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8.45	–	9.45	 Opening	of	the	General	Assembly	
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12:30	–	13:15	 Committee	on	Foreign	Affairs	I	(AFET	I)	

13:15	–	14:15	 Lunch	

14.15	–	15.00	 Committee	on	Foreign	Affairs	II	(AFET	II)		

15.00	–	15.45		 Committee	on	Employment	(EMPL)	

15.45	–	16.15	 Coffee	Break	

16.15	–	17.00	 Committee	on	Security	and	Defense	(SEDE)	

17.00	–	17.45		 Closing	Ceremony	
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GENERAL	ASSEMBLY	PROCEDURE	

	

I. Reading	of	the	operative	clauses			

One	member	 of	 the	 proposing	 Committee	 reads	 out	 the	 operative	 clauses	 of	 the	 resolution	

from	the	podium.	

II. Defence	speech		

One	 member	 of	 the	 proposing	 Committee	 delivers	 the	 defence	 speech	 (no	 longer	 than	 3	

minutes)	from	the	podium.		

III. Attack	speeches	

Two	speakers	 selected	by	 the	board	may	each	deliver	an	attack	 speech	 (no	 longer	 than	 two	

minutes	each)	from	the	podium.		

IV. Response	to	the	attack	speeches	

One	 speaker	 from	 the	 proposing	 committee	 may	 use	 90	 seconds	 to	 respond	 to	 the	 attack	

speeches	from	the	floor.		

V. Open	debate	

The	 board	 will	 allow	 delegates	 to	 raise	 points	 on	 the	 resolution.	 After	 several	 points,	 the	

proposing	committee	will	 be	allowed	 to	 respond,	 represented	by	one	 speaker.	After	 three	or	

four	rounds	of	debate,	the	board	will	move	to	summation.		

VI. Summation	

On	 behalf	 of	 the	 proposing	 committee,	 one	 or	 two	 speakers	 conclude	 the	 debate	 with	 a	

summation	speech	(no	longer	than	three	minutes)	from	the	podium.	If	two	speakers	deliver	the	

speech,	only	one	person	may	speak	at	a	time	and	the	microphone	can	be	passed	only	once.		

Amendments	

The	proposing	committee	may	make	one	amendment	to	the	resolution,	provided	this	is	not	a	

fundamental	 change.	 If	 they	 choose	 to	make	an	amendment,	 they	are	allocated	one	minute	

more	speaking	time	to	present	this	to	the	General	Assembly.	The	board	will	decide	whether	the	

amendment	can	be	made	before	voting.	

VII. Voting		

The	board	will	first	ask	the	delegates	to	vote	by	show	of	hands.	If	the	board	cannot	see	a	clear	

decision,	the	chairs	will	be	asked	to	collect	the	votes.	
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II.	PLACARDS	
	

Committee	Placard	

The	committee	placard	must	be	raised	at	any	time	the	committee	wish	to	speak,	and	by	the	proposing	

committee	during	the	entire	debate.		

	

Personal	Privilege	

This	 placard	may	 be	 used	 to	 indicate	 that	 the	 committee	 cannot	 hear	 a	 speaker	 clearly;	 e.g.	 if	 they	

cannot	be	heard	or	are	speaking	too	quickly.	It	may	not	be	used	if	the	content	cannot	be	understood.		

	

Direct	Response	

Every	 committee	 has	 the	 right	 to	 appoint	 a	 direct	 response	 to	 a	 delegate	 once	 per	 debate.	 The	

appointed	delegate	will	be	recognised	by	the	board	immediately	as	the	next	speaker.	The	speaker	has	to	

directly	address	the	last	point	made	by	the	preceding	speaker.	If	the	speaker	breaks	this	rule,	the	board	

will	immediately	derecognise	the	speaker	and	the	committee	loses	their	right	to	use	the	direct	response	

for	the	remainder	of	the	debate.		

