
Q&amp;A on the entry into force of the
Anti-Tax Avoidance Directive

Some companies exploit the differences in Member States’ rules to minimise
their tax bills by shifting profits within the EU. Aggressive tax planners
also abuse weaknesses in one national system, or the absence of anti-
avoidance measures in one Member State, to escape being taxed anywhere in the
Single Market. Effective taxation is therefore heavily dependent on close
coordination between Member States, to shut off opportunities for tax
avoidance and prevent profit shifting in the Single Market.

The new rules will ensure that all Member States implement coordinated
measures against tax avoidance, to boost their collective defences against
aggressive tax planning. It also sets out a common approach to tackling
external threats of tax avoidance and to help prevent companies from shifting
untaxed profits out of the EU.

What anti-avoidance measures are contained in the new Directive and how will
they help to prevent tax avoidance?

The Anti Tax Avoidance Directive sets out five key anti-avoidance measures,
which all Member States should apply, to counter-act some of the most common
types of aggressive tax planning, as identified in the discussions at the
OECD, in Council discussions on tax avoidance and by the Commission itself.
Three of the agreed measures come into force on 1 January 2019. These are:

a) Controlled Foreign Company (CFC) rule: To deter profit shifting to no or
low tax countries

Multinational companies sometimes shift profits from their parent company in
a high tax country to controlled subsidiaries in low or no tax countries, in
order to reduce the Group’s tax liability. The proposed Controlled Foreign
Company (CFC) rule should discourage them from doing this.

The CFC rule will ensure that the Member State where the parent company is
located will tax certain profits that the company parks in a no or low tax
country. The CFC rule will be triggered if the tax paid in the third country
is less than half of that which would have been paid in the Member State in
question. The company will be given a tax credit for any taxes that it did
pay abroad. This will ensure that profits are effectively taxed, at the tax
rate of the Member State in which they were generated.

Example: A company has its headquarters in an EU Member State. It sets up a
subsidiary in a non-EU country that does not apply corporate tax. This
subsidiary does not carry out substantive activities relating to this income.
The company makes inflated royalty payments to the offshore company, thereby
reducing its taxable profits in the EU Member State. The payments the
subsidiary receives are not taxed either, because of the zero rate in the
non-EU country.
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With the proposed CFC rule, the EU Member State will tax the subsidiary’s
profits as though they had not been shifted to the no-tax country, thereby
ensuring effective taxation at the tax rate of the Member State concerned.

b) Interest Limitation: To discourage companies from creating artificial debt
arrangements designed to minimise taxes

Interest payments are generally tax deductible in the EU. Some companies
arrange their inter-company loans so that their debt is based in one of the
group’s companies in a high-tax country where interest payments can be
deducted. Meanwhile, the interest on the debt is paid to the group’s “lender”
company which is based in a low tax country where interest is taxed at a low
rate (or not at all). In this way, the Group reduces its overall tax burden.
Overall, the group has paid less tax by shifting its profits in loan
arrangements between its companies.

The Directive proposes to limit the amount of net interest that a company can
deduct from its taxable income, based on a fixed ratio of its earnings. This
should make it less attractive for companies to artificially shift debt in
order to minimise their taxes. Member States may choose to apply this rule
only to companies which are part of a group, as standalone companies are not
likely to use debt to shift profits.

The interest limitation rule includes an optional grandfathering rule, which
means that Member States may exclude debt in place prior to 17 June 2016 from
the scope of the rule, as they may for interest used to fund long-term public
infrastructure projects. Member States which have equally efficient rules
will be allowed to continue with those rules until the OECD recommends a
minimum standard of interest limitation rules or at the latest by 1 January
2024.

Example: A Group sets up a subsidiary in a no-tax third country, which then
provides a high-interest loan to another company in the group, located in an
EU Member State. The EU-based company must make high interest payments –
which are tax deductible – to the subsidiary. In doing so, it reduces its
taxable income in the Member State, while the corresponding interest income
is not taxed in the third country either.

