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Letter to Editor

EU Common Energy Policy 
and the Energy Security of Slovakia 

The increases in oil and gas prices, dependence upon energy imports, supply 

outages caused by political or technological factors or global warming 

– those are the topics we are daily confronted with on local and European 

levels. Energy is and will be even more intensively the key factor of many 

conflicts unraveling in the political, economical, and unfortunately, even the 

military field. Only players of a global format can act efficiently on this global 

chessboard. The only way to ensure that the voice of Europe will be heard, and 

more importantly respected, is the establishment of a stable and operational 

EU Energy policy. According to the Eurobarometer survey it is supported by as 

many as 62% of Europeans and it seems that a consensus was also reached 

among the leaders of member states at the 2005 Hampton Court Summit. At 

this point I would like to emphasize one of the important aspects of the policy 

which we are talking about today. The majority of the instruments necessary 

to achieve its goals are not in the hands of the Energy Commissioner Piebalgs, 

but in the hands of his colleagues from the governments and parliaments 

of member states. Their responsible behavior and the ability to fulfill their 

commitments, even though it may not be pleasant to local interest groups for 

example, are therefore very important. 

As mentioned before, the initiative of the Commission was given a green 

light after the EU Council summit in Hampton Court. A green book named the 
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European Strategy for Sustainable, Competitive and Secure Energy was adopted in 

March 2006. The name itself defines the three fundamental pillars on which 

the EU Energy Policy stands: sustainability, security and competition. 

The pillar of sustainability is primarily focused on the impact of energy 

production and consumption on the environment, so that future generations 

will not have to pay for our mistakes. This pillar represents the coordination 

or even blending with the European Environmental policy. Up to 80% 

of all greenhouse gases in the EU are linked to energy, and the situation 

is deteriorating. Therefore it is time to act. The EU is fully aware of this 

responsibility and that’s why today it is the world leader in initiatives to 

lower greenhouse gas emissions and dampen global warming. The EU does 

not even hesitate to adopt unilateral commitments beyond the framework of 

international treaties. To be more precise I will quote the initiative Energy for 
a Changing World, in which the EU has committed to decrease greenhouse gas 

emissions by 20% and in the case that others will adopt similar measures, by 

30% by the year 2020. By the year 2020 the use of renewable energy sources 

should constitute 20% of the energy mix and the use of biofuels by 10% of the 

total consumption of oil and petrol in transportation. These goals will require 

fundamental structural changes in energy production – the transition to ‘low-

carbon’ technologies and of course increasing energy efficiency. I’m looking 

forward to the discussion on how Slovakia is planning to contribute to the 

successful fulfillment of these goals through its new energy strategy. 

The security of supplies is the second pillar of the EU Energy Policy. It bears 

an internal and external dimension. More than half the energy consumed by 

the EU is imported mostly from regions that cannot be perceived as stable 

and predictable in the long-term horizon. The increases in oil and gas prices 

along with supply outages caused by political problems represent serious risk 

factors undermining the stable and predictable development of the European 

economy. If nothing changes, the EU will be forced to import as much as 84% 

of its consumption of gas and 93% of its consumption of oil in the year 2030. 

The key question is from where and how. The answer lies in decreasing the 

dependence on fossil fuels and in the diversification of sources. This issue is 

surely very topical to Slovakia with its current single-sided import.

The internal dimension of supply security consists of the insufficient 

capacity and quality of the infrastructure, which fails to meet the needs of 

the increasing demand. Europe is faced either with investments into energy 

networks, worth hundreds of billions, or with ever more frequent power 

shortages and a decline in the quality of offered services. The existence of 

government preferred monopolies and thus the lack of competitive pressure 

is one of the main reasons for the lagging of investments in this sector. 
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That is also why the third pillar of the EU Energy Policy is the support of 

real competition in a single market. Of course the status quo benefits the 

dominant companies under direct or indirect protection of the state. But, new 

service providers and customers are discriminated against in various forms. 

This is the light in which the EU regulations should also be viewed: not like free 

market restraining but as a free market creating measures in an environment 

which cannot be called competitive even by the greatest optimists. 

The Commission is presenting a number of measures, of which I will only 

mention the newest one – the third reform package from September 2007. 

What are its main goals? First of all it’s the ownership unbundling – that is 

the separation of production and distribution of energy and gas from their 

transmission. This measure will be in force for foreign companies investing 

in distribution in the EU as well. The objective of this measure is to prevent 

discrimination against distribution and production companies by the owner 

of the transmission networks. In the end this should bring the customer 

more options as well as better and cheaper energy. On the other hand it is 

of course a politically and economically very sensitive question which has 

encountered opposition mainly from Germany and France. Other alternatives 

to unbundling are currently in discussion, so that the actors in the market 

can choose from multiple options on how to harmonize their ownership 

structure with EU legislation. The strengthening and coordination of national 

regulation bodies, so that along with the forming European agency they are 

able to more adequately react to the problems bearing a cross-border element 

is also an important part of the third reform package.

The nascent holistic approach of the EU including the energy policy, the 

single market policy, the environmental policy and the foreign and security 

policy is a reaction to the present global political and economic challenges. 

One of the preconditions to its success is the support of member states. 

Mass democracy and populism are 

two phenomena that have always been 

closely related to each other. In Central 

and Eastern Europe in particular, and in 

many other underdeveloped regions of 

the world as well, the national emanci-

pation, democratization and populism 

went hand in hand. Populist politics in-

corporated and mobilized peasants into 

nationals and complemented weak (or 

absent) social democratic politics. Not 

only under state socialism, the populist 

‘golden era’ of the first half of the twen-

tieth century is felt in Eastern Europe 

to this day. 

After the fall of state socialism 

populism became the major source of 

discussions among the analysts, policy 

experts as well as academics, as it rep-

resented danger for liberal-democratic 

consolidation. For some analysts, pop-

ulism represented a threat to democ-

racy – and it certainly did at least in 

certain periods of 1990s and in coun-

tries such as Slovakia, if we consider 

liberal-secular democracy as a desir-

able model for Central Europe – for 

others, populism represented a sort of 

democratic emancipation, inseparable 

from post-socialist transformation. 

Moreover, most of the experts argued 

that populism in countries like Slova-

kia, Poland or Hungary is a transitory 

phenomenon. They claimed that after 

establishing constitutional democracy, 

market economy and rule of law, con-

firmed in several consecutive and fair 

democratic elections, populism would 

vanish and idealized liberal democracy 

would flourish. 

As the results of Visegrad elec-

tion 2005 – 2006 showed, populism 

in Central Europe has had much more 

durable pedigree. For sufficient analy-

sis of populism’s continuing relevance 

today it seems to become less and less 

productive to focus predominantly 

on elites, party systems and formal 

politics and more and more desirable 

to look at wider social, economic and 

historical perspectives determining the 

successes of populism worldwide. The 

edited volume Democracy and Populism 
in Central Europe: The Visegrad Elections 
and Their Aftermath, the outcome of the 

conference organized in September 

2006 in Bratislava by the Institute for 
Public Affairs, does not move the theme 

this way. Instead, it discusses democ-

racy and populism from the perspec-

tive of formal politics and, partially, 

from the perspective of quantitatively 

approached electoral support. The di-

verse collective of contributors, politi-
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