	
Point	of	Order	

The	 chairperson	 of	 a	 committee	 may	 raise	 a	 point	 of	 order	 if	 the	 board	 have	 made	 a	 procedural	

mistake.		
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON CIVIL LIBERTIES, JUSTICE AND HOME 

AFFAIRS (LIBE) 
After perceived threats to their internal security, a common response employed most recently by 

France and Turkey is the declaration of a state of emergency. With this step allowing the 
suspension of citizens’ rights and notably international human rights conventions, is their use a 

cause for concern? How should the EU and its Member States balance citizens’ security and their 
liberty in critical situations?  

 

Submitted by: Gabriela Cabré (CH), Nicola Carotenuto (IT), Arianna Cella (IT), Virginia 
Cepollina (IT), Katerina Drosenko (UA), Maria Manen (ES), Anna Molinari (ES), 
Montserrat Padilla Medina (ES), Amber Davy (IE, Chairperson) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,   

A. Concerned by growing intolerance in European society in the form of racism, xenophobia, and 
nationalism,  

B. Deeply concerned that respect for human rights and democratic principles are not sufficiently 
considered in government decisions in a state of emergency, 

C. Fully believing that the extraordinary powers resorted to in a state of emergency are a threat to 
democracy, 

D. Noting with satisfaction the additional protection Article 52 of the EU Charter of Fundamental 
Rights provides for Articles 2, 3, 4, and 71 of the European Convention of Human Rights, 

E. Deploring abusive elements of security operations carried out under a state of emergency that 
lead to hardships, including job losses, trauma to children, and damage to homes,  

F. Considering that the climate of fear induced by terror attacks has led to extraordinary legislation 
being used in a discriminatory manner, 

G. Extremely concerned by the negative impact extraordinary legislation has on tourism, trade, and 
the employment rate,  

H. Recognising deficiencies in cooperation between EU members in preventing terror attacks, and 
the inadequacy of EU terrorism policies, 

                                                                 
1 These articles outline the right to life, prohibition of torture, prohibition of slavery and forced labour, and the right to no 
punishment without law. 
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I. Bearing in mind that European military expenditure increased by 1.7% to $328  billion in 2015, 
5.4% higher than in 20062; 

 
 
1. Requests that countries wishing to exceed 6 months of a state of emergency gain the approval of 

the European Council; 

2. Strongly encourages active coordination between the European Parliament’s Committee on Civil 
Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs, human rights organisations such as Amnesty International, and 
the Council of Europe, with the aim of formulating a strategy regarding guaranteeing fundamental 
rights in times of security crisis; 

3. Urges data sharing between second generation Schengen Information Sharing (SIS II)3 members by 
sanctioning those refusing to share crucial information; 

4. Asks Member States to allocate less of their national budgets on the military expenditure and 
more on education; 

5. Requests that the European Commission Directorate General for Education and Culture formulates 
and promotes a pan-European civil education programme for secondary schools to prevent 
intolerance by focusing on economic, social, cultural, political and religious issues; 

6. Calls upon the European Commission to prepare advisory guidelines detailing how a state should 
proceed in a state of emergency;  

7. Supports the work of NGOs on press freedom and independence, such as the European Centre for 
Press and Media Freedom (ECPMF). 

                                                                 
2 Stockholm International Peace Research Institute “Trends in Military Expenditure, 2015”: 
https://www.sipri.org/sites/default/files/EMBARGO%20FS1604%20Milex%202015.pdf 
3 The Schengen Information System (SIS) is a highly efficient large-scale information system that supports external border 
control and law enforcement cooperation in the Schengen States. The SIS enables competent authorities, such as police and 
border guards, to enter and consult alerts on certain categories of wanted or missing persons and objects. 
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRY, TRADE, RESEARCH AND ENERGY 

With ever greater pressure to ensure energy security in the EU, the reduction of reliance on Russia 
outlined in the EU’s Energy Security Strategy will have a significant impact on the Mediterranean. 
How should the EU balance harmonisation as a means to diversify and increase energy security 

with Member States’ wish to retain control over energy policy?  

