QUESTIONNAIRE FOR THE LI BI-ANNUAL REPORT OF COSAC 

Chamber/Parliament and contact details

Please enter the name of your Chamber/Parliament and your contact details.

	


Chapter 1 - Future of COSAC
A.
Past and current success - evaluation
1.
Which aspects of the COSAC meetings do you consider to have been most/ least successful?
	
	Most successful


	Least successful

	Agenda


	
	

	Quality of debates


	
	

	Exchanges with significant figures


	
	

	Exchange of best practices through the Bi-annual Report


	
	

	Networking of members of Parliaments


	
	

	Recent trend of organising informal sessions


	
	

	Recent trend of organising side meetings with officials from the capitals

	
	

	Other, please specify


	
	


2.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part A, Chapter 1, please do so in the box below:

	


B.
Tools currently used by COSAC - evaluation

Debates

3a.
How can they be improved in terms of selection of topics, number of sessions, choice of keynote speakers, duration of interventions, number of speakers during the debate, etc?

b.
Which keynote speakers does your Parliament/Chamber consider more useful?
□ Commissioners
□ Members of the European Parliament

□ Members of national Parliaments

□ Officials from the European Commission

□ Academics

□ Experts

□ Other, please specify


Background notes 
4.
Do you consider them a useful tool for the preparation of delegations? 
□ Yes
□ No

Bi-annual Report

5a.
Do you consider it a useful tool in exchanging best practices amongst Parliaments? 
□ Yes
□ No

b.
Who is involved in answering the questionnaire which provides the basis for the Bi-annual
Report?
	
	Committee on European Affairs
	Sectoral Committees

	Members 


	
	

	Officials


	
	


□ Other, please specify
c.
Is the final draft of replies to the questionnaire politically discussed and approved by a
Committee of your Parliament/ Chamber? 
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, please briefly explain the procedure. 
	


d.
Is the Bi-annual Report discussed in a Committee meeting? 
□ Yes 
□ No
If yes, please briefly explain the procedure.
	


e.
Is the Bi-annual Report:

	
	Yes
	No

	Communicated to members of your Parliament / Chamber's Committee on European Affairs

	
	

	Communicated to members of sectoral Committees

	
	

	Communicated to officials of your Parliament / Chamber

	
	

	Published on your Parliament/ Chamber's website


	
	


□ Other, please specify
f.
Does your Parliament/ Chamber believe that it should be further communicated?

□ Yes
□ No
If yes, please briefly explain.

	


g.
Does your Parliament/Chamber consider the COSAC Secretariat should have a role in further communicating the Bi-annual Report? 
□ Yes
□ No
If yes, how?
	



Informal sessions

6.
Do you consider informal sessions at the side of the COSAC meetings a useful tool? 
□ Very useful 
□ Useful 
□ Not so useful 
□ Not really, they are distracting the focus from the actual meeting


Informal meetings of officials from the capitals

7.
Do you consider informal meetings of officials at the side of the COSAC meetings a useful tool? 
□ Very useful 
□ Useful 
□ Not so useful 
□ Not really, they are distracting the focus from the actual meeting

8.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part B, Chapter 1, please do so in the box below:

	


C.
Future of COSAC

9.
In paragraph 4.3 of the Contribution of the XLIV COSAC held in Brussels, 24-26 October 2010, it is stated: "As forum for exchange, COSAC is the appropriate body to debate specific European policies and issues...". 

In the context of the evolving landscape of interparliamentary cooperation, what specific European policies and issues, according to your Parliament / Chamber's view, could COSAC discuss? 
10.
After the issuing of two "yellow cards" according to Protocol 2 of the Lisbon Treaty, do you think national Parliaments should engage in better exchanging information and best practices on the subsidiarity principle checks in the framework of COSAC? 
□Yes
□ No

If yes, how?

□ Through pre-selecting specific proposals from the Commission Work Programme for discussion in COSAC meetings
□ Through a discussion in COSAC on proposals which have triggered a "yellow card"
□ Through a discussion in COSAC on the Commission's response to a "yellow card"
□ Through forming a group of members of Parliaments within COSAC aimed at discussing a "yellow card"
□ Other, please specify.

