsibility of the citizen. 
• Government intervention can cause a more inefficient allocation of goods and resources than 

would occur without that intervention (regulation failure), resulting in missed opportunities 
and wasted resources and a crowding out of private investors. 

• The search for yield has continuously brought the world prosperity and wealth 
  
And considering that: 
  
• Erroneous developments in US economic and financial policy and the apparent failure of 

banks and insurance companies are no reason for losing confidence in the free market 
economy and in individual responsibility. 

• The only guarantee for prosperity lies in the high-level personal responsibility of market 
participants. Personal responsibility as well as self-determination is politically and 
economically the driving force of every democratic society. 



 
• Global financial markets require globally orchestrated regulations if we want to avoid the 

repeated contagion of global markets by local financial crisis. National and even EU rules are 
not sufficient anymore. 

• A relapse into obsolete policies of nationalisation, over-regulation and protectionism would 
be a major mistake. 

  
The European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) Extraordinary Congress, assembled in Brussels, 
Belgium, on 21st and 22nd November 2008 
  
Concludes that: 
  
• Liberalism is not to blame for the current financial crisis and there is no room for fantasies 

about new world orders or a reinvention of capitalism. What we need is a reformed and sound 
financial system, not a new economic order. 

• If the nationalisation of certain banks appears unavoidable to prevent contagion, these 
nationalisations shall remain temporary. 

• Coordination and orchestration of the global finance architecture in the context of the 
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the Bank for International Settlements (BIS), including 
the implementation of a global early-warning system in order to identify specific risks for the 
world economy and financial stability at an early stage. In order to play an effective role in 
this process, the IMF should be reformed. 

• Globally accepted standards for supervision as well as regulation and cross-border 
supervision of transnational finance companies, including credit rating agencies. 
Capitalisation better matched to risk, counter-cyclical accounting regulations, tightened risk-
management, and tougher regulation of new finance products need to be considered for 
harmonised and revised financial market standards. 

• Further use of EU Regulations instead of EU Directives should be enhanced as regards 
financial markets, so as to leave less room for transposition/interpretation at national level 

  

UPDATED 4.26. Audit Market reform 

  
Noting that:  
  

• the role of an audit is to contribute to the credibility and reliability of financial statements; 

• auditing is an integral part of the financial reporting environment and its importance is 
reflected in only registered auditors undertaking these statutory audits¹; 

• the European Commission, especially European commissioner Michel Barnier, has 
suggested reforms to prevent audit firms to stay with a company for more than 6 
years²;  
  

Considering that: 
  

• in the aftermath of the financial crisis we have to consider improving the audit function 
to mitigate new financial risks for the future. Former financial crises have The crisis has 
shown weaknesses of the current audit function being performed and it should be left 
to market forces to improve audit functions; 

• increasing trust in the market is important to obtain trust in market functions and open 
enterprise; 



 

• financial statements should be a statements of facts, considering the risk of future 
investments and cash-flows, reflecting the best current knowledge; 

• auditors have an important function in building trust and should therefore be completely 
independent; 

• auditors should adhere to the rules of the market and not be hindered by current 
regulations, preventing the audit industry to develop with new market insights; 

• audit firms should have an open structure and adhere to best current compliance and 
audit practice; 

• the case of Arthur Anderson auditing in the Enron scandal has shown how market 
discipline is even fiercer than any European legislation can ever achieve; 

• Government cannot impose trust on auditors, it can prosecute offenders of good audit 
practice; 
  

Concluding that: 
  

• EU regulations, as initiated by Mr. Barnier, create a new market for exchanging clients 
between big auditing firms;  

• The goal of regulations should be to oversee a level playing field for all auditors and 
clients, without personal preferences; 
  

LYMEC hereby calls the ALDE Party and the Renew Europe Group in the European 
Parliament to revoke legislation that hinders the level playing field and market discipline to take 
effect.  
  

To keep as it is 4.27. European Financial Sector 

  
Noting that: 
  

·       The financial industry is seen as one of the most important sectors within the European 
economy 

·       The Financial Sector has seen its worst performance since the great depression in the 
1930’s 

·       325 billion EUR was injected in the European financial sector by national governments 
and the European Central Bank to regain financial stability and to restore capital-asset 
ratios of financial institutions to the average level before the crisis. 

