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Implementation of European Council conclusions in Common Security 
and Defence Policy (CSDP) since the Lisbon Treaty 

 
Three relatively recent European Councils - in December 2012, December 2013 and June 2015 - have considered 
security and defence issues, with Heads of State or Government emphasising the need to strengthen defence 
cooperation in Europe. Progress was made on certain issues, such as cybersecurity and maritime security, but 
more needs to be done to address new security threats, develop greater capabilities and foster growth in both 
the defence industry and the defence market. This Briefing assesses the different commitments the European 
Council has made in respect to the CSDP since the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty, considers to which 
extent they have been fulfilled, and identifies future challenges to implementation. 
 
1. Background 
The EU Heads of State or Government have addressed the Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP) three 
times since the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty on 1 December 2009. The June 2015 European Council 
meeting took stock of the progress that has been made in implementing the European Council's conclusions 
from December 2012 and December 2013 concerning CSDP and also defined a new roadmap towards further 
progress. This Briefing considers the European Council's commitments in CSDP since the entry into force of the 
Lisbon Treaty as well as the extent to which they have been implemented.   
 
The December 2012 European Council put security and defence back on the agenda of European Heads of State 
or Government (from which it had been absent since December 2008). Three specific lines for action, which 
could lead to a deepening of security and defence cooperation in the EU, were identified: (1) effectiveness, 
visibility and impact of CSPD; (2) the development of civilian and military capabilities; and (3) the strengthening 
of the European defence industry and the defence market. Two deadlines were set. Firstly, the Heads of State or 
Government called upon the then High Representative/Vice President of the European Commission (HR/VP), 
Catherine Ashton, to submit, by September 2013, a forward-looking report, which would 'develop further 
proposals for actions to strengthen CSDP and improve the availability of the required civilian and military 
capabilities'. Secondly, they committed to reverting to the CSDP during their December 2013 meeting, 
evaluating progress and setting a new roadmap for the period after 2013. The planning document issued in June 
2012 by the then President of the European Council, Herman Van Rompuy, was instrumental in setting the time-
frame for the December 2013 meeting. The document aimed to provide a roadmap for the European Council 
during the second mandate of President Herman Van Rompuy and decided to hold a thematic meeting of the 
European Council in December 2013 devoted to defence issues. 
 
The December 2013 European Council represented a milestone, as a third of its Conclusions were dedicated to 
defence. The Heads of State or Government took stock of progress on European defence cooperation based on 
both the October 2013 progress report submitted by the HR/VP and the July 2013 European Commission 
Communication, which underlined the decline in defence spending and outlined the need to strengthen the 
defence market and defence industry. European leaders agreed that defence cooperation should progress along 
the lines of the three axes identified in December 2012 and established a roadmap for further action. Clear 
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deadlines were set for two issues: cybersecurity and maritime security. These deadlines were fully met, as 
explained in more detail below. A new date to assess progress of the CSDP was set for June 2015.   
 
The June 2015 European Council intended to focus on defence but ended up considering the migration crisis as 
its top priority instead. The conclusions reconfirmed that work would continue on the three axes identified in 
2012 and 2013. The main outcome of the meeting was to mandate the HR/VP to carry out a strategic review and 
submit a Global Strategy for the European Union by June 2016.  
 
2. Effectiveness, visibility and impact of CSDP 
Under the 'effectiveness, visibility and impact of CSDP' axis, successive European Councils have identified a 
number of actions to be undertaken by the HR/VP, the European Commission and the European Defence Agency 
(EDA), in cooperation with the Member States. These actions can be grouped as follows: 1) strengthening the 
EU’s comprehensive approach to crisis management; 2) enhancing the EU’s rapid response capacity; 3) 
addressing the new security challenges facing the EU, and; 4) strengthening partnerships with international and 
regional organisations, particularly the United Nations (UN), the North Atlantic Treaty Organisation (NATO), and 
the African Union (AU).  
 