If no, why not?

	


11a.
Do you welcome different smaller formal and informal formations of members of Parliaments submitting contributions to COSAC (i.e. Women's Forum, initiative by Committees on European Union Affairs of the Visegrad Group countries, meeting of the European Union Affairs Committees of the Estonian, Latvian, Lithuanian and Polish Parliaments, meeting of Chairpersons of Committees of European Union Affairs of Parliaments of the EU South, any other meeting focusing on topics of specific interest)?
□ Yes
□ No
If yes, why?

	


If no, why not?
	


b.
How often, according to your Parliament/ Chamber, should the already established Women's Forum meet?
	


12.
Does your Parliament/ Chamber consider that the role and functioning of the COSAC Secretariat should be improved or reformed within the evolving landscape of interparliamentary cooperation? 
□ Yes 
□ No
If yes, please give details.
	


13.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part C, Chapter 1, please do so in the box below:

	


Chapter 2 - Cooperation between national Parliaments and the European Parliament
A.
Evaluation of formal and informal mechanisms of interparliamentary cooperation
14.
Does your Parliament/ Chamber attend: a) interparliamentary meetings held at the premises of the European Parliament (joint parliamentary meetings, joint committee meetings and other interparliamentary meetings at committee level), and b) interparliamentary meetings organised by the Presidency Parliament in the Member States holding the rotating Presidency of the Council of the EU? 
	
	Yes regularly
	Yes sometimes
	Yes rarely
	No

	Interparliamentary meetings held at the premises of the European Parliament (joint parliamentary meetings, joint committee meetings and other interparliamentary meetings at committee level)

	
	
	
	

	Interparliamentary meetings organised by the Presidency Parliament in the Member States holding the rotating Presidency of the Council of the EU


	
	
	
	


15.
Which aspects of interparliamentary meetings held at the premises of the European 
Parliament (joint parliamentary meetings, joint committee meetings and other interparliamentary

meetings at committee level) do you consider to have been most/least successful?
	
	Most successful


	Least successful

	Agenda


	
	

	Quality of debates


	
	

	Exchanges with significant figures


	
	

	Networking of members of Parliaments


	
	

	Other, please specify
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16.
Which aspects of interparliamentary meetings organised by the Presidency Parliament in the Member States holding the rotating Presidency of the Council of the EU do you consider to have been most/least successful?
	
	Most successful


	Least successful

	Agenda


	
	

	Quality of debates


	
	

	Exchanges with significant figures


	
	

	Networking of members of Parliaments


	
	

	Other, please specify


	
	


17a.
Does your Parliament/ Chamber consider there is a need to improve interparliamentary meetings? 
	
	Yes 
	No

	Interparliamentary meetings held at the premises of the European Parliament (joint parliamentary meetings, joint committee meetings and other interparliamentary meetings at committee level)

	
	

	Interparliamentary meetings organised by the Presidency Parliament in the Member States holding the rotating Presidency of the Council of the EU


	
	


b. If your answer to the question above is yes, what should the proposed improvement take into account?
	
	Content
	Choice of keynote speakers
	Duration of meetings
	Duration of interventions
	Timing of meetings held

	Interparliamentary meetings held at the premises of the European Parliament (joint parliamentary meetings, joint committee meetings and other interparliamentary meetings at committee level)

	
	
	
	
	

	Interparliamentary meetings organised by the Presidency Parliament in the Member States holding the rotating Presidency of the Council of the EU


	
	
	
	
	


Please briefly explain your proposals.
	


18a.
Does your Parliament/Chamber evaluate the organisation and outcome of interparliamentary meetings?
	
	Regularly
	Sometimes
	Once 
	Never

	Interparliamentary meetings held at the premises of the European Parliament (joint parliamentary meetings, joint committee meetings and other interparliamentary meetings at committee level)

	
	
	
	

	Interparliamentary meetings organised by the Presidency Parliament in the Member States holding the rotating Presidency of the Council of the EU


	
	
	
	


b.
If yes, at which level?
□ At the level of Members of Parliaments 

□ At the level of officials

c.
If yes, please give details on the evaluation's outcome.
	