  
Believing that:  
  

·       The financial sector is very important for further growth and recovery of the European 
economy. 

·       Systemic risk of large financial institutions should be limited both on the national level 
as well on the European Level to prevent financial and debt crises in the future. 

·       The financial sector itself should carry the risks of financial distress or going bankrupt 
instead of the European taxpayer. 

  
Resolving that:  
 

·       LYMEC as gathered during its Congress in Bucharest calls upon the introduction of the 
liquidity requirements of the Basel III package for banks, preferably at an international 



 
level, but at least at European level. The implementation should be done as soon as 
possible but should not harm the early recovery of the European economy. Banks will 
be required to hold a significant higher capital conservation buffer of to withstand future 
periods of financial distress. 

·       Thereby not only banks should comply to these requirements but also other important 
financial institutions such as large insurance companies, hedge funds, structured 
investment vehicles (SIVs) and private equity funds should meet these requirements 
as well and have to prepare a "living will". 

·       Banks in the European Union must present a so-called "living will" spelling out how they 
would survive a crisis of financial distress without taxpayer aid. In this plan a bank 
states how to react in case of financial distress or in a situation of liquidation. 

  

To keep as it is 4.28 – Seize the possibilities of the 
sharing economy 

Approved in the Rotterdam Congress of May 2015 
  
Considering that: 

• New technology and devices are changing our consumption behavior the possibilities 
of offering services, also making peer-to-peer services or so-called sharing economy 
services more accessible than ever before 

Believing that: 
  

• Such new innovative platforms for services increase the exchange of services, and 
offer new possibilities to both users and consumers 

• The sharing economy lowers the threshold to entrepreneurship and boosts innovation 
and competition, which are cornerstones of a free market 

• Such sharing economy platforms do not make traditional professional services 
redundant, but rather fill their own niche in the service sector and help diversify the 
market 

• Increased use of sharing economy services may also have positive environmental and 
socioeconomic effects 

Noting that: 
  

• In Europe, such sharing economy services have not always been received well by 
policy makers and competing traditional businesses and have, for instance, faced office 
raids, bans and fines 

Calls for: 
  

• Regulators to address the sharing economy models on the European market 
constructively, in order to ensure room for innovation in the economy as a whole 

• Clear and comprehensive information by sharing economy services to customers about 
the services provided and their quality standards 

• A thorough evaluation of existing regulation and, wherever possible, a process of 
deregulation to ensure competition and innovation on a level playing field 

ARCHIVE 4.29 – Rejecting A Common Eu Tax Policy 



 
Justification: Newer resolution is going against this one (4.33) 
  
LYMEC, gathered in Rotterdam on the 3rd of May 2015. 
  
Considering that: 
  
·      All EU member states levy tax, all of them in a different way abiding by their own set of 
rules laid out in a national tax system, 
·      The differences between the various taxation systems are fundamental and given shape 
by the individual history and mentality of each member state. 
·      Within the current TEU framework, a common EU tax should serve a legitimate 
predetermined goal 

  
Noting that: 
  
·      Provisions for a Common EU Tax Policy have not yet been made, nor laid out in the TEU, 
·      Creation of an EU tax mandate should occur through amending the TEU, rather than 
unilateral motion of EC and EP. 

  
Furthermore, stressing that: 
  
·      Given the current division of seats in the European Parliament, it is unlikely that íf such a 
policy were to be introduced, the taxation system would be of liberal character such as for 
example in Estonia. 

  
LYMEC urges: 
  
·      the European Commission to stay within its mandate which is framed by the Treaty of the 
European Union. 

  
LYMEC affirms: 
  
·      that the subsidiarity principle applies to the principle of taxation in the European Union. 
  