One of the main elements necessary to ensure the effectiveness and visibility of CSDP, and security and defence 
policies in Europe in general, is the allocation of appropriate financial resources. The trend observed for almost 
all EU Member States during the past decade has been a marked reduction in defence expenditure, with an 
overall decline of 9% in military expenditure since 2005. As reported in the 'Cost of Non-Europe in Common 
Security and Defence Policy' study, produced by the European Added Value Unit of EPRS, EU Member States' 
overall defence expenditure declined from 251 billion euro in 2001 to 190 billion euro in 2012. A further 
decrease took place in 2013, with collective European defence spending representing only 186 billion euro.  
 
The European Council’s position on funding defence and security expenditure has evolved significantly in this 
three-year period. In December 2012, the financial crisis and the resulting budgetary cutbacks dominated the 
debate. 'Pooling and sharing' was seen as a way to further develop timely capabilities and to overcome fiscal 
constraints within Member States. Given the recent deterioration of the security landscape in the EU's 
neighbourhood, as a result of the Libyan, Syrian and Ukrainian crises, the European Council went further in June 
2015 and encouraged Member States to 'allocate a sufficient level of expenditure for defence', in addition to 
developing bi- and multilateral cooperation projects. This is in line with the 2014 NATO Wales Summit 
commitment (22 out of the 28 EU Member States are also members of NATO) to reach, during the next decade, 
an allocation to defence expenditure of 0.2 per cent of GDP. In the aftermath of the 13 November 2015 terrorist 
attacks in Paris, several countries, including France and the United Kingdom, announced that they intended to 
increase their defence budgets. France also called for a certain degree of flexibility in applying EU rules, with 
French President François Hollande announcing to the French Parliament that a 'security pact' would prevail 
over the Stability and Growth Pact. A number of Member States, including France, had already considered as 
early as 2002 excluding defence expenditure from the Stability and Growth Pact rules, as a means to facilitate 
capabilities development and strengthen European security.  
 
Another possibility to assess the visibility and effectiveness of CSDP is by considering its civilian and military 
operations. To date, the EU has carried out 32 CSDP operations - 21 civilian and 11 military - with military 
missions being more sizeable in terms of staff. Since the December 2012 European Council, three civilian CSDP 
missions - EUBAM Libya (2013), EUAM Ukraine (2014) and EUCAP Sahel-Mali (2014) - and four military CSDP 
missions - EUTM Mali (2013), EUFOR RCA (2014 - 2015), EUMAM RCA (2015) and EUNAVFOR MED Sophia (2015) 
- have been launched. These missions and operations continue to be the EU’s most visible and tangible 
contribution to international security and stability. When compared with deployments under the auspices of the 
UN or NATO, the number of staff deployed in EU operations has been estimated (in 2011) to be nearly 30 times 
less than in deployments carried out individually by the other two organisations. The EU’s 'added value' derives 
from its often being considered a legitimate actor, particularly in contexts where other international 
organisations' cannot easily act (for example in the case of EUBAM Rafah, the EU was perceived as more 
‘neutral’ in comparison to the UN). Analysis of the impact of CSDP operations is difficult and experts point to 
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resistance in this matter, principally from Member States which fear that assessing CSDP operations 'would 
imply a parallel evaluation of their own performance, individual or collective'. 
 

2.1 The EU's 'comprehensive approach' to crisis management 
The European Council in December 2012 revived the debate on the EU's 'comprehensive approach' to crisis 
management. Following up on this, the Council (Education, Youth, Culture and Sports configuration) outlined, in 
November 2013, that 'the EU needs to apply and further develop its comprehensive approach to all phases of 
the conflict cycle, from early warning and prevention, through management to stabilisation and peace-
building'.1 The HR/VP and the European Commission issued a Joint Communication in December 2013 on 'The 
EU’s Comprehensive Approach to External Conflict and Crises’, which was endorsed that same month by the 
European Council. The December 2013 European Council defined work on the 'comprehensive approach' as a 
'priority' and the Foreign Affairs Council, at its May 2014 meeting, took stock of progress made, while calling for 
the adoption of an Action Plan to help implement the Joint Communication in 2015. Academic research suggests 
that the EU’s action on the ground, particularly in the African context, has remained sometimes less 
comprehensive and less coordinated than intended, due to diverging national positions and despite a consensus 
on the need for a 'comprehensive approach'. The Action Plan adopted in April 2015 calls for coherence between 
the Member States and the EU on actions taken in different countries and regions to help overcome existing 
coordination difficulties. It also calls for more coherence between the different EU actors throughout the entire 
crisis management cycle, drawing on both CSDP and development tools. A first evaluation of the implementation 
of the Action Plan is expected in 2016. The Foreign Affairs Council committed to the continued strengthening of 
the EU’s 'comprehensive approach' to external crises and to adopting an 'EU-wide strategic framework for 
Security Sector Reform' by 2016, at its May 2015 meeting.   
 