 

Submitted by: Filippo Fernando (IT), Daniele Guadagnolo (IT), Giovanni Sobrero (IT), Evgenia 
Katraki (GR), Marko Kukic (HR), Luca Lanino (IT), Oksana Strilka (UA), Stefan 
Vartosu (IT), Igor Wolotschuck (AT), Samuël David Nelemans (NL, Vice-
President) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,   

A. Taking into account that 53% of the EU’s energy supply is imported1, 

B. Having studied the results of the EU energy stress test2 which highlighted that the poor 
diversification of the EU energy supply chain makes Member States vulnerable to external energy 
supply shocks, 

C. Deeply convinced that an integrated energy market is necessary to ensure a quick response to 
potential disruptions in the EU’s foreign energy supply, 

D. Fully aware that the current energy transportation infrastructure between Member States is 
insufficient to realise an integrated energy market, 

E. Considering that Member States agree on the necessity of a common Energy security strategy whilst 
remaining unwilling to relinquish sovereignty over energy policy, 

F. Approving of the work of the Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators (ACER)3 in mediating 
between National Energy Regulators (NRAs) to align their interests, 

G. Acknowledging that the technology to create and store energy from renewable sources is already 
available, though not fully developed, 

H. Noting with approval that Member States have been adopting more renewable energy sources in the 
last few decades, 

                                                                 
1 Mainly from Russia, Norway, Central Asia, the Caucasus, North Africa and the OPEC countries (DG Energy, 2016). 
2 The EU energy stress test for gas disruption was conducted in 2015 to simulate the effects of a complete halt of Russian gas supply 
and the effects of the disruption of gas along the Ukrainian transit route. 
3 The ACER is an agency of the EU established to assist the National Regulatory Agencies of Member States in their task to regu late 
energy policy and when necessary to coordinate their actions. 
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I. Noting with regret that Member States are not using the technology available to create energy from 
renewable sources to its full potential, 

J. Expresses its appreciation for consumers and SMEs producing their own energy from renewable 
sources, 

K. Fully alarmed that Member States often neglect to use their energy resources efficiently and that a 
significant proportion of European energy is wasted, 

L. Perturbed by the lack of awareness amongst citizens regarding energy efficient solutions; 

 
 
1. Calls for an evaluation by the European Commission of the possibilities of diversifying the EU’s pool 

of energy suppliers; 

2. Designates ACER to:  

a) create guidelines for the amount of energy Member States should produce,  

b) establish and enforce rules regarding the sustainability of energy production,  

c) monitor energy trade between Member States;   

3. Calls upon the Directorate General for Energy (DG Energy) of the European Commission to improve 
the energy transportation infrastructure between Member States; 

4. Requests the European Research Council (ERC)4 increase funding for research into and the 
development of technology for the production, storage and transportation of energy; 

5. Invites the European Investment Bank (EIB)5 to provide Member States with the funds to invest in: 

a) energy production from non-recyclable non-polluting (bio-)waste,  

b) energy production from renewable sources such as solar, wind, geo-thermal and hydro-
electrical power, 

c) energy storage facilities;  

6. Calls upon DG Energy to support consumers and SMEs producing their own energy from renewable 
sources through financial and technical assistance; 

7. Calls for a media campaign through advertisements, social media, conventions, and events in 
educational institutions to raise awareness on the importance of efficient energy use; 

8. Reaffirms the importance of regular energy stress tests to evaluate its progress on energy security.

                                                                 
4 The European Research Council is a public body for funding of scientific and technological research conducted within the European 
Union. 
5 The European Investment Bank is the bank owned by and representing the interests of the Member States of the EU, which invests 
in projects for the common good of the EU. 
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT, PUBLIC HEALTH AND FOOD 

SAFETY 
The Mediterranean Sea is a vital source of food and income, but managing resource use between 

nineteen countries is a constant challenge. With overfishing, fish farming and ranching all 
depleting fish stocks, how can the EU and its neighbours better coordinate fishing efforts and 

ensure the sea is protected for future generations?  

