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Europe must deliver at the 
level closest to the citizens 
Subsidiarity: Past, present  
and future

Michael Schneider

Abstract
Subsidiarity is a core value of the European People’s Party. It has been incorporated in the EU 
treaties to ensure that decisions are taken as closely as possible to the citizens. At a time when 
citizens are increasingly putting Europe’s democratic legitimacy into question, it is essential 
to place this principle at the heart of discourse on the EU. The Task Force on Subsidiarity, 
Proportionality and Doing Less More Efficiently, which was set up by European Commission 
President Jean-Claude Juncker in November 2018, has identified a ‘new way of working’. It gives 
local, regional and national authorities a stronger voice in EU policymaking, with the aim of 
improving the quality and effectiveness of legislation. If implemented by the different institutions, 
it will both ensure that EU legislation adds value and lead to the member states and their regions 
and cities taking greater ownership of EU decisions. And these developments, in turn, will help 
reconnect Europe with its citizens.
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Introduction

The EU’s credibility has suffered recently. The Union has been successfully moving 
from crisis to crisis by stemming the influx of migrants and safeguarding the euro. But it 
would appear that citizens do not find the solutions convincing. Moreover, one finds 
among the people of the EU a growing perception of a democratic deficit or disconnect, 
and a feeling that there is a lack of accountability in decision-making. On the other hand, 
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trust in local and regional authorities remains high (European Commission 2018c). This 
explains the European People’s Party’s (EPP) vision of an efficient and democratic 
Union that is closer to its citizens. The party pleads for ‘greater transparency and more 
involvement at the level of regions and local communities, which are represented by the 
European Committee of the Regions’ and suggests that ‘EU institutions should also sys-
tematically reach out to regional and municipal authorities, which on the whole enjoy 
greater trust from citizens’ (EPP 2017, 12–13). The EPP’s notion of a Europe that secures 
our future also clearly identifies the need to enhance subsidiarity and solidarity, as these 
are principles which function as guardians of the treaties.

The challenge is to bring Europe closer to the citizens. The EU needs to put citizens 
at the centre of its policies. The subsidiarity principle1 provides the perfect framework 
for this as it ensures that decisions are taken at the most appropriate level: European, 
national, regional or local. The principle of subsidiarity must thus be the yardstick for the 
democratic legitimacy of EU legislation since it is the main tool for analysing and clari-
fying the role of the different levels of governance in shaping policies which benefit all 
EU citizens. Subsidiarity has to be communicated in a language that citizens understand. 
It also needs to move beyond narrow theoretical legal debates and be imbued with new 
life. This article argues that there is a new way of working on subsidiarity that provides 
an opportunity for all players involved in the EU decision-making process to produce 
better, more acceptable and more citizen-friendly legislation.

Subsidiarity as a core EPP value and guiding EU principle

The term ‘subsidiarity’ was invented by the forefathers of the EPP political family in 
the framework of Christian Social Teaching in the nineteenth century. The principle 
of subsidiarity was first introduced in 1978 in the EPP Political Programme, where it 
was stated that ‘political power should be decentralised wherever possible’ (Tensen 
et al. 2014). Since then, the principle of subsidiarity has been included in all EPP 
documents on core values. According to the late Wilfried Martens, nine-time Belgian 
prime minister and a former president of the EPP, ‘It is so important to our political 
family because, like few other values, it distinguishes us from most of our competi-
tors’ (Martens 2012). Indeed, subsidiarity is a clear example of a concept that origi-
nates from Christian Democratic thinking on the dispersion of state power by 
decentralisation. Having been translated into policy and accepted as a general princi-
ple in EU law, it has over the years gone from inspiring the EPP to becoming a guid-
ing principle of EU action.