On the institutional side, the European Commission formed a Commissioners’ Group on External Action in 2014, 
which is supported by a joint secretariat comprising personnel from the Secretariat-General of the Commission 
and the EEAS, who are tasked with the preparation of the meetings. Commissioners whose portfolios have an 
external dimension (i.e. humanitarian aid, energy security, trade and migration) meet once a month to 
coordinate the EU’s external actions, under the chairmanship of the HR/VP. According to experts, the 
Commissioner’s Group contributed to strengthening inter-institutional cooperation and for facilitating 
information-sharing among the different foreign policy actors during its first year of operation. Scholars also 
argue that, under the Lisbon Treaty framework, the European External Action Service (EEAS) has become central 
to crisis management decision-making, as it coordinates the action of the different Brussels-based actors, the 
actors on the ground (namely, the EU Delegation and EU Special Representatives), and it also liaises with 
Member States. Furthermore, the Civilian Planning and Conduct Capability (CPCC) unit within the EEAS serves as 
the Operational Headquarters for civilian missions, thus responding to the EU’s request for operational rapidity 
and coherence. The EU Operations Centre, which is not a standing Headquarters, was activated in 2012 to 
enhance EU’s civil-military action in the Horn of Africa. Since 2014, the Operations Centre also supports the EU 
missions in the Sahel. There is no military equivalent of the CPCC and this impacts on the rapidity and coherence 
of CSDP military missions, as a separate Chain of Command has to be established for each operation. 
 

2.2 Rapid response capacity 
In December 2012, the European Council identified the need to 'strengthen the EU's ability to deploy the right 
civilian and military capabilities and personnel rapidly and effectively on the whole spectrum of crisis 
management action'. Following this, Heads of State or Government evaluated progress in December 2013 and 
June 2015, based on successive reports from the HR/VP, and, as a result, continued to call for further 
reinforcement of the EU's rapid response capacity.  
 
Crisis Management Procedures (CMP) are regularly reviewed in order to ensure greater flexibility and rapidity in 
the decision-making process regarding CSDP missions and operations. Through the last CMP review in 2013, a 

                                                           
1 The conclusions on CSDP were adopted as an 'A' item (without debate) at the Ministers of Education, Youth, Culture and Sports 
meeting on 25-26 November 2015.  
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'fast-track' procedure for urgency purposes was introduced, allowing for a single planning document replacing 
the Concept for Operations (CONOPS) and the civilian Operation Plan (OPLAN). Scholars saw this as a step 
forward in enhancing the EU's crisis management/rapid response capacity. The same scholars considered that 
institutional and procedural progress remained insufficient in addressing the absence of adequately trained 
personnel who were rapidly deployable to CSDP missions. They considered this to be an aspect which needs 
both EU institutions and Member States' attention as a matter of priority. Additionally, Member States could 
strengthen the visibility of the CSDP by rapidly committing capabilities and avoiding a cumbersome force-
generation process. A telling example here is the EUMAM RCA mission, established in January 2015 and 
launched in March 2015, as a follow-up to the EUFOR RCA mission (2014-2015). Although the mission was to be 
comprised of only 60 staff, 12 were still to be deployed in June 2015.  
 