 

Submitted by: Veronica Bacherotti (IT), Barbara De Guz (IT), Eleni Keliri (CY), Mariam 
Hayrapetyan (AR), Jacopo Menini (IT), Chrysi Tomouzou (CY), Francesco 
Wanderligh (IT), Leopoldo Zampiccoli (IT), Lydia Purschke (DE, Chairperson) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,   

A. Recognising that the considerable difficulties in monitoring Mediterranean fishing activities, such 
as the hesitance of states and fishing companies to share data and geographical issues, contributes 
to Illegal, unreported and unregulated fishing (IUU), 

B. Deeply concerned that the lack of data about fishing fleets due to these difficulties hinders 
Mediterranean-level coordination of fishing activities,  

C. Taking into account that the natural tendencies of states to protect national interests hampers the 
process of finding common strategies in fishing policy,  

D. Viewing with appreciation the subsidies to local fisheries guaranteed in the Common Fisheries 
Policy (CFP), 

E. Noting with regret the inadequacy of the measures set out in the CFP; 

 
 
1. Calls on the European Fisheries Control Agency (EFCA)1 to introduce a shared platform of secure 

data, including criteria such as weight and type of catch; 

2. Further calls for the EFCA to manage this platform by analysing the data, conducting compliance 
checks and publishing reports;  

3. Requests the organisation of events for the Mediterranean area by the General Fisheries 
Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM)2 that invites the public, scientists and companies to 
share their knowledge and develop strategies on sustainable fishing; 

                                                                 
1 The European Fisheries Control Agency is a European Union body that organises operational coordination of fisheries control 
and assists the Member States to comply with the rules of the CFP. 
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4. Encourages the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund (EMFF)3 to provide funding for scientific 
research on fish stocks, the ecological consequences of fishing, and the impact of fisheries on the 
economy;  

5. Further encourages the EMFF to disseminate the results of the events organised by the GFCM;  

6. Calls upon Mediterranean countries to gather for intergovernmental meetings to set common 
goals to adjust national fishing policies; 

7. Suggests the lowering of the Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY)4 threshold while setting a 
percentage of caught fish which is annually updated according to latest scientific research; 

8. Further suggests the introduction of taxation for fisheries who fish beyond the limits outlined by 
the MSY; 

9. Recommends that revenue generated from the aforementioned taxes be invested into small and 
medium-sized fisheries; 

10. Encourages the European Commission to extend Marine Protected Areas (MPAs)5 to sensible areas 
detected by the World Wildlife Fund (WWF) that have the capacity for quicker regeneration of fish 
stocks. 

                                                                                                                                                                                          
2 The General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean promotes the conversation and management of fish, as well as the 
sustainable development of aquaculture in the Mediterranean Sea. In cooperation with other Regional Fisheries Management 
Organizations (RFMOs), the GFCM coordinates efforts by governments of Mediterranean states to effectively manage fisheries at 
regional level. 
3 The European Maritime and Fisheries Fund is the fund for the EU's maritime and fisheries policies for 2014 -2020. 
4 The Maximum Sustainable Yield is the largest yield (or catch) that can be taken of a species' stock over an indefinite period. 
5 Marine protected areas (MPA) are protected areas of seas, oceans or large lakes. MPAs restrict human activity for a 
conservation purpose, typically to protect natural or cultural resources.  
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS I 

The fragile political situation in Turkey has suffered a major blow through the attempted military 
coup. Given both the necessity to work with Turkey in handling the refugee crisis and the 

widespread criticism towards the EU-Turkey deal, how should the EU position itself towards 
Turkey in light of recent political developments?  

 

Submitted by: Giovanni Agrone (IT), Giovanni Antonio Angioni (IT), Alberto Bregante (IT), 
Bianca Centrone (IT), Giorgia Donegà (IT), Diego Fernandez Prado (ES), Ruth de 
Maria Melara Bonilla (IT), Maria Savvides (CY), Sara Cristina Selma Garcia (ES), 
Victor Escuder Ruiz-Cuevas (ES, Chairperson) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,   

A. Observing that the aftermath of the failed coup in Turkey has undermined the common interests 
which underpin the EU-Turkey refugee deal and lead to the postponement of the visa liberalisation 
plans, 

B. Regretting the lack of a clear and transparent monitoring system to ensure the proper use of the 
EU funding for refugees in Turkey under the EU-Turkey deal, 