Subsidiarity first appeared in the EU treaties in 1986, when the Single European Act 
came into effect. At that point it only concerned environmental policy. It became a gen-
eral principle in EU law in 1993 with the entry into force of the Maastricht Treaty, which 
simultaneously created the European Committee of the Regions (CoR) and the modern 
EU. It is no coincidence that both advances occurred at the same time. The two must be 
viewed together. The introduction of subsidiarity reflected the concerns of the German 
states (the Länder) about centralisation (Follesdal 1998), whereas the creation of the 
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CoR brought the EU closer to its citizens and gave regions and cities, albeit in a consulta-
tive role, a direct voice in EU decision-making.

These developments were confirmed and further reinforced by the Lisbon Treaty, 
which introduced a subnational dimension to subsidiarity. It explicitly acknowledges that 
certain objectives may be best achieved at the local and regional level. Regional parlia-
ments with legislative powers were included in the ‘Early Warning System’, which was 
established to monitor application of the principle of subsidiary. (It is true that these 
parliaments were granted only a consultation role and were not given the direct voting 
powers accorded to national parliaments.) In addition, the CoR was empowered to bring 
action to annul EU legislation that did not comply with the principle of subsidiarity. In 
this way the Committee moved from being a promoter of subsidiarity to becoming a fully 
fledged guardian of the principle.

From the outset, the CoR has seen subsidiarity as an instrument of proximity, effi-
ciency and accountability. When the principle of subsidiarity is applied correctly, deci-
sions are taken as closely as possible to citizens and at the level of government where the 
intended policy objectives can be achieved most effectively. The effective application of 
the principle thus enhances the democratic legitimacy of European governance, helps to 
achieve better regulation and increases public acceptance of decisions.

For these reasons the CoR is committed to ensuring that this principle is respected and 
effectively applied. It has invested in creating a culture of subsidiarity by engaging with 
regional parliaments, and with local and regional authorities and their associations. This 
it does mainly through its Subsidiarity Monitoring Network (European Committee of the 
Regions 2019b) and REGPEX (Regional Parliament Exchange) online exchange plat-
form (European Committee of the Regions 2019a). Through the organisation of its bien-
nial Subsidiarity Conferences, high-level interinstitutional symposia, it has promoted 
dialogue with all relevant EU institutions on the principle, its monitoring and its applica-
tion. Over time it has gradually developed its expertise in subsidiarity through the work 
of its Subsidiarity Steering Group, which is supported by an expert group. The CoR sees 
the need to move ahead with subsidiarity. It seeks to ensure that better regulation and 
subsidiarity do not remain abstract concepts: they need to be revitalised.

Rethinking subsidiarity

Despite all the advances in subsidiarity that have been made in the treaties, there is no 
consensus on what subsidiarity means. Thus, it regularly comes up in the EU debate, 
particularly whenever the EU’s legitimacy and its political project are called into ques-
tion. Having placed subsidiarity at the core of his Commission, and following balance of 
competence reviews in the UK and the Netherlands, European Commission President 
Jean-Claude Juncker elevated the matter to the institutional level. He set the Commission 
on the path of being ‘big on big things, and small on small things’ (Juncker 2014). And 
in his 2017 State of the Union speech, he announced the creation of a task force on sub-
sidiarity and proportionality.
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The Task Force on Subsidiarity, Proportionality and Doing Less More Efficiently, 
with a term limited to half a year, was to (1) recommend ways in which the Union’s 
institutions and bodies can apply the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality more 
effectively, (2) identify policy areas where work could be re-delegated to the member 
states and (3) look for ways to better involve local and regional authorities in policymak-
ing and the implementation of EU policies.

One of the special features of the Task Force was its new way of approaching subsidi-
arity, which involved combining three quite different yet complementary elements:

1. the analysis of a possible return of competences, in line with the Juncker 
Commission’s efforts to be ‘big on big things, and small on small things’;

2. the recurring debate on how to improve the governance of subsidiarity;

3. a much broader element, looking at ways to increase the legitimacy and efficiency 
of EU policymaking via the greater involvement of local and regional authorities.