Regarding civilian crisis management, the Civilian Capability Development Plan (CCDP) explored means of 
improving the process of generating a corresponding force and facilitating its rapid deployment. The May 2015 
Foreign Affairs Council recognised that the CCDP had not yet been fully implemented and that more efforts were 
needed both from Member States and the EEAS, particularly regarding the rapid deployment of expert 
personnel on civilian missions. Ministers also underlined the need to revisit the June 2000 Feira European 
Council's headline goal (that 5,000 police officers, out of whom 1,000 remain on high alert, should deployable 
within 30 days), in the light of new threats to security and the requirements of different CSDP missions. No clear 
timeline for review was set but it is most likely that this exercise will take place in the second half of 2016 and be 
based on the results of the ongoing strategic review.  
 
On the military side of crisis management, progress was made in 2015 with the adoption of the new Military 
Rapid Response Concept, which aims at enhancing the EU's Military Rapid Response capacity. The primary 'rapid 
response' capabilities at the EU's disposal are the EU Battlegroups, which, so far, have never been used in an 
operational context. The possible use of Battlegroups was discussed at an informal meeting of EU Ministers of 
Defence in February 2015, which resulted in no clear outcome, due to diverging national positions. The May 
2015, Foreign Affairs Council reverted to the matter and stated that the EU's Battlegroups should be 
systematically taken into consideration as an option during the early preparatory phases of CSDP operations. 
Ministers called for the 'Declaration on the EU Battlegroups strategic transport costs' to be reviewed in 2016. 
This would allow for clarifications on funding, particularly since scholars argue that the main outcome of the 
2015 review of the Athena Mechanism (common costs for CSDP 
military operations) was the possibility to fund deployment 
transportation costs for EU Battlegroups. A new schedule for the EU 
Battlegroups, outlining those which shall be on standby until 2020, 
was published by the EEAS in October 2015. Experts consider this to 
be a revival of the Battlegroup concept, with Member States having 
presented their contributions well in advance after several years of 
reduced interest (2012-2015).  
 
The November 2013 Council (Education, Youth, Culture and Sports 
configuration) recognised that the provisions of the Lisbon Treaty in 
respect of rapid response have not been fully utilised. One example is 
Article 44 TEU, which allows for a group of Member States to be 
entrusted by the Council with 'the implementation of a task' in the 
event that they have both the willingness and the required 
capabilities. Experts argue that Article 44 TEU refers to CSDP missions 
and operations and that it 'does not create a new category of EU 
operations'. The commonly shared assessment of the added value of 
Article 44 TEU is that it provides both flexibility and rapidity, as it may 
circumvent the cumbersome process of force-generation. No 
operation based on Article 44 TEU has been launched to date. 
Although it is difficult to assess all the implications resulting from the 
possible activation of this Treaty clause, a review of crisis 

Article 44TEU 
 

'1. Within the framework of the decisions 
adopted in accordance with Article 43, the 
Council may entrust the implementation of 
a task to a group of Member States which 
are willing and have the necessary 
capability for such a task. Those Member 
States, in association with the High 
Representative of the Union for Foreign 
Affairs and Security Policy, shall agree 
among themselves on the management of 
the task. 
 

2. Member States participating in the task 
shall keep the Council regularly informed of 
its progress on their own initiative or at the 
request of another Member State. Those 
States shall inform the Council immediately 
should the completion of the task entail 
major consequences or require 
amendment of the objective, scope and 
conditions determined for the task in the 
decisions referred to in paragraph 1. In 
such cases, the Council shall adopt the 
necessary decisions.' 
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management procedures might be required to anticipate the decision-making specificities of Article 44 TEU 
missions and operations.  
 

2.3 New security challenges  
Based on the report submitted by the HR/VP in October 2013 and on the November 2013 Council conclusions, 
the European Council identified several new security challenges in December 2013:  1) cybersecurity; 2) 
maritime security; 3) cooperation with third countries, particularly in the area of border management, and; 4) 
internal/external security interactions, particularly in areas such as 'illegal migration, organised crime and 
terrorism'.  
 