19a.
Do you consider the following recent ad hoc initiatives taken up by the European Parliament a useful tool in promoting interparliamentary cooperation?
□ Inviting members of national Parliaments to EP Committee Enquiries

□ Inviting rapporteurs or specialised members of national Parliaments on specific topics/ draft proposals for discussion in EP Committee meetings

□ Inviting members of national Parliaments to EP hearings

□ Other, please specify.

b.
Do you think these initiatives could be improved or reinforced? 
□ Yes
□ No

20.
Do you consider organising bi-lateral visits between members of national Parliaments and members of the European Parliament a useful tool in promoting interparliamentary cooperation?
□ Yes

□ No
21.
Do you consider the use of video-conferencing a useful tool in promoting interparliamentary cooperation? 
□ Yes

□ No

22.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part A, Chapter 2, please do so in the box below:

	


B.
Lisbon guidelines for interparliamentary cooperation

23.
Do you think the Lisbon guidelines for interparliamentary cooperation of June 2008 should be updated? 
□ Yes
□ No

If yes, what would be the main points that your Parliament/ Chamber would like to see reflected in a possible update? Please briefly explain.
	


24.
Could COSAC provide some useful input to future EU Speakers Conferences in relation to a possible reflection on the guidelines? 
□Yes 
□ No
If yes, through which means?
□ By submitting the COSAC Bi-annual Report currently under preparation to the EU Speakers Conference

□ By submitting a working document, based on the replies to the COSAC questionnaire on the Lisbon guidelines, in preparation of the EU Speakers Conference

□ Other, please specify    

25.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part B, Chapter 1, please do so in the box below:

	


Chapter 3 - Developing the social dimension of the EMU: the role of Parliaments

A.
Scrutiny of the Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on "Strengthening the social dimension of the Economic and Monetary Union", COM(2013) 690 final
26.
According to your Parliament/ Chamber, should the social dimension be better or more integrated into EU policies? 
□ Yes
□ No 

If yes, please give specific examples.  
	


27.
Has your Parliament/Chamber scrutinised Communication COM(2013) 690? 
□ Yes
□ No
□ Intends to do so 
 If yes, at what level? 
	


28.
Is your Parliament/ Chamber of the view that the Communication addresses adequately the crucial issues with regard to the social dimension? 
□ Yes
□ No

If no, why not?
	


29a.
How is your Parliament/Chamber assessing the quality and the added value of the employment and social indicators put forward by the Communication? 
	


b.
Is your Parliament/Chamber of the opinion that there is room for improvement in terms of: □ Content 
□ Sources of replies 
□ Updating of data 

Please justify your reply.
	


30a.
Is your Parliament/Chamber of the opinion that negative trends detected after using the abovementioned indicators should trigger specific measures? 
□ Yes
□ No
b. If yes, what could be the role of Parliaments in that case? 
	


31.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part A, Chapter 3, please do so in the box below:

	


B.
European Social Fund

32.
Does your Parliament/Chamber monitor the allocation of funds in the context of the European Social Fund in your country?
□ Yes

□ No 
If yes, please briefly explain the procedure.
	


33a.
What role does your Parliament/ Chamber envisage for taking responsibility for EU money spent in the context of shared management between national authorities and the European Commission in the Member States? 
	


b. 
How could the role of national Parliaments be reinforced to ensure better accountability of the allocation of EU funds in this area?
	


34.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part B, Chapter 3, please do so in the box below:

	


C.
Youth Employment Inititave proposed by the European Council on 7-8 February 2013
35.
Has your Parliament scrutinised the Youth Employment Initiative proposed by the European Council?
□ Yes

□ No 
36a.
Has your country submitted a Youth Guarantee Implementation Plan? 
□ Yes

□ No 
b. If yes, has your Parliament contributed to the designation of this Plan? 
□ Yes

□ No 
c. If yes to b. above, please elaborate.
	