C. Alarmed that human rights organisations such as Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch 
do not consider that Turkey a safe country due to human rights violations in refugee camps, 

D. Bearing in mind the failure of the Dublin III Regulation1 to withstand the large influx of refugees 
into Member States near to conflict zones,  

E. Noting with regret that the burden of accepting refugees is not evenly distributed among Member 
States with some providing refuge to far more than others,  

F. Recognising the existence of the Common European Asylum System (CEAS)2 and the struggle to 
harmonise asylum law between Member States,  

G. Emphasising that the EU is has violated the 1951 Geneva Convention on the Status of Refugees by: 

i) failing to apply its criteria3 in countries of arrival in the EU, 

                                                                 
1 The Dublin III Regulation is an EU law that establishes the Member State responsible for processing asylum application, based 
on the Geneva Convention. Irregular movement to other European countries is disrupted by the “Dublin system regulation” 
which states that asylum seekers are to be returned to the first European country they were registered in. 
2 The CEAS is a joint approach from all EU Member States to guarantee certain standards of protection for refugees. This includes 
fair procedures based on the same fundamental values and on common standards. 
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ii) sending illegal migrants back to Turkey, which has not yet signed the Convention, 

H. Alarmed that public demand to close borders within Europe and rising euroscepticism hinder a 
common agreement on the distribution of asylum seekers, 

I. Noting with deep concern the barrier to integration posed by xenophobia towards refugees;  

 
 
1. Recommends the European Commission revive negotiations regarding visa liberalisation and 

accession negotiations under the condition of monthly reports on civil liberties in Turkey by 
Human Rights Watch; 

2. Calls upon the UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR) and the European Asylum Support Office (EASO)4 to 
monitor the protection of the asylum seekers’ human rights and ensure the fair assessment of 
their applications;  

3. Calls for the improvement of the efficiency of the asylum application process by allowing the 
participation of other Member States in the application review process;  

4. Requests the European Commission with the help of the EASO set up a new system for distributing 
refugees around Europe using quotas for each Member State, using criteria such as: 

a) the receiving country’s GDP, population size and unemployment rate, 

b) the refugees’ country of preference; 

5. Recommends Member States who comply with the CEAS to use the available benefits of the 
European Refugee Fund (ERF) and the Asylum Migration and Integration Fund (AMIF); 

6. Urges Turkey to sign the Geneva Convention; 

7. Reminds European countries of the importance of respecting the universal status of refugees; 

8. Supports the integration of refugees within Member States through educational and social 
programmes such as the Human Library Organization. 

                                                                                                                                                                                          
3 The Geneva Convention defines the term ‘refugee’ and outlines the rights of the displaced, as well as the legal obligations o f 
States to protect them. The core principle is non-refoulement, which asserts that a refugee should not be returned to a country 
where they face serious threats to their life or freedom.   
4 The EASO is a regulatory agency and independent European body which supports Member States and associate countries in 
dealing with refugees and asylum seekers procedures. 
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS II 

The EU’s relationship with the countries of the southern Mediterranean are tied to a series of 
political, technical and democratic conditions. Is this a justified approach, or does it risk 

reproducing inequalities and creating an unlevel playing field? With which principles should the 
EU approach its investment in the Southern Mediterranean? 

 

Submitted by: Atika Barjamaj (AL), Lorenzo Cavallero (IT), Sara Cricenti (IT), Luca Della 
Maggiora (IT), Emanuele Gaggero (IT), Zhanna Harutyunyan (AR),  Marta Luque 
(ES), Georgia Papasozomenou (CY), Mauro Tommasi (IT), Irene Patanè (IT, 
Chairperson) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,   

A. Realising that the diminishing interest of the EU in the Southern Mediterranean area has 
contributed to the current instability of the region, 

B. Noting with concern that the varying levels of interest amongst EU Members States in Euro-
Mediterranean relations undermine the political cohesion of the partnership, 

C. Further noting that the internal conflicts in the Southern Mediterranean partners, for example the 
Arab Spring and the Israeli-Palestinian conflict, hinder the Union for the Mediterranean’s (UfM)1 
activities and functioning, 