Under the interest limitation rule, the Member State will put a fixed limit
on the amount of interest that the company can deduct. This should discourage
companies from shifting their debts purely to reduce their tax bills.

c) General Anti-Abuse Rule: To counter-act aggressive tax planning when other
rules do not apply

Aggressive tax planning, by its nature, seeks ways around the rules in order
to minimise the taxes a company has to pay. Aggressive tax planners
continually try to find ways of by-passing anti avoidance provisions or new
tax avoidance techniques that are not covered by specific rules.

The Directive sets out a General Anti-Abuse Rule, which will tackle abusive
tax arrangements if there is no other anti-avoidance rule that specifically



covers such an arrangement. The GAAR acts as a safety net in cases where
other anti-abuse provisions cannot be applied. It will allow tax authorities
to ignore abusive tax arrangements and tax on the basis of the real economic
substance.

Further rules governing hybrid mismatches to prevent companies from
exploiting mismatches in the tax laws of two different EU countries in order
to avoid taxation, as well as measures to ensure that gains on assets such as
intellectual property moved from a Member State’s territory become taxable in
that country (exit taxation rules) will come into force as of 1 January 2020.

Capital Markets Union: Common EU rules
on securitisation will apply as of 1
January

The new harmonised securitisation rules, which will apply as of 1 January,
are an important building block of the Capital Markets Union. They will help
provide additional funding sources for companies, strengthen banks’ ability
to support the economy and spread risks across market participants, while
avoiding the excesses that led to the financial crisis.

Drawing heavily on the work of the international supervisory community, the
new Securitisation Regulation creates common rules and sets the criteria for
simple, transparent and standardised (STS) securitisation in the EU. These
are a new class of high-quality securitisation. The new rules will make it
easier to issue and invest in securitisations in the EU and will help ensure
financial stability and investor protection.

Valdis Dombrovskis, Vice-President responsible for Financial Stability,
Financial Services and Capital Markets Union, said: “This legislation is one
of the cornerstones of the Capital Markets Union, the Commission’s pivotal
project to build a single market for capital in the EU. It will help build a
sound and safe securitisation market in the EU, bringing real benefits to
investment, jobs and growth. It will free up bank lending so that more
financing can go towards supporting our companies and households.”

This EU-wide initiative on ‘high-quality’ securitisation will ensure high
standards of process, legal certainty and comparability across securitisation
instruments through a higher degree of standardisation of products. This will
notably increase the transparency, consistency and availability of key
information for investors, including in the area of SME loans, and increase
liquidity. In turn, this should facilitate the issuance of securitised
products and allow institutional investors to perform a thorough due
diligence, which helps to identify those products that match their asset
diversification, return and duration needs.
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These rules will become directly applicable in all EU Member as of 1 January
2019.

Background

Securitisation is the process where a financial instrument is created,
typically by a lender such as a bank, by pooling assets (for example car-
loans or SME-loans) for investors to purchase. This facilitates access to a
greater range of investors, thereby increasing liquidity and freeing up
capital from the banks for new lending.

In September 2015 the European Commission proposed new rules on simple,
transparent and standardised securitisation as part of the CMU Action Plan.
According to the Commission’s estimates at the time, if EU securitisation
issuance was built up again to the pre-crisis average, it would generate
about €150 billion in additional funding for the economy.

This new EU legal framework bears no relation to the securitisation of
subprime mortgages created in the US that contributed to the financial
crisis. The European Commission does not intend to go back to the days of
opaque and complex subprime instruments. Instead, the new rules clearly
differentiate between simple and more transparent securitisation products and
other products which do not satisfy such criteria. This will restore an
important funding channel for the EU economy without endangering financial
stability.

Other financial rules that will come into effect in 2019:

On 13 January 2019, a revised Directive on occupational pension funds,
known as IORP2 will come into effect.
The revision of the Shareholders’ rights Directive takes effect on 10
June 2019.
The new Prospectus Regulation, launched as part of the CMU Action Plan
to improve access to finance for companies and simplify information for
investor, takes effect as of 21 July 2019.
Rules on strong customer authentication that will make electronic
payments in shops and online safer, come into effect on 14 September
2019.