Both this combination and the short period of time the Task Force had to complete its 
deliberations allowed for a constructive approach to emerge. Subsidiarity was looked at 
pragmatically and not simplistically—as being about more or less Europe, let alone 
about ‘renationalisation’. And so understood, it was put at the heart of the debate.

The six Task Force members,2 three representing national parliaments and three the 
CoR—the European Parliament did not take up the invitation to participate—worked inten-
sively under the chairmanship of European Commission First Vice-President Franz 
Timmermans. The Task Force produced a final report containing 5 broad ‘conclusions’, 9 
‘recommendations’, and 36 ‘implementation actions’ to be taken by different institutions: 
national parliaments; national, regional and local authorities; the European Parliament; the 
Council; the CoR; and the European Commission (Task Force on Subsidiarity 2018).

Perhaps unexpectedly—but from a political perspective, very significantly—the Task 
Force itself, as well as the contributions received from others, ruled out repatriating to 
member states any EU competences or policy areas, in whole or in part. Rather, the Task 
Force concluded that EU-level action added value in all existing areas of activity. It states 
in its report that, rather than discussing the re-delegation of policy areas to the member-
state level, it is important (1) to address ‘weaknesses’ in the current policymaking pro-
cess by involving the national, regional and local levels more closely and (2) to develop 
a more ‘active’ and shared understanding of subsidiarity in order to increase the effec-
tiveness and legitimacy of EU action (Task Force on Subsidiarity 2018, 7).

A new way of working

The Task Force took a completely new approach to its work, turning the discussion on 
subsidiarity vom Kopf auf die Füsse (to borrow a phrase from Karl Marx)—that is, it 
turned the discussion the right way up again. Instead of theoretical legal discussions, it 
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asked itself the practical question, How can the ideas of subsidiarity and proportionality 
have a better effect, in concrete terms, on the different phases of the political decision-
making process? This is how the Task Force arrived at a ‘new way of working’. This new 
approach brings together certain facets of subsidiarity that have been discussed since the 
principle was first introduced in the treaties and truly innovative ideas on how to opera-
tionalise the principle and make EU legislative processes more legitimate.

The innovative ideas have been carried over into the Task Force’s recommendations. 
These ideas cover five main objectives:

1. To ensure the systematic participation of all levels—national, regional and 
local—in a tailor-made way in the making and shaping of EU policies. The 
European Commission should raise awareness of opportunities to contribute to 
policy formulation. It should also promote the participation of local and regional 
authorities by designing specific questionnaires, providing greater feedback on 
these authorities’ views and making these views more visible.

2. To carry out systematic impact assessments and collect evidence of the added 
value of both the European Commission’s legislative processes and the negotia-
tion phase with co-legislators.

3. To have all stakeholders reach a common understanding of subsidiarity and to 
intensify cooperation between the EU institutions and the other levels on the 
basis of a common assessment grid. The consistent use of such a jointly agreed 
audit grid in the subsidiarity monitoring of the institutions and the various politi-
cal levels would also give the results greater visibility and make it easier to com-
pare results from different sources. A model grid, a sort of questionnaire, based 
on the one developed by the CoR to carry out its own subsidiarity monitoring, 
was annexed to the report.

4. To evaluate and improve existing legislation, involving the local and regional 
levels more closely in providing information on how EU legislation actually 
works (or does not work) on the ground. This would be done mainly through a 
network of regional hubs which would collect and channel opinions and hard 
data on the implementation of legislation (see below).

5. To reduce the regulatory density within individual policy areas. Legislation in 
some areas has become excessively ‘dense’, not least in response to the decreas-
ing trust among member states and between them and the EU level. To reduce 
this density, a careful case-by-case evaluation of existing and future legislation is 
necessary. The European Commission should propose an appropriate process for 
this evaluation, based on an improved version of the existing REFIT (regulatory 
fitness and performance) initiative.