The December 2013 European Council also tasked the HR/VP, in cooperation with the European Commission and 
the EDA, to submit a proposal for an EU Cyber Defence Policy Framework, to be adopted in 2014. The Council 
adopted the document in November 2014, meeting the deadline. The document was intended to support the 
implementation of the 2013 EU Cybersecurity Strategy, particularly regarding the development of training 
programmes, enhancement of cyber-defence capabilities and increased cooperation both within the EU and 
with external partners (i.e. NATO). The first bi-annual report, stemming from a reporting obligation introduced 
by the Framework Document, recognises progress in both cyber-training and inter-institutional cooperation. The 
report calls for enhanced cooperation with NATO. Experts are of the opinion that further cooperation with NATO 
would lead to greater complementarity and avoid the duplication of effort in times of budgetary constraint. The 
EDA's instrumental role in developing and running some ten projects targeted at improving the EU’s cyber-
defence capabilities in the past four years was recently recognised in a study submitted to the EP Committee on 
Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs.  
 
Maritime Security is the second area where the December 2013 European Council set a clear deadline for the EU 
institutions. The Heads of State or Government invited the HR/VP and the European Commission, in 
coordination with the Member States, to prepare an EU Maritime Security Strategy. The Council adopted the 
Strategy in June 2014, within the timeframe set by the European Council. The rationale behind the adoption of 
such a Maritime Security Strategy is to 'secure the maritime security interests of the EU and its Member States 
against a plethora of risks and threats in the global maritime domain'. The Strategy identifies a number of 'risks 
and threats', including organised crime, illegal migration, piracy and armed robbery at sea. An Action Plan, 
identifying nearly 130 actions to be taken, was adopted in December 2014, including an obligation concerning 
the regular reporting of progress made. However, this requirement remains less precise than the six-month 
reporting mechanism for cybersecurity. According to experts, the adoption of the EU’s Maritime Security 
Strategy and subsequent Action Plan strengthened the European Commission’s position in defence, as the 
development of capabilities can be carried out within the framework of the 2009 Defence Directives and 
because 'dual-use research' programmes are eligible for EU funding. The EDA's involvement in conducting 
maritime programmes should also be noted, particularly when it comes to maritime surveillance, capabilities 
development, and training.  
 
At the same meeting, the European Council recognised the importance of cooperating with third countries and 
regions, particularly regarding capacity-building in border management, and called for progress in this area. The 
same month, the Foreign Affairs Council endorsed the reviewed ‘EU Concept on CSDP Support to Integrated 
Border Management’.2 That document took stock of the experience accumulated on the ground in missions 
having a border management component (for example EUBAM Moldova and Ukraine). In July 2014, the EEAS 
issued a document considering options to support CSDP Sahel-Saharan Border Management engagements. It 
was endorsed by the CIVCOM in September 2014 and a recommendation was forwarded to the Political Security 
Committee (PSC) to increase  support to Sahel-Saharan Border Management within the framework of the Action 
Plan of the EU Strategy for Security and Development in the Sahel. In her June 2015 report, the HR/VP 
recognised that '[w]ork is in progress on the border management also as a work strand of the implementation of 
the EU Strategy for Security and Development in the Sahel'. It was also stressed that, following the 23 April 2015 
extraordinary European Council, cooperation on cross-border cooperation and fighting trafficking in human 
                                                           
2 The first ‘EU Concept on CSDP Support to Integrated Border Management’ was issued in 2006.  
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beings will be enhanced, particularly with countries in the Sahel region. More recently, in November 2015, the 
Valletta Summit on Migration addressed EU cooperation with African countries, in the context of the ongoing 
migrant crisis. The meeting resulted in a sixteen-point Action Plan annexed to a Political Declaration. 
 