D. Aware that the principle of variable geometry2 facilitates the implementation of projects but 
undermines the integrity of UfM action, 

E. Deeply regretting that although the UfM has already implemented 33 projects on environmental 
sustainability, infrastructure and business investment in the southern Mediterranean, there is little 
systematic action in relation to human rights, political stability and security issues, 

F. Emphasising that EU Members States remain the dominant political power in the UfM despite the 
new system of co-shared presidency3, 

G. Deeply conscious that trade and economic cooperation between Southern Mediterranean 
partners and EU Member States are hindered by human and civil rights violations as well as 
internal security issues 

                                                                 
1 The Union for the Mediterranean (UfM) is an intergovernmental organisation bringing together the 28 European Union Member Sta tes 
and 15 countries from the Southern and Eastern shores of the Mediterranean.  
2 ‘Variable-geometry’ Europe is the term used to describe the idea of a method of differentiated integration in the European Union. 
Acknowledging the large differences between member states, the principle allows for varying levels of integration for each country in 
each policy area. 
3 The co-presidency of the UfM is shared by a representative of the European Union and a Southern Mediterranean country. 
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H. Fully convinced that the lack of political consistency and integrity of the UfM contributes to private 
sector reluctance to invest in Southern Mediterranean countries, 

I. Having considered that the consistent lack of funding from the European Investment Bank (EIB) in 
the Euro-Mediterranean partnership has been worsened by the financial crisis in 2008; 

 
 
1. Encourages the Business and Development Center (BDC)4 of the UfM to focus on investments and 

business projects that will also benefit non-Mediterranean EU Member States; 

2. Recommends the Parliamentary Assembly of the Union for the Mediterranean 5 to create a 
Conciliation Committee to guarantee the functioning of the UfM in cases of political conflict or 
crisis; 

3. Further recommends the UfM Secretariat include all of its member countries in projects and 
initiatives carried out in the region by:  

a) informing all UfM countries about the projects and initiatives in which they do not 
participate,  

b) inviting these non-participating countries as observers and advisors for these projects,  

c) allowing these observer countries to participate in these projects by providing financial and 
organisational support; 

4. Urges the UfM to promote the creation of a security and political stability initiative carried out by 
the Civil Affairs Committee of the UfM; 

5. Calls for the introduction of a new priority area for the UfM on humanitarian emergency actions in 
Southern Mediterranean countries and especially in those affected by war and conflict; 

6. Calls upon the UfM for the introduction of relative majority voting for the non-EU co-presidency; 

7. Supports the creation of a rotating system under which a non-EU member may co-preside again 
only after all other non-EU members in the rotation have held the presidency once; 

8. Designates the BDC of the UfM to provide the private sectors both in EU Member States and 
Southern Mediterranean countries’ with research on investment possibilities and resources in 
both the EU and the Southern Mediterranean countries; 

9. Further invites the BDC to set up a tax relief scheme for private investors from UfM countries 
starting a business in another UfM country; 

10. Expresses its hope for the European Commission to increase the availability of funds for the UfM 
from both the European Investment Bank (EIB)6 and the European Neighbourhood Instrument 
(ENI)7. 

                                                                 
4  Business and Development represents one of the six areas of priorities of the Union for the Mediterranean (UfM). The BDC is engaged 
in the implementation of specific projects and initiatives focused on the development of business, employment opportunities a nd 
employability skills. 
5 As the parliamentary institution of the UfM, the Parliamentary Assembly (PA-UfM) provides a framework for multilateral cooperation 
among elected representatives of the EU and its Southern Mediterranean partner countries. 
6 The European Investment Bank (EIB) provides funding for projects that help to achieve EU aims, both within and outside the EU. 
7 The new European Neighbourhood Instrument with a budget of €15.4 billion will provide the bulk of funding to the 16 partner countries 
covered by the European Neighbourhood Policy (ENP) in line with the principles of differentiation and the incentive based approach. 
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON EMPLOYMENT AND SOCIAL AFFAIRS 

The lost generation: With youth unemployment both north and south of the Mediterranean 
threatening to create an entire generation of long-term unemployed, what steps should the EU 

and its Member States take to create opportunities for their young citizens?  