Due to time constraints, the Task Force was able to illustrate the latter objective with 
only one example: cohesion policy. Here the disproportionate amount of detail in regula-
tions can be reduced, and in this way, great progress can be made towards bringing the 
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EU closer to its citizens whilst ‘doing less more efficiently’. Several of the European 
Commission’s proposals for the cohesion policy regulations for 2021–7 derive from both 
a series of CoR opinions adopted over the course of the current programming period and 
a series of technical workshops staged in 2016 and 2017. These workshops were organ-
ised in cooperation with the Dutch and Slovak Council presidencies and other institu-
tional partners. These proposals were also presented to the Task Force (European 
Committee of the Regions 2018a). Amongst those that were included in the European 
Commission’s draft cohesion policy regulation for after 2020 are the following:

−−   Much simpler, clearer wording has been used throughout the cohesion policy 
regulation. As a result, the number of words in the European Commission’s cur-
rent proposal has been reduced by almost 50%.

−−   With regard to the audit requirements, seven shared management funds are cov-
ered by a single framework. This simple, yet comprehensive rule book provides 
aligned implementation rules for all these funds.

−−   The number of enabling conditions has been reduced from 40 to 20. In particu-
lar, the thematic enabling conditions are now more clearly linked to the strategic 
policy frameworks in the specific areas.

−−   Overlaps between the content of Partnership Agreements and Operational 
Programmes have been eliminated. The new Partnership Agreement is a sim-
pler and leaner document which can no longer be changed after initial 
adoption.

These innovations will not only significantly decrease the administrative burden for 
managing authorities and beneficiaries, but also substantially strengthen the principle of 
subsidiarity and proportionality. As a result, they can contribute to the effectiveness of 
programmes, increase the legitimacy of legislation, strengthen citizens’ commitment and 
help them take ownership of these programmes (Radzyner et al. 2014).

Having used this particular case to illustrate the general need to untangle legislation, 
the Task Force concluded that such evaluations should be pursued in other policy areas 
from a longer-term perspective. Together with more commonly discussed proposals to 
improve the participation of national and regional parliaments,3 these recommendations 
form part of the new approach of ‘active subsidiarity’. All of these proposals and recom-
mendations focus on bringing a constructive approach to subsidiarity in the shaping of 
efficient EU laws that make sense on the ground.

Active subsidiarity in the CoR

The CoR has called on all EU institutions to implement the recommendations of the Task 
Force. It welcomes the changes the European Commission intends to introduce to its 
policymaking process as a result of its work (European Commission 2018a). 
Simultaneously the CoR has sought to lead by example and has begun implementing 
those of the Task Force’s recommendations that fall within its remit (European Committee 
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of the Regions 2018b). One of these is Recommendation 8, which states: ‘In general, the 
experiences of local and regional authorities and their networks should be fully taken 
into account when EU legislation is monitored and evaluated. The Committee of the 
Regions should implement a new pilot network of regional hubs to support reviews of 
policy implementation’ (Task Force on Subsidiarity 2018, 20).

Local and regional authorities are responsible for implementing around 70% of EU 
legislation. These levels have valuable expertise gained from the day-to-day application 
of EU regulations. The EU should draw on this expertise when preparing or reviewing 
legislation so that laws are effective on the ground and their regional impact is taken into 
account. This is the context for the CoR’s newly created pilot project of regional hubs.

The pilot project will review the implementation of a selected number of EU policies 
(such as public procurement, climate change and cohesion). It will bring together the 
first-hand experience of regions and pass its conclusions on to the EU institutions and 
other relevant stakeholders. In this way the pilot project will make it easier to design new 
regulations and review existing ones. It will also strengthen the role of the CoR in moni-
toring the implementation of EU legislation and reinforce the work of the Committee’s 
Subsidiarity Monitoring Network. The project will initially run for 2 years, involving 20 
partner regions and an equal number of associate regions. If successful, it will pave the 
way for a wider, long-term project accessible to local and regional authorities across 
Europe. This project would get underway in 2021.