ARCHIVE 4.30. Urgent resolution in defence of CETA and 
free trade 

Justification: Content outdated 
 
Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Tallinn, Estonia on 
November 11-12 2016 
  
Considering that: 
  
•         Europe's prosperity was built to a great extent on free trade with countries all over the 
world;  
•         the creation and negotiation of trade agreements between the European Union and 6 
other parties is a cornerstone of the European Union;  
•         a sustainable economic recovery for European countries, businesses and workers can 
only be achieved by boosting growth throughout the continent;  



 
•         the Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA) between the EU and 
Canada can contribute to this growth by removing 99% of customs duties,[1] saving European 
exporters approximately €500 mln a year, opening Canadian public procurement to European 
SMEs, creating a more favourable environment for job creation, and making Europe wealthier 
by €5.8 bn a year.[2] Besides economic aspects, CETA is setting the new world standards for 
future negotiations.  
  
Noting that: 
  
•         the Government of Wallonia refused to grant the Belgian government full            powers 
to sign CETA following a vote on 14 October and subsequent negotiations with the EU and 
Canada; 
•         a tentative deal to provisionally implement CETA.  was struck on 27 October;  
•         the "mixed-agreement" system chosen for signing CETA is an unwieldy process under 
which any single one of 38 national or regional parliaments can hold a treaty to ransom even 
if almost everyone else supports it;  
•         and failure to ratify the treaty with Canada would cast serious doubt on the EU's ability 
to formalise deals with other important trade partners such as Japan and the United States.  
  
Believing that: 
  
•         the Parliament of Wallonia's reasons for rejecting CETA were hard to understand and, 
as  highlighted by the ALDE member party in Wallonia, appeared to privilege party politics over 
good economic governance;[4]  
•         in light of Wallonia nearly sinking the free trade agreement with Canada, and as such 
52 holding 500 million European citizens hostage, there should be a change in the approach 
for approving free trade agreements between EU and other parties; 
•         Canada and the EU have issued binding declarations to address previously raised 
concerns;[5] and there seems to have been no clear-cut legal requirement for the Commission 
to label CETA a mixed agreement.[6]  
  
LYMEC therefore calls for:  
  
•         the European Commission and EU Member States to fight for the ratification of CETA;   
•         European institutions to put food and safety standards at the heart of their negotiation 
strategy for future free trade agreements;  
•         LYMEC Board to call upon the EU, ALDE and ALDE member parties to mount a vigorous 
defence of free trade in words and action;  
•         LYMEC calls for the EU to follow the opinion of the Court of Justice of the European 
Union on whether the comprehensive free trade agreement between the European Union and 
Singapore is a mixed agreement or not. That will create a precedent for the ratification of free 
trade agreements by the EU.  
•         Communication on free trade agreements to be improved, to allow stronger transparency 
throughout the stages of the negotiation process. The content to be explained in a clear 
language. 
  
[1] "Comprehensive Economic and Trade Agreement (CETA)", European Commission, 2016 59 60 61 
[2] "Wallonia is adamantly blocking the EU's trade deal with Canada", The Economist, 62 22 October 
2016 63 64 65  
68 [4] "CETA: quand le jeu politicien prime sur l'économie", Mouvement Réformateur, 19 October 69 
2016 70 53 71 72  



 
[5] "EU and Canada move to allay concerns over free trade deal", Financial Times, 73 23 September 
2016. 74 75 76 [6] As noted by Folkert Graafsma, a leading trade and customs lawyer at the VVGB law 
firm. 
  

To keep as it is 4.31 A proposal for the withdrawal of 
small-denomination euro coins 

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

• Rising production, productivity and handling costs associated with small-denomination 
coins have turned them into a liability rather than an asset to the Eurozone economy. 

• Consumers who receive small-denominations coins as change tend to hoard 
them instead of recirculating them —as a result, these coins no longer fulfil their 
role as a medium of payment. 

• The resolution proposes ending the minting of 1- and 2-euro cent coins. 

• It urges the Eurozone to implement cash rounding as several Member States have 
already done successfully. 

• It addresses some common concerns about small-denomination coin withdrawal and 
cash rounding. 

• It sets out the legal basis for the Eurozone and its Member States to achieve this goal. 
  
 Believing that: 
  

• Coins and banknotes of money exist to serve as an effective medium of payment. 

• Small-denomination euro coins no longer fulfil this role and, furthermore, they impose 
significant costs on central banks and private businesses. 

• Empirical data and practical experience in countries inside and outside the Eurozone 
prove that cash rounding solves this problem by enabling the withdrawal of small-
denomination coins while safeguarding retailers' ability to make use of price 
optimization strategies and avoiding inflationary effects. 