 

Submitted by: Alberto Duretto (IT), Luca Giusquiami (IT), Mehwisch Khan (UK), Soňa 
Klestincova (SK), Elena Lafuente Navarro (ES), Stella Papathedoulou (CY), 
Margarett Romanovich (CY), Irene Terenghi (IT), Patrick Lavelle (IE, Vice-
President) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,   

A. Having studied that the benefits of implementing the Youth Guarantee Scheme far outweigh the 
costs, with the European Commission estimating the total cumulative cost of establishing the 
scheme in the Eurozone to be €21 billion per year, while the cumulative costs of NEETs1 to EU 
governments to be €153 billion per year2, 

B. Recognising that young people’s lack of work experience limits their employability, 

C. Observing that the rapid transition from primary and secondary to tertiary employment caused by 
technological advances has reduced job opportunities for low skilled workers and leaves them at 
greater risk of unemployment, 

D. Realising there is a skills gap between the content taught in the formal education system and skills 
required by employers, 

E. Convinced that Member States do not fully value non-formal education as an important part of the 
life-long learning process, 

F. Fully aware that in some Member States, a lack of funding deters young entrepreneurs from 
exploiting new creative opportunities, 

G. Taking into consideration that the increase in average life expectancy is raising the average age of 
retirement and reducing job openings for young people, 

H. Noting with the recent growth of non-standard contracts3 that can be employment traps for some 
young individuals instead of avenues to career growth; 

                                                                 
1 The term NEET (Not in Employment, Education or Training) is used to describe young people who are not engaged in any fo rm  
of employment, education or training. 
2 http://ec.europa.eu/social/main.jsp?catId=1079 
3 Non-standard forms of employment allow for adapting hours of work, organisation of working time and the responsiveness o f 
work to fluctuations in the demand for production or services. 
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1. Urges Member States to implement the Youth Guarantee4 scheme; 

2. Calls upon Member States to prioritise unemployed young people with no prior work experience in 
their internship schemes; 

3. Reminds Member States to regularly update training programmes for the unemployed to direct 
them towards job opportunities in sectors of future growth; 

4. Invites employers’ organisations to create reports of soft and hard skills5 required in different 
sectors and to convey these skills needs at universities via career summits; 

5. Appeals to Member States to have more regard for experience developed in non-formal 
educational settings such as those recognised by Youthpass certificates6; 

6. Directs the European Parliament and the Council of the EU to designate money for the creation of 
an EU public-private microfinance7 programme focused especially towards providing loans with 
suitable interest rates for young entrepreneurs with innovative ideas; 

7. Encourages Member States and employers to enable full-time employees nearing retirement to 
shift to part-time work and take advantage of mentoring programmes to share their job 
experience with the young generation; 

8. Suggest Member States be vigilant of employers using non-typical contracts abusively. 

                                                                 
4  The Youth Guarantee aims to ensure that all young people under 25 – whether registered with employment services or not – 
get a good-quality, concrete offer of a job, apprenticeship, traineeship or continued education within 4 months of them leav in g 
formal education or becoming unemployed. EU countries endorsed the principle of the Youth Guarantee in April 2013.  
5 Hard skills are specific, teachable abilities that can be defined and measured, such as math, foreign language proficiency an d 
the ability to use software programs. Soft skills are skills that are less tangible and harder to quantify, such as people skills, 
teamwork and leadership traits. 
6 The Youthpass certificate is a recognition instrument that helps to document the development of competences, as well as to 
confirm participation in projects supported by Erasmus+: Youth in Action. 
7 Microfinance is a source of financial services for entrepreneurs and small businesses lacking access to banking and related 
services. 
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MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION BY 
THE COMMITTEE ON SECURITY AND DEFENSE 

By 2016, an estimated 3,000 people have lost their lives trying to cross the Mediterranean, with 
thousands still willing to risk their lives to reach Europe by sea. The rise in the number of refugees 
has brought with it a vicious trade in human trafficking: what can both the states of departure and 

those of arrival in the EU do to tackle traffickers?  