The Heads of State or Government recognised the increasing interconnectedness of internal and external 
security. They identified three areas - illegal migration, organised crime and terrorism - relevant to both home 
affairs and the CSDP. Progress was made at technical level to allow for more coordinated action between 
internal and external security apparatuses, with the EEAS concluding cooperation agreements with FRONTEX, 
EUROPOL and the European Gendarmerie Force. The European Commission Communication from April 2015 on 
‘The European Agenda on Security’ stresses the importance of jointly considering both internal and external 
security dimensions concurrently. The June 2015 HR/VP report called for enhanced coordination at ministerial 
level, in order to commonly address both internal and external security challenges. 
 

2.4 Cooperation with international and regional partners 
Cooperation with NATO continues at both political and technical level. As part of the political dialogue between 
the two organisations, NATO Secretary General Jens Stoltenberg was invited to attend the June 2015 European 
Council meeting, where defence was discussed. At their November 2015 informal meeting, the Ministers of 
Defence, joined by the NATO Secretary General, underlined the need to support capacity-building in third 
countries as the 'best way to create stability and diminish the need for crisis management interventions'. At a 
technical level, EU-NATO cooperation mainly focusses on capabilities development, with work being carried out 
on four leading projects - air-to-air refuelling, remotely piloted aircraft systems, satellite communications, and 
cybersecurity. The HR/VP 2015 report underlined that the 'two organisations remain committed to ensuring 
coherent, complementary and mutually reinforcing military capability development, fully recognising that the 
Member States and Allies have a single set of forces'. 
 
The December 2013 European Council also aimed to give a new impetus to the relationship between the EU and 
the UN. The Heads of State or Government referred to the UN as a 'key partner' and called for greater 
cooperation between the two organisations. Cooperation between the EU and the UN is based on the 
recognition that the UN is primarily responsible for ensuring international security. The EU contributes 
capabilities and funding to UN crisis management operations. As regards funding, EU Member States' cumulative 
contributions account for around 40 per cent of the total UN peace-keeping budget, with the five largest EU 
Member States contributing 28.5 per cent of the UN peacekeeping budget for the period 2013 - 2015.3 The 'Plan 
of Action to enhance EU CSDP support to UN peacekeeping' has contributed to enhance planning coordination 
although its implementation has been evaluated as 'uneven'. The priorities for EU-UN cooperation for the period 
2015-2018 are outlined in the document 'Strengthening the EU-UN strategic partnership on peacekeeping and 
crisis management', which is currently being examined in the Council.  
 
The June 2015 European Council called to 'intensify' the partnership with the African Union and African 
countries. The HR/VP, in her June 2015 report, identified capacity building as a priority for increased cooperation 
in an African context. The April 2015 Joint Commission Communication on capacity building considered training 
and equipping third countries as a priority. The EU's capacity building concept is currently being tested in Mali 
and Somalia. 
 
3. Capabilities development  
The European Council in 2012, 2013 and 2015 underlined the need to enhance cooperation on capabilities, both 
military and civilian. It recognised that capabilities remain national and encouraged Member States to pursue 
more collaborative projects within the framework of the ‘Policy Framework for Systematic and Long-Term 
Cooperation’. The EU and its Member States currently face several challenges in the area of capabilities 
development: financial constraints, duplication of costs, ageing technologies and the necessity to start new 
programmes in order to anticipate or even overcome capability shortfalls.  

                                                           
3 Contributions are as follows: France (7.22%), Germany (7.14%), UK (6.68%), Italy (4.45%) and Spain (2.97%).  
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At present, it is too early to evaluate the impact of the terrorist attacks in Paris on medium and long-term 
defence and security spending in Europe. Furthermore, increased spending in this area does not necessary mean 
better spending in the absence of enhanced coordination between Member States. As argued by the 
Commission's European Political Strategy Centre (EPSC), Member States' cumulative defence spending comes 
second in the world after that of the United States, however, Europe 'is far from being the second largest 
military power - a clear consequence of inefficiency in spending and lack of interoperability'. The 2013 report by 
the European Added Value Unit of EPRS, on the 'Cost of Non-Europe in Common Security and Defence Policy' 
examined the implications of cost duplication and underlined that collaborative project development and 
mutualisation of costs could lead to greater value for money in defence.  
 