  
Considering that: 
  

• The cost of minting small-denomination euro coins exceeds their face value and the 
cumulative difference since the introduction of euro coins in 2002 has risen to €1.4 
billion. 

• They make up about a half of all euro coins minted, but they disappear rapidly from 
circulation due to wear and the fact that consumers do not consider them a useful 
medium of exchange. 

• The impact on productivity is even greater — European workers are estimated to waste 
tens of millions of hours every year looking for 1- and 2-euro cent coins as change in 
transactions. 

• Handling charges for these coins (which can reach up to 80% of their face value) are 
ultimately passed on to consumers in the shape of fees or price increases. 

  
Considering further that: 



 
  

• Belgium, Finland, Ireland, the Netherlands and non-euro members such as Sweden, 
Denmark and Hungary have successfully tackled this problem by instituting rounding 
in all cash transactions. 

• Under this system, prices are rounded up or down to the nearest multiple of 5 cents. 

• Individual items may continue to be priced at any amount (e.g. €0.99), and only the 
final tally is rounded up or down, so retailers can continue to use price optimization 
strategies. 

• Theoretical studies and practical experience in countries which have already switched 
to this system agree that the inflationary impact would be negligible to non-existent. 

• Minting of small-denomination coins would cease and, while they would remain legal 
tender for as long as they stayed in circulation, usual wear would eventually remove 
them. 

• Polls show a sizeable majority of Eurozone citizens in favour of withdrawing 1- and 2-
cent coins, with popular support growing even in previously reluctant countries such as 
Germany. 

• The European Union has the power to discontinue the minting of small-denomination 
coins under Art. 128 [2], sentence 2 of the TFEU. 

  
LYMEC calls on the European Commission: 
  

• to make a formal proposal to the European Council to discontinue the production of 
small-denomination coins by amending the Regulation on denominations and technical 
specifications of euro coins.  

• To issue a Recommendation for harmonized rounding rules under article 292 of the 
TFEU. 

UPDATED 4.32 A step forward for digital 
entrepreneurship in Europe 
Summary 

• The growth of innovative start-ups in Europe is often hindered by the Byzantine 
patchwork of digital laws of our States. 

• The ability of digital services companies to operate under the same conditions 
throughout Europe would also bring a much-needed dose of free-market competition 
to certain Member States. 

• Streamlining the regulatory landscape has the potential to add €415 bn and hundreds 
of thousands of jobs to the European economy. 

• This resolution urges the EU institutions to move forward in the completion of the Digital 
Single Market, to tear down regulatory walls that only make it more difficult for digital 
entrepreneurs to succeed, and to make sure digital consumer rights are protected. 

 
Considering that: 

• The goals of the European Single Act in 1986 were explicitly to remove barriers 
between Member States in order to create the Single Market. This included the digital 
sector to allow entrepreneurs to thrive on the European market. 

• A true Digital Single Market is much more than that: it means that an innovative start-
up can easily grow from a garage in one Member State to become a company active 
throughout the European Union, without an unnecessary regulatory burden. 



 

• However, growing digital start-ups in Europe have more trouble expanding than their 
American counterparts because they have to ensure compliance with a different 
patchwork of digital laws every time they cross a Member State border. 

• Completing the Digital Single Market has the potential to add about €415 bn to the 
European GDP and create hundreds of thousands of jobs. 

• Some Member States have taken advantage of the lack of an integrated Single Digital 
Market to favor domestic companies over those based in other states. Such 
protectionist actions go directly against existing competition regulations in the 
European Union. 

• There remains a substantial degree of fragmentation in the field of patents, with two 
pan-European patent offices, plus one in each Member State. 

 
Believing that: 

• The fact that distributors of digital content can have the rights to sell the exact same 
content in some Member States, but not in others, constitutes an unacceptable 
fragmentation and clear barrier to the completion of the European single market. 

• Making it easier for digital services companies to expand into other Member States 
would increase competition, shaking up sclerotic markets and thereby resulting in 
better prices and services for consumers under free-market conditions. 

• The European patent with unitary effect (EPUE) and the harmonisation of patent offices 
have the potential to slash patent costs for innovators across the continent, as well as 
making it easier for them to secure their products with less bureaucracy. 