For more information:

New EU rules to eliminate the main
loopholes used in corporate tax
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avoidance come into force on 1 January

As of 1 January 2019, all Member States shall apply new legally binding anti-
abuse measures that target the main forms of tax avoidance practiced by large
multinationals.

Pierre Moscovici, Commissioner for Economic and Financial Affairs, Taxation
and Customs, said: “The Commission has fought consistently and for a long
time against aggressive tax planning. The battle is not yet won, but this
marks a very important step in our fight against those who try to take
advantage of loopholes in the tax systems of our Member States to avoid
billions of euros in tax.“

The rules build on global standards developed by the OECD in 2015 on Base
Erosion and Profit Shifting (BEPS) and should help to prevent profits being
siphoned out of the EU where they go untaxed. In detail:

All Member States will now tax profits moved to low-tax countries where
the company does not have any genuine economic activity (controlled
foreign company rules)

To discourage companies from using excessive interest payments to
minimise taxes, Member States will limit the amount of net interest
expenses that a company can deduct from its taxable income (interest
limitation rules)

Member States will be able to tackle tax avoidance schemes in cases
where other anti-avoidance provisions cannot be applied (general anti-
abuse rule).

Further rules governing hybrid mismatches to prevent companies from
exploiting mismatches in the tax laws of two different EU countries in order
to avoid taxation, as well as measures to ensure that gains on assets such as
intellectual property moved from a Member State’s territory become taxable in
that country (exit taxation rules) will come into force as of 1 January 2020.

Background

First proposed by the Commission in 2016, the legally binding rules, known as
ATAD (Anti-Tax Avoidance Directive) were agreed swiftly to spur global
efforts to clamp down on aggressive tax planning. The agreement followed the
agreement among OECD countries on recommendations to limit tax base erosion
and profit shifting (BEPS), and made the EU a global leader in terms of the
political and economic approach to corporate taxation.

The Juncker Commission has been at the forefront of global efforts to tackle
tax avoidance and tax evasion. New transparency rules have gradually been
coming into force to make sure that Member States have the information they
need to crack down on companies that are not paying their fair share of tax.
The EU is also acting to ensure that its international partners implement
global anti-tax avoidance standards through its ongoing work on a list of
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non-cooperative tax jurisdictions. Finally, the Commission has also proposed
far-reaching corporate tax reforms which would overhaul how multinationals
are taxed in the EU while ensuring a business environment which makes life
easier for companies doing business across borders.

For More Information

Proposal on anti-tax avoidance measures

Anti-Tax Avoidance Package

Study on Structures of Aggressive Tax Planning and Indicators

Action Plan for Fair and Efficient Corporate Taxation in the EU

Sabine Lautenschläger: Interview with
Deutschlandfunk

Interview with Sabine Lautenschläger, Member of the
Executive Board of the ECB and Vice-Chair of the
Supervisory Board of the ECB, conducted by Klemens
Kindermann and broadcast on 30 December 2018
Ms Lautenschläger, the euro is now 20 years old. On 1 January 1999 it became
legal tender for 11 out of 15 EU Member States, initially in electronic form
and then as cash as of 2002. Germany has participated from the outset,
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alongside countries such as France and Italy. Has the euro been a success?

Yes, the euro has definitely been a success, and indeed a success on an
economic level. Many people merely associate the euro with being able to
travel more easily to other countries without having to exchange German marks
for French francs or Spanish pesetas, but it has most especially had economic
benefits for our business enterprises and our firms. We are now truly an
export-driven country. Trade within the euro area has increased and, thanks
to the single currency, firms find it much easier to estimate the value of
the payments owed to them. They do not run any exchange rate risk. But the
euro has also been a success in political terms. We should not forget that
the EU, and therefore the euro, has also been immensely important in
preserving the peace that we have enjoyed in the euro area, in the EU, for
the past 70 years. And since we are stronger together, and as part of the EU
and the euro area are able to play a greater role in the global arena, also
on the political front, we can do more to ensure peace for the political
environment. So, in my view, the euro is a huge success.