Member States’ initial response to the above challenges relates to collaborative armaments projects run through 
the EDA (in parallel to bi- and multilateral initiative, i.e. OCCAR). There are currently four such collaborative 
projects being carried out through the EDA, all mentioned in the December 2013 European Council conclusions: 
air-to-air refuelling, remotely piloted aircraft systems, satellite communications, and cybersecurity. The 2015 
European Council took stock of progress made regarding these programmes based on the 2014 and 2015 HR/VP 
reports and on the May 2015 Foreign Affairs Council conclusions. The EU Pooling and Sharing initiative, 
developed in synergy with NATO's Smart Defence, provided an additional answer. The initiative encourages 
Member States to pool and share capabilities, with a 2011 Code of Conduct on Pooling and Sharing supporting 
and facilitating the process. In November 2015, the Foreign Affairs Council, following an informal meeting of the 
Ministers of Defence, held a discussion on future capabilities projects ('biological joint deployable exploitation 
and analysis laboratory (Bio-JDEAL), medical evacuation and anti-tank weapons'). The contributing 27 Member 
States (Denmark does not take part in the EDA) did not reach an agreement to raise EDA's budget which, for the 
past seven years, remained at the rather symbolic level of nearly 30,5 million euro (of which 7 million euro was 
project-related expenditure in 2014).  
 
A June 2015 EPSC note called for a 'European Semester on Defence Capabilities'. It recommends introducing 
'benchmarks for collaborative efforts in equipment procurement and research'. This ambitious recommendation 
could lead to enhanced capability development if Member States commit to fulfil their engagements. However, 
the note is less forthcoming on the institutional options to implement such a recommendation.  
 
On the civilian capabilities side, as already outlined, the EU developed the Civilian Capabilities Development Plan 
in 2012, with the aim of overcoming current shortfalls and deployment delays encountered when launching 
civilian crisis management operations. The successive HR/VPs, in their 2014 and 2015 reports, underlined that 
work was conducted in view of overcoming the existing civilian capabilities gaps (through tailor-made training 
programmes) and enhancing cooperation with military CSDP initiatives.  
 
4. Defence industry and defence market  
Security and defence research and technology (R&T) is of the utmost importance to avoid technological 
obsolescence, allowing for the renewal of capabilities and strengthening the European defence industry. 
Member States’ research investments have fallen almost 30 per cent during the last decade. In this context, the 
December 2013 European Council recognised security and defence research and development as a priority and 
encouraged the development of synergies between civilian and military research - so called 'dual-use research' - 
in order to reduce costs and increase competitiveness. The European Commission, in cooperation with the EDA, 
is developing a 'Preparatory Action in CSDP related research' for 2017. The Preparatory Action is intended to 
permit CSDP research to be funded through the EU budget, in line with the 2013 and 2015 European Council 
Conclusions. This option is currently evaluated by a Group of Personalities, who will submit their 
recommendations by March 2016. Over the longer term, this Preparatory Action could pave the way for a 
defence research programme funded under the EU Multiannual Financial Framework.  
 
The 2012, 2013 and 2015 European Councils called for strengthening the European defence industry and market. 
Experts argue that this 'seems to be more wishful thinking than reality' for the moment. They point to the slow 
implementation of the 2013 Commission Communication on 'A New Deal for European Defence' and of the 2014 
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Action Plan, generated by certain Member States’ hesitations. The June 2015 EPSC note called for a 'defence 
industrial strategy' to enable the development of 'key industrial and technological capabilities in Europe'.  
 
With regard to the defence market, the Commission monitors the implementation of the two 2009 Defence 
Directives, on public procurement and on transfers of defence-related products. Experts underline that 
procurement continues to be carried out mainly outside of the framework of the 2009 Directive, with the Lisbon 
Treaty allowing Member States to invoke the exception clause of Article 346 TFEU, on grounds of national 
security. The Commission will assess the implementation of the Directive and report to the Council and the 
Parliament by August 2016.  
 