• Greater unity and transparency is required in the field of patents. 
 
LYMEC: 
Urges European Member States to: 

• Participate in the unitary patent regulation and/or ratify the Agreement on a Unified 
Patent Court if they have yet to do so. 

 
Calls on the European institutions to: 

• Maintain the momentum for integration of the Digital Single Market despite the 
withdrawal of the United Kingdom, hitherto one of its leading proponents; 

• Take steps towards closer unity and greater transparency over European patent policy, 
laying the groundwork for the European Patent Office to grant truly European patents 
with unitary effect instead of the bundles of national patents it currently grants; 

• Move towards a streamlined legislative framework that enables digital companies to 
operate in other Member States just as easily as in their home states; and 

• To do so while keeping in mind consumer rights such as personal data protection, 
warranties, a wide range of choice (free-market competition) and the availability of 
digital products and services all over Europe. 

To keep as it is 4.33 From an economic and monetary 
union (EMU) to an economic, budgetary, fiscal and 
monetary union (EBFMU) 

 
Considering that: 

• The European Union is a supranational organisation where unanimity rule still prevails 
for several decisions; the economic and monetary union is part of these areas. 



 

• The current decision-making process regarding economic governance and the 
management of the single currency is lacking efficiency and forces member states to 
push for national interests, leaving the common interest on the side. 

• The Economic and Monetary Union is still lacking a real economic, fiscal and budgetary 
policy. Member states retain autonomy in these key areas. 

• In the crisis situation and beyond, the lack of coordination in terms of fiscal and 
budgetary policies especially in the Eurozone have been proven destructive on the 
economic performances of the countries concerned. 

  
Noting that: 

• For example, the Quantitative Easing has been launched in 2010 by the Federal 
Reserve System in the USA to tackle the sovereign debt crisis after the financial crisis 
of 2007 while it has only been launched in 2015 by the European Central Bank, in other 
words almost ten years later 

• One another relevant example might be the issue of fiscal dumping and the fact that 
some countries have very attractive tax rates for enterprises and represent an unfair 
competition towards the other members states. This is in fact possible because of the 
lack of common policies. 

• Even though the EU establishes the legal framework for the macroeconomic indicators 
that are the government budget balance (max 3% of GDP) and the government debt 
rate (max 60% of GDP), it is strictly up to the Members States to define their policies. 
Hence, some states choose for fiscal austerity, others for public investment. 

• Since all Member States of the Eurozone do have the same currency, this lead us to a 
quite schizophrenic and inconsistent system where some decisions enter in conflict 
with other decisions in the Eurozone and beyond. 

• The actual executive body of the Eurozone is the Eurogroup, the regular meeting of the 
Eurozone's ministers for Economy and Finance, whereas the Council of Economy and 
Finance (ECOFIN) deals with economic and financial issues of all 28 Member States 
and takes into account the decisions of the Eurogroup, resulting in a two-speed 
approach. This often translates into inefficient decision-making dynamics. 

• Some States, for example France but also Germany and Spain are in favour of a deep 
reform regarding the economic field in order to path the way towards a European 
Economic and Fiscal Union. 

• The Single currency was designed at the Maastricht treaty as a goal to reach for all the 
Members States of the Union after complying with the criteria to apply for a 
membership. 

  
Calls for: 

• The creation of a European government, provided with its own budget, a common 
taxation policy and more to the point, a common strategy of economic growth in order 
to avoid the consequences of the current situation. 

• A transfer of competences and sovereignty in order to allow this government to take all 
the decisions that might be needed to manage financial, budgetary and fiscal policies. 

• The creation of an EU finance minister who will be responsible for the Euro and financial 
stability, and who will be democratically accountable to the European Parliament. If 
relevant, consultations might be carried out with the national counterparts. 

• The democratization and the increase of transparency of the EMU (becoming EBFMU). 
In other words, strengthening of the role of the European Parliament in economic, 
monetary and financial affairs. 



 

• Urging all Members States to accelerate talks and reforms aiming at integrating the 
Eurozone in the near future. 