37.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part C, Chapter 3, please do so in the box below:

	


D.
Exchange of best practices amongst Parliaments

38a.
Has your Parliament/ Chamber engaged in interparliamentary dialogue with the institutions below for exchanging best practices on social protection and social welfare matters? 
	
	Yes
	No
	Intends to do so

	Other national Parliaments


	
	
	

	European Commission


	
	
	

	European Parliament


	
	
	


b. If yes, what best practices would you consider worth sharing with Parliaments?
	


39a.
Does your Parliament support social dialogue and active participation of competent social partners towards the formulation of more effective and targeted policies? 
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, in what way would this be achieved?
	


b.
How are social partners invited to contribute to parliamentary procedures in your Parliament/ Chamber? Please give specific examples. 
	


40.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part D, Chapter 3, please do so in the box below:

	


Chapter 4 - Democratic Legitimacy and Accountability in the Budget process
A.
Implementation of the European Semester process
41a. 
Has your Parliament/ Chamber adopted or specially introduced any procedures, since the first European Semester was put into practice in 2011?
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, please give details.
	


b.
Does you Parliament/Chamber have any proposals related to the time frame and procedures of the European Semester cycle aiming at the improvement of the process? 
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, please give details.
	


42.
Does your Parliament/ Chamber hold a debate, either in sectoral Committess or in the Plenary, on the Stability or Convergence Program and National Reform Program before they are submitted? 
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, please explain.
	


43. In line with the “Two-Pack” Regulations, Member States submitted to the European Commission, for the first time on the 15th of October 2013, National Draft Budgetary Plans (DBPs). 
	
	Yes
	No

	Has your Parliament participated in the drafting of the DBPs? 

	
	

	Has your Parliament/ Chamber examined the Commission’s Country- Specific Recommendations (CSR) during the preparation of the DBPs?


	
	


If yes, please give details.

	


44. Has your Parliament/ Chamber held any hearings with the European Commission regarding the aforementioned Programs/Plans? 

□ Yes
□ No
If yes, please give details.
	


45. According to your Parliament /Chamber what should be the role of the Eurogroup in the DBPs assessment process? Please explain.
	


46. After the assessment of CSRs' implementation for every Member State, published by the European Commission on 29 May 2013, has your Parliament/ Chamber taken any action to address any non-compliance? 
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, please give details.
	


47a. 
Which ways and forms of cooperation could ensure the enhanced participation of national 
Parliaments in the process? 
	


b.
Do you think the European Parliament should play a more active role during the European Semester process? 
□ Yes
□ No
If yes, at which stage?  
	


48.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part A, Chapter 4, please do so in the box below:

	


B.
Parliamentary scrutiny of Troika's operations
49.
Has your Parliament/ Chamber held a debate on the economic and social consequences of the austerity measures provided for in economic adjustment programmes? 
□ Yes
□ No 
If yes, briefly present the outcome of the debate.
	


50a.
According to your Parliament/ Chamber's view, which institution should decide on whether a country shall enter an economic adjustment programme? Please justify your reply.
	


b.
According to your Parliament/ Chamber's view, after a Member State has entered such a programme, which institution should design the specific measures and reforms to be applied?
	


51.
According to your Parliament/ Chamber should the International Monetary Fund (IMF): 
	
	Yes 
	No

	Participate in the Troika


	
	

	Be replaced by a European mechanism


	
	


52.
Has your Parliament/ Chamber engaged in bilateral contacts with the Parliament of any Member State subject to economic reform programmes? 
□ Yes

□ No

If yes, please give details.
	


53a.
What role should the national Parliaments of the Member States subject to economic reform programmes play with regard to monitoring the negotiation and implementation process of such programmes? Please briefly justify your reply. 
	


b.
What role should the European Parliament play with regard to the negotiation and implementation process of such programmes?
	


54.
According to your Parliament/Chamber's view, are economic reform programmes characterised by sufficient democratic legitimacy and accountability? 
□ Yes
□ No 
Please justify your response.
	


55.
If you wish to provide any additional information related to Part B, Chapter 4, please do so in the box below:

	


1