As regards the Transfers Directive, the June 2015 Commission report outlined that 'there are clear indications 
that the potential offered by [the Directive's] innovative and flexible tools has not yet been fully exploited by 
Member States and defence companies'. The Commission will assess the implementation of the Directive and 
report to both the Council and the Parliament by June 2016. 
 
5. European Parliament views 
Since the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty, the European Parliament has voted on over twenty resolutions on 
issues relevant to the CSDP, which have contributed to shaping the debate. For example, the Parliament called, 
in a resolution on preparations for the European Council meeting (19-20 December 2013), upon the Heads of 
State or Government to take 'a clear stance in favour of a stronger European defence system'. More recently, 
during the May 2015 plenary session, through its resolution on the implementation of the Common Security and 
Defence Policy, the Parliament called on the 'Union to encourage Member States to meet NATO capacity targets, 
which require a minimum level of defence spending of 2 % of GDP and a minimum 20 % share of the defence 
budget for major equipment needs, including for research and development'. Also, during the May 2015 plenary, 
in a resolution on European defence markets, the Parliament underlined that market fragmentation represents a 
risk which may hamper European security .  
 
6. Further references  
'Defence matters: more urgent than ever,' Drent, M., Zandee, D., Maas, E., Clingendael Report, 2015.  
'EUFOR RCA and CSDP Crisis Management Operations: Back on Track,' Haesebrouck, T., Van Meirvenne, M., 
European Foreign Affairs Review, Volume 20, Issue 2, 2015, pp. 267-285.  
'The European Union and Civilian Crisis Management after Lisbon,' Pirozzi, N., European Foreign Affairs Review, 
Volume 20, Issue 2, 2015, pp. 287-306.  
'The Commissioner's Group on External Action - Key political facilitator,' Blockmans, S., Russack, S., CEPS Special 
Reports, 2015.  
'CSDP in action What Contribution to International Security,' Tardy, T., Chaillot Paper, no. 134, 2015.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
To contact the European Council Oversight Unit, please e-mail: EPRS-EuropeanCouncilOversight@ep.europa.eu  
Manuscript completed on 15 January 2016. Brussels © European Union, 2016.  
The opinions expressed in this document are the sole responsibility of the author(s) and do not represent an official 
position of the European Parliament. Reproduction and translation of this document for non-commercial purposes are 
authorised, provided the source is acknowledged and the publisher is given prior notice and sent a copy.  

www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank (internet) − www.epthinktank.eu (blog) − www.eprs.sso.ep.parl.union.eu (intranet) 
 

http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-14-718_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/epsc/pdf/publications/strategic_note_issue_4.pdf
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32009L0081
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:32009L0043
http://ec.europa.eu/growth/sectors/defence/files/communication-implementation-report_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/growth/single-market/public-procurement/rules-implementation/defence/index_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/growth/sectors/defence/files/communication-implementation-report_en.pdf
http://www.eprs.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/lisrep/13-EPRS-publications/2015/EPRS_STUD_558791_rolling_checklit_fifth_edition.pdf
http://www.eprs.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/lisrep/13-EPRS-publications/2015/EPRS_STUD_558791_rolling_checklit_fifth_edition.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2013/2626%28RSP%29&l=en
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P8-TA-2015-0213&language=EN&ring=A8-2015-0054
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P8-TA-2015-0213&language=EN&ring=A8-2015-0054
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&reference=P8-TA-2015-0215&language=EN
http://www.clingendael.nl/sites/default/files/Defence_matters_report_clingendael_apr2015.pdf
http://www.kluwerlawonline.com/abstract.php?area=Journals&id=EERR2015019
http://www.kluwerlawonline.com/abstract.php?area=Journals&id=EERR2015020
https://www.ceps.eu/publications/commissioners%E2%80%99-group-external-action-%E2%80%93-key-political-facilitator
http://www.iss.europa.eu/uploads/media/Chaillot_134_CSDP_missions.pdf
mailto:EPRS-EuropeanCouncilOversight@ep.europa.eu
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank
http://www.epthinktank.eu/
http://www.eprs.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