The CoR will also contribute to other Task Force recommendations where it can make 
a difference. It can, for example, raise awareness, promote the participation of local and 
regional authorities in tailor-made consultations, and help create links between the 
regional and national parliaments’ individual subsidiarity monitoring platforms. The 
European Summit of Regions and Cities in March 2019 offered a further opportunity to 
discuss the Task Force’s recommendations. The Summit of EPP Regional and Local 
Leaders in Bucharest, that immediately followed, confirmed the EPP-CoR’s commit-
ment to take this agenda forward in its Manifesto “We want a European Union with the 
people and for the people” (EPP-CoR, 2019).

The CoR has been vocal in its support of the Task Force; and in its follow-up to the 
Task Force’s work, it continues to demonstrate its commitment. The CoR calls for the 
momentum to be maintained to ensure that all of the positive recommendations related 
to subsidiarity and the involvement of local and regional authorities are fully imple-
mented. The CoR is happy with the positive response from the European Commission to 
these recommendations (European Commission 2018a) and is expecting the incoming 
Commission to take up where its predecessor left off.

Conclusion

In essence subsidiarity is about making decisions at the lowest level possible. It has the 
potential to bridge the gap between the EU and its citizens. Despite its key importance 
as a guiding principle for EU action, its application remains to this day a challenge for 
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all those involved. In its recent work the Task Force on Subsidiarity, Proportionality 
and Doing Less More Efficiently has taken a pragmatic approach and has opened up 
new avenues. It fully recognises the need for more Union action in areas where new 
challenges are emerging and where citizens see a role for the EU. These areas include 
security, defence and migration. The new way of working outlined above is that which 
the Task Force has proposed to ensure the Union works more efficiently. This new 
approach would allow the EU, despite its limited resources, to act on new fronts such 
as those just listed. The Task Force therefore concludes that rather than discussing the 
re-delegation of policy areas to the member-state level, it is important (1) to address 
‘weaknesses’ in the current policymaking process by involving the national, regional 
and local levels more closely and (2) to develop a more ‘active’ and shared understand-
ing of subsidiarity. Besides allowing the Union to use its resources more efficiently, 
implementing the Task Force’s recommendations could lead to more inclusive and 
effective EU legislation and increase the legitimacy of EU action in the eyes of its 
citizens.

The work of the Task Force should thus be seen as the beginning of an open-ended 
process. As President Juncker himself put it upon receiving the report, ‘I hope the leaders 
of the other institutions and national authorities will join me in putting these reflections 
at the heart of the future work of our Union’ (European Commission 2018b).

Subsidiarity is a central value of the EPP political family. The principle has a promi-
nent position in the EPP Regional and Local Manifesto and in the EPP Manifesto for the 
2019 EU elections and is supported by the EPP Spitzenkandidat for European Commission 
president. Subsidiarity must become one of the top priorities of the next European 
Parliament and Commission. After all, subsidiarity is all about bringing the decision-
making process closer to the people—and this is an essential EPP value.

Notes

1. The principles of subsidiarity and proportionality are laid down in Article 5 of the Treaty on 
European Union. The subsidiarity principle aims to ensure that decisions are taken as closely 
as possible to the citizens and that the EU does not take action unless doing so would be more 
effective than if action were taken at the national, regional or local level. The proportionality 
principle limits the exercise of the EU’s powers to what is necessary to achieve the objectives 
of the treaties.

2. The CoR’s members in the Task Force were CoR President Karl-Heinz Lambertz, CoR 
Subsidiarity Coordinator Michael Schneider and Commission for Constitutional Affairs 
Chair François Decoster. National parliaments were represented in the Task Force by politi-
cians from each of the three countries in the EU Council’s trio presidency: Toomas Vitsut 
(Estonia), Kristian Vigenin (Bulgaria) and Reinhold Lopatka (Austria).