• The creation therefore of the "Euro accession assistance structure" as presented by 
Jean-Claude Juncker in his "State of the European Union 2017" to help catching-up 
with the 19 on the short-term and unify the 28 in the field of economic and monetary 
policies on the long-term. 

• In return for reforms and with the empowerment of the Commission to sanction Member 
States 

• The creation of a system of Eurobonds, with one interest rate for the entire Eurozone, 
and therefore banning the current acts of speculation caused by fluctuations in interest 
rates between member states. 

• We ought to make sure that the Member States keep the freedom to choose which 
specific policies better suit them to meet the objectives set by the EU. 

 

To keep as it is 4.34 Motion for a resolution against new 
taxes on innovation (especially taxes on automation) 
  
Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany, 
6-8 April 2018.  
  

Having regard to: 

• The Europe 2020 Strategy where: "[…] R&D/innovation and more efficient energy use 
makes us more competitive and creates jobs" 

• The propositions from more and more political parties to implement taxes on robots 
and therefore on the potential of innovation which they represent 

• LYMEC supports the freedom of Scientific Research and underlines that: 
o Science represents an opportunity to individuals, enhancing their 

economic and social conditions. 
o Science is an occasion for creating new jobs and economic growth. 

And LYMEC concludes that: 

• The EU should support and respect the freedom of ethically acceptable research, 
considering that science must be safeguarded from any religious, political and 
ideological interference. 

• Science must represent an opportunity for any individual that aim to enhance and 
improve his or her life, bringing a general benefit for the entire human beings that could 
enjoy as result of his or her work. 

 
Considering that: 

• Digital revolution is the 4th industrial revolution. 

• Like every other industrial revolution, it is driven by progress and new technologies. 
These technologies are deeply disruptive. They affect every aspect of our society and 
our economy. 

• If the benefits brought by the digital technologies are innumerous, they also have 
controversial impacts, as it is the case for any other industrial revolutions, 

• The role of politics is always to deal with these negative impacts, i.e. try to contain them 
but also and foremost anticipate them. 



 

• The negative impacts on jobs are real, especially for the jobs that can be automated or 
replaced by Artificial Intelligence. 

Believing that: 

• Progress cannot be impedimented with taxes. 

• It is costly to implement taxes and subsidies designed specifically to help condemned 
economic sectors survive. More than the economic cost, it is devastating for the human 
workforce concerned. For example, in Belgium, the different government subsidized 
coal mines and the heavy steel industries for decades. It did not prevent the industries 
from finally closing, with the consequence that thousands of workers were put out of 
their jobs. 

• The Creative destruction concept, developed by Schumpeter, has proved to be true 
with the previous industrial revolutions. 

• Various studies indicate that up to 85% of the jobs in 2030 do not even exist yet 

• Innovation will be the key of new jobs creation 

• To be able to fulfill these new jobs the EU will need, not to tax robots, but invest in 
Education to create a skillful workforce for the digital industry 

Calls on: 

• The European institutions to discourage Members State to implement fiscal barriers 
that would go against innovations and could put the EU at an economic disadvantage. 

• The European Institutions and the Member States to invest in Education, to develop 
the skills needed to cope with the Digital Revolution. 

• The European Institutions and Member States to promote and encourage technological 
progress, and to remove any barriers to the development of new, sustainable 
technologies. 

• The Member States to actively invest in R&D, especially when it comes to green 
technologies.  

 

ARCHIVED 4.35 European Digitalisation Accelerated 

 
Justification: Merged in new 4.04 
  
Adopted on the annual Congress of the European Liberal Youth (LYMEC) in Berlin, Germany, 
6-8 April 2018.  
 
Digitalisation is not some factor in the distant future, for which we might prepare, it is already 
part of contemporary life. And LYMEC sees the liberal responsibility to leverage this potential 
to the fullest and use technologies to our advantage. By increasing competitiveness, and e-
government whilst protecting citizens' privacy and ensuring appropriate education, the 
European Union can progress to the benefit of the whole society across the Continent. 
 