 

Submitted by: Elise Blandenier (CH), Giovanni Gabbianelli (IT), Davide Gonella (IT), Giulia 
Marchiò (IT), Martina Marino (IT), Lara Nissim Bogdanov (ES), Antea Pamuković 
(HR), Levon Shoyan (AM), Francesco Toso (IT), Maële Euzen (FR, Chairperson) 
 
 
 
 

The European Youth Parliament,  

A. Concerned by the lack of cooperation between Member States, European institutions, and NGOs in 
the fight against human trafficking, 

B. Alarmed that the extent of human trafficking, as well as the lack of cooperation between EU Member 
States and non-Member States makes prosecuting traffickers and rescuing victims extremely difficult, 

C. Aware that the lack of integration of refugees, especially from minorities, increases their vulnerability 
to human trafficking, 

D. Deeply concerned that the length of the asylum procedure and the lack of provision for medical, 
psychological and legal needs further increases the risk of trafficking, 

E. Taking into account the difficulty of tracing money illegally earned by traffickers, 

F. Bearing in mind that the demand for sexual services and cheap labour fosters human trafficking, 

G. Noting with regret that working illegally exposes sex workers, possible victims of human trafficking, 
to greater risks and reduces their willingness to contact law enforcement agencies, 

H. Deeply regretting the lack of awareness on human trafficking in the general population, 

 
 
1. Recommends the negotiation of information-sharing conventions on human trafficking between 

countries of departure and transit countries, especially Turkey and Lebanon, and the European Union 
(EU); 
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2. Suggests Member States, Europol1, Frontex2, and NGOs cooperate to share information, improve 
investigation, and increase border controls to:  

a) follow the movement of refugees along their journey through Europe through joint use of the 
Eurodac3 data base, 

b) track the origin of products produced through exploitative labour, 

c) trace bank details possibly linked with human trafficking; 

3. Urges Member States and the Council of the European Union to adopt the Dublin III regulation 
reform4; 

4. Asks EU Member States to decriminalise both the sale and purchase of sexual services to ease access 
to law enforcement for sex workers and victims of human trafficking in particular;  

5. Encourages the United Nations High Commissioner on Refugees (UNCHR), in coordination with NGOs 
to provide for refugees in reception centres within countries of transit and arrival by:  

a) ensuring that basic needs of refugees are covered, 

b) hiring more staff, especially medically and psychologically trained staff,  

c) provide legal counselling and support through legal procedures;  

6. Invites EU Member States to set up internet resources with information on refugee’s rights and 
providing guidance on how to exercise these rights; 

7. Proposes the creation of a label for both consumers and intermediate companies, guaranteeing that 
goods have been produced without exploitative labour. 

                                                                 
1 Eu ro p o l is the law enforcement agency of the European Union which handles criminal intelligence and serious international 
organised crime by means of cooperation between the relevant authorities of the states, including those tasked with customs, 
immigration services, border and financial police. 
2 Frontex is the European Agency in charge of monitoring the external borders of the Schengen Area and coordinating the differen t  
national borders authorities. 
3 Eu rodac is a European database recording the fingerprints of asylum seekers and irregular border-crossers over the age of 14. This 
database is accompanied of an automated fingerprint identification system allowing to trace refugees among Member States and 
thus to know if they already crossed or applied in another Member States.  
4 The D u b lin  I I I  Regu lat io n  provides the legal basis for establishing the criteria and the mechanism of distribution of asylum 
application among EU Member States, Iceland, Norway, Liechtenstein, and Switzerland. According to Dublin III, refugees should 
register and ask for asylum in the first EU country they arrive in, leading refugees to illegally enter in and cross Europe and therefore 
be more exposed to human trafficking. The reform of Dublin III aims at changing the refugee allocation scheme, en su r in g a q u ic k 
access to asylum procedure as well as a more efficient registration of refugees by allowing refugees to register in their country of 
arrival without having to apply for asylum there. 
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