3. These proposals included extending the period in which these parliaments need to sub-
mit their reasoned opinions under the Early Warning System and linking regional and 
national parliament subsidiarity screening work via these parliaments’ online platforms: 
REGPEX (Regional Parliament Exchange) and IPEX (Inter-Parliamentary Exchange), 
respectively.



24 European View 18(1)

References

EPP. (2019). Manifesto: ‘Let’s open the next chapter for Europe together’, https://www.manfred-
weber.eu/about-we/. Accessed 8 April 2019.

EPP. (2017). Congress document: ‘Europe secures our future’. Adopted at the EPP Congress, 
Malta, 29–30 March 2017. https://www.epp.eu/files/uploads/2017/04/Congress-document-
%E2%80%98Europe-secures-our-Future%E2%80%99.pdf. Accessed 13 February 2019.

European Committee of the Regions. (2018a). CoR proposals for the simplification of ESI funds: 
Preliminary contribution to Objective 2 of the Subsidiarity Task Force. CoR delegation to the 
Task Force on Subsidiarity, Proportionality and Doing Less More Efficiently. 21 March. https://
ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/cor-contribution-on-the-simplification 
-cohesion-funds.pdf. Accessed 13 February 2019.

European Committee of the Regions. (2018b). Declaration of the Bureau on the implementation 
of the principles of subsidiarity and proportionality. 14 September. https://memportal.cor 
.europa.eu/Handlers/ViewDoc.ashx?doc=COR-2018-03130-00-02-DECL-TRA-EN.docx. 
Accessed 13 February.

European Committee of the Regions. (2019a). REGPEX. https://portal.cor.europa.eu/subsidiarity/
regpex/Pages/default.aspx. Accessed 14 February 2019.

European Committee of the Regions. (2019b). The subsidiarity monitoring network. https://portal 
.cor.europa.eu/subsidiarity/thesmn/Pages/default.aspx. Accessed 14 February 2019.

European Commission. (2018a). The principles of subsidiarity and proportionality: Strengthening 
their role in the EU’s policymaking. Communication, COM (2018) 703 final. 23 October. https://
ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/communication-principles-subsidiarity-proportionality 
-strengthening-role-policymaking_en.pdf. Accessed 14 February 2019.

European Commission. (2018b). Subsidiarity and proportionality: Task force presents recommen-
dations on a new way of working to President Juncker. Press release, IP/18/4393. 10 July. 
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-18-4393_en.htm. Accessed 14 February 2019.

European Commission. (2018c). Standard Eurobarometer report 89 on public opinion in the 
EU: Spring 2018. http://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/ResultDoc 
/download/DocumentKy/83546. Accessed 25 February 2019.

European People’s Party Group in the European Committee of the Regions. (2019). EPP Regional 
and Local Manifesto in view of the 2019 European elections “We want a European Union 
with the people and for the people”, http://epp.cor.europa.eu/files/uploads/2019/03/EPP-
Regional-and-Local-Manifesto-EN.pdf. Accessed 8 April 2019.

Follesdal, A. (1998). Subsidiarity. The Journal of Political Philosophy, 6(2), 231–59.
Juncker, J.-C. (2014). The Juncker Commission: The right team to deliver change. Press con-

ference. 10 September. http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_SPEECH-14-585_en.htm. 
Accessed 25 February 2019.

Martens, W. (2012). European values in the new global context. https://www.robert-schuman.eu 
/en/doc/ouvrages/plus/rs-2012-wm-en.pdf. Accessed 25 February 2019.

Radzyner, A., Tödtling-Schönhofer, H., Frangenheim, A., Mendez, C., Bachtler, J., Charles, D., & 
Granqvist, K. (2014). An assessment of multilevel governance in cohesion policy 2007–2013. 
Vol. 1. Study requested by the European Parliament’s Committee on Regional Development. 
January. http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/etudes/join/2014/514004/IPOL 
-REGI_ET%282014%29514004_EN.pdf. Accessed 14 February 2019.