Whereas: 

• The process of engaged policymaking towards a digital society is often met with anxiety 
and skepticism driven by the lack of active policymaking in the past 

• Most successful tech companies are founded in, or move, to the United States of 
America, and a great reliance on American investors exists 

• The mechanisms of matching markets and networking effects often in place in the 
digital sphere lead to the creation of oligopolies and monopolies 

• Newest technological achievements, like Blockchain, often question the state's gate 
keeping and administrative role in certain policy areas (monetary policy, processing of 
contracts) 



 

• The abolishment of roaming charges in the EU and improvements in technologies 
make mobile internet more accessible than ever 

 
Considering that: 

• A digital society is democratic and liberal per se 

• The state needs to set themes and act, actively 

• Modern and reliable infrastructure is the basis for a digital society, thus cohesion also 
includes the access to fast and reliable internet everywhere in Europe, including in the 
remote, outermost and rural areas of the EU 

• The possibilities of companies to scale up are seriously hampered by the fragmented 
digital and capital markets 

• To leverage the full potential of digitalisation education is key, and even though most 
digital natives are capable of passively using modern technology they often lack 
technical understanding of ICT and its impact on the social fabric of our societies 

• Public services seem to be overly reluctant in adapting to changes in some member 
state, whereas other member states go ahead. Despite the possibilities in making 
government leaner, more transparent, accountable, and foremost less cumbersome for 
citizens. 

• The labour market is already one of the most affected areas, with software being at the 
core of almost all businesses. 

• The European Commission already is engaged in the active Digitalization process, with 
the support of the creation of free Wi-Fi hot-spots across Europe ("WiFi4EU"), and 
Digital Innovation Hubs 

 
Recalling: 

• LYMEC resolution on "Completing the Digital Single Market" 

• LYMEC resolution on "Improving technology in favour of education" 
 
LYMEC: 

• Reiterates and strengthens its call for the completion of the Digital Single Market, in 
conjunction with easements for European Venture Capital, and a free flow of data within 
the Economic Area and with credible trade partners 

• Supports the commitment of the Commission to provide for a well-established network 
of Digital Innovation Hubs, and believes that harnessing their full potential would bring 
added value to the digitalis action of Europe and the promotion of R&I activities in the 
digital sphere 

• Calls for the creation FTTH (fiber to the home) across Europe, where feasible, and 
equivalent wireless technologies where it is not 

• Calls for the stop of supporting free Wi-Fi in the EU, and focus on the technology neutral 
support of technological developments 

• Calls for acceleration in introducing new technologies like 5G, with a unified spectrum 
distribution procedure in all bands 

• Calls for measures supporting schools in educating pupils in ICT skills, especially with 
the aim to increase pupils' knowledge of programming and of the threats to privacy a 
digital society may create, and focused retraining efforts for those negatively affected 
by the shift 

• Encourages its member organisations to push for the creation of Chief Digital Officers 
at school level and Chief Innovation Officers in their jurisdiction 

• Calls for replacing the Official Secrecy by Freedom of Information in the process of the 
extension of Open Data initiatives, starting with the EU institutions itself 



 

• Calls for the creation of new types of enterprises which make it easier to do digital 
business across the Union 

 

To keep as it is 4.36 Menstruation: Breaking the taboo 
  
Movers: JUNOS, JuLis 
Adopted at LYMEC Autumn Congress in Vilnius, Lithuania, on 13 
October 2018 
  
In many societies, menstruation is viewed as unclean and talking about it is still considered a 
taboo. Therefore, a lot of women feel ashamed and embarrassed during their periods. This 
often stems from a lack of education and misinformation of society on the topic. 
Furthermore, even if education on menstruation is provided, sustainability may not be a part 
of it. However, female hygiene products pose a great challenge to the environment, not only 
due to the vast amount of waste that is accumulated, but also because they sometimes are 
not or cannot be disposed of properly. 
  
Considering that: 
 

• Ireland already has 0% VAT on female hygiene products. This however, is not possible 
in many other EU states; 

• A sustainable use of resources is important to guarantee a liveable world for future 
generations. Therefore, sustainability needs to be part of these measures of education 
on menstruation. Innovative and sustainable female hygiene products should be 
promoted as alternatives to regular products like tampons. 

  
LYMEC Calls on: 
 

• The EU to take measures and work on policies in order to ensure the removal of all 
taboos connected with menstruation with use of education; 

• The EU to encourage education on sustainable use of hygiene products, especially on 
topic of disposal of waste. 