Task Force on Subsidiarity, Proportionality and Doing Less More Efficiently. (2018). Active sub-
sidiarity: A new way of working. Report. https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political 
/files/report-task-force-subsidiarity-proportionality-and-doing-less-more-efficiently_en.pdf. 
Accessed 13 February 2019.

https://www.manfredweber.eu/about-we/
https://www.manfredweber.eu/about-we/
https://www.epp.eu/files/uploads/2017/04/Congress-document-%E2%80%98Europe-secures-our-Future%E2%80%99.pdf
https://www.epp.eu/files/uploads/2017/04/Congress-document-%E2%80%98Europe-secures-our-Future%E2%80%99.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/cor-contribution-on-the-simplification-cohesion-funds.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/cor-contribution-on-the-simplification-cohesion-funds.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/cor-contribution-on-the-simplification-cohesion-funds.pdf
https://memportal.cor.europa.eu/Handlers/ViewDoc.ashx?doc=COR-2018-03130-00-02-DECL-TRA-EN.docx
https://memportal.cor.europa.eu/Handlers/ViewDoc.ashx?doc=COR-2018-03130-00-02-DECL-TRA-EN.docx
https://portal.cor.europa.eu/subsidiarity/regpex/Pages/default.aspx
https://portal.cor.europa.eu/subsidiarity/regpex/Pages/default.aspx
https://portal.cor.europa.eu/subsidiarity/thesmn/Pages/default.aspx
https://portal.cor.europa.eu/subsidiarity/thesmn/Pages/default.aspx
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/communication-principles-subsidiarity-proportionality-strengthening-role-policymaking_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/communication-principles-subsidiarity-proportionality-strengthening-role-policymaking_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/communication-principles-subsidiarity-proportionality-strengthening-role-policymaking_en.pdf
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_IP-18-4393_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/ResultDoc/download/DocumentKy/83546
http://ec.europa.eu/commfrontoffice/publicopinion/index.cfm/ResultDoc/download/DocumentKy/83546
http://epp.cor.europa.eu/files/uploads/2019/03/EPP-Regional-and-Local-Manifesto-EN.pdf
http://epp.cor.europa.eu/files/uploads/2019/03/EPP-Regional-and-Local-Manifesto-EN.pdf
http://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_SPEECH-14-585_en.htm
https://www.robert-schuman.eu/en/doc/ouvrages/plus/rs-2012-wm-en.pdf
https://www.robert-schuman.eu/en/doc/ouvrages/plus/rs-2012-wm-en.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/etudes/join/2014/514004/IPOL-REGI_ET%282014%29514004_EN.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/etudes/join/2014/514004/IPOL-REGI_ET%282014%29514004_EN.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/report-task-force-subsidiarity-proportionality-and-doing-less-more-efficiently_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/sites/beta-political/files/report-task-force-subsidiarity-proportionality-and-doing-less-more-efficiently_en.pdf


Schneider 25

Tensen, B., Novotný, V., Reho, F. O., & Van Hecke, S. (2014). The Christian Democratic origins 
of the European People’s Party: Values and relevance for policies. Wilfried Martens Centre 
for European Studies. November. https://martenscentre.eu/sites/default/files/publication 
-files/christian_democratic_origins_of_the_epp-web.pdf. Accessed 13 February 2019.

Author biography

Michael Schneider is State Secretary for Federal and European Affairs in 
the government of Saxony-Anhalt, led by Prime Minister Reiner Haseloff 
(CDU). Since 2010 he has been President of the EPP Group in the CoR, and 
since 2012 he is also President of the CoR’s Steering Group on Subsidiarity. 
He was a member of the Task Force on Subsidiarity, Proportionality and 
Doing Less More Efficiently, which was established by European 
Commission President Jean-Claude Juncker in November 2017.

https://martenscentre.eu/sites/default/files/publication-files/christian_democratic_origins_of_the_epp-web.pdf
https://martenscentre.eu/sites/default/files/publication-files/christian_democratic_origins_of_the_epp-web.pdf