 
  

To keep as it is 4.37 Standing behind our SMEs 
  
Movers: Joventut Nacionalista de 
Catalunya, Venstres Ungdom, Radikal Ungdom, Fédération des Etudiants Libéraux 
Adopted at 
LYMEC Spring Congress in Brussels, Belgium, on 6 April 2019 
  
Stressing that: 
  

• SMEs are affected by EU legislation in various fields, such as competition (Articles 101 
to 109 TFEU), taxation (Articles 110 to 113 TFEU) and company law (right of 
establishment – Articles 49 to 54 TFEU). 
  

Noting that:  
  

• The existing 23 million SMEs represent 99% of all business in the EU; 



 

• In the past five years, they have created around 85% of new jobs and provided two-
thirds of the total private sector employment in the EU; 

• The SMEs are particularly a well-known source of entrepreneurship within the 
European economy, which is the foundation to ensure economic growth, innovation, 
job creation and social integration in the EU; 

• After the economic crisis, as reported by the SME Envoy Network, there has been a 
strong recuperation and an increase in production and occupation in the SME sector, 
but that they are still losing export potential due to the existing cross-border barriers 
within the EU; 

• The current SME Instrument will not exist under the next Multiannual Financial 
Framework (2021-2027). 
  

Considering that: 
  

• The survey carried out to evaluate the performance of the Small Business Act (2008) 
as the overarching framework acknowledges the need for a renewed strategy for SMEs 
with a special focus on the five priority areas identified by the SME Envoy Network; 

• The administrative and legislative burden remains the top concern for stakeholders; 

• Access to finance remains difficult despite the actions taken both at the EU and 
member states’ level; 

• Six Member States still generated SME value added in 2017 which was still below their 
respective levels of 2008; 

• The SME Instrument was particularly useful because it was self-beneficiary for the 
participating company. 
  

LYMEC welcomes: 
  

• The European Commission’s decision to include a similar program to the SME 
Instrument under the European Innovation Council for incremental innovation, called 
the accelerator programme, which will help SMEs to grow through grants with no 
budgetary limit; 

• The SBA and the Commission’s intention to work for the continuous improvement of 
the framework conditions for SMEs in the single market, as expressed in the “Towards 
a Single Market Act – For a highly competitive social market economy” (COM(2010) 
0608) and the “Single Market Act II (COM(2012) 0573); 

• The European Parliament’s proposal that 70% of the European Innovation Council will 
be reserved to SMEs and start-ups. 
  

LYMEC urges: 
  

• The EU to take steps to remove cross-border barriers within its frontiers to facilitate the 
export of products and services by SMEs, paying special attention to administrative 
and legislative burdens; 

• The EU to make a more efficient use of the existing instruments, particularly of COSME 
financial instruments; 

• The EU to keep on improving access to new markets and the internationalisation of 
SMEs as an opportunity to grow, increase revenue and gain business experience, 
since currently only 20% of SME exports go outside the Single Market; 

• To create synergies between existing programmes to promote “early stage” 
entrepreneurship, entrepreneurship education and support youth start-ups and SMEs; 



 

• The EU to provide educational support to SMEs, especially when it comes to the 
growing digitalisation of the economy and the spread of new technologies; 

• To take into account the energy transition, which has to be fair and sustainable and be 
carried out in a proportional manner, for what the SMEs need to prepare themselves 
beforehand. In this regard, an incentives scheme would be a policy to consider; 

• The EU to go beyond research funding and innovation funding programmes and 
consider the unification of EU’s fewer requirements or reduced fees policies for 
administrative compliance across member states; 

• The EU provides appropriate assistance to the SMEs in order to help them keep their 
commercial relations with the UK in light of the possibility of a so-called hard BREXIT.  

• The member states to create similar national support programmes that could create 
synergies with the new EU funding programmes, respecting the principle of subsidiarity 
and avoiding unnecessary bureaucracy; 

• The LYMEC Bureau to forward this resolution to the ALDE Party and to the ALDE 
Council; 

• The LYMEC member organisations and member contacts in the EU member states 
and applicant states to pressure their mother parties and other politicians to achieve 
the aims of this resolution. 

  
  

  
 