According to a survey, even now around a third of German people still
mentally convert German euro prices to German mark, at least for larger
purchases. Can you understand that some Germans are still pining for the D-
mark?

I’m not so sure that this mental conversion really is a sign that people are
missing the D-mark. Especially for the older ones among us, it is simply a
better way of estimating the value. Some people also do it out of habit. So I
don’t think that Germans really want to have the D-mark back. I’ve heard that
more than 80% of the German population have a very positive view of the euro…

On that note, the latest survey conducted by the EU Commission indicates that
the German people’s acceptance of the euro is on the decline. Has a slide set
in? In 2018, some 70% thought that the euro was good for Germany, compared
with 76% in 2017. Those levels of acceptance are still high, but they have
begun to slip back.

Yes, there are fluctuations here and there and of course there are years when
some Germans feel more at ease, and more nationalistic, in their own country
and some may then prefer to have their own currency. But, as you say, the
levels are still at 70%, 76%, so I see no grounds for concern. l think that
firms and younger people greatly appreciate having a currency that not only
facilitates travel but also cross-border trade and payments.

Your reference to national sentiment actually brings us to the topic of the
euro and populism. It is easy to forget, but the Alternative for Germany
(AfD) party actually started out as an anti-single currency party. The
refugee issue followed. Are you afraid that, in Germany too, an anti-euro
stance might be rediscovered by the AfD?

I’d rather not make any statement on the political aspects. That is not a
task for the ECB, although we do of course observe and take on board the fact
that people in many countries have concerns and harbour a certain fear of
globalisation.



I don’t think it’s about the euro, but rather that some people fear that they
will be left behind in a global context and that they will no longer be able
to control the situation. And then they believe, wrongly so in my view, that
they will find more security by retreating to their national domain, their
own sector and their own region.

But anti-euro sentiment has been explicitly stirred up in France and Italy
during the respective electoral campaigns of Marine Le Pen, the Five Star
Movement and the right-wing Northern League. Do populist movements pose a
threat to the euro?

I would not say that it’s under threat but I think we must take the matter
seriously and we must give a much better explanation – as this interview
today enables me to do – of the benefits of the euro, the degree of
prosperity and security that it brings and the number of jobs that depend on
it. We need to explain that the euro simplifies trade between euro area
countries and brings economic prosperity and jobs. All this is extremely
important to me and it shows that we need to state this more often and much
more clearly. In essence, however, I really believe that nationalistic
tendencies – and I don’t just mean in Germany, but in the whole world, as we
don’t need to confine ourselves to speaking about the EU – result from the
fear of globalisation, that people can no longer control their own
independent inner domains in the way they could before.

Let’s stay with Italy which had promised to limit its budget deficit next
year to 0.8%. The target is currently set at 2.04% of GDP and the European
Commission has now accepted that figure. Can the stability of the euro be
preserved in this way?

I believe it is extremely important for all of us to adhere to the commonly
agreed European fiscal rules.

Italy too?

Every country, including Germany, for example. It’s important because for a
functioning economy, for sustainability in the euro area, all countries need
to keep to certain budget limits and have sound public finances. That’s very
important for the euro, but it goes beyond that because it also concerns the
sustainability of government debt, etc. That’s important for every country,
for Italy, for France, but also for Germany. And you may wish to remember
that we were one of the first countries to infringe these rules.

Speaking of France, the French President Emmanuel Macron has made commitments
in the order of billions of euro to the “yellow vest” protesters. France will
next year have violated the new debt rule for the eleventh year in a row,
apart from in 2017. Shouldn’t an excessive deficit procedure be launched
against France?

To the best of my knowledge, the budget plans have not yet been fully decided
on in France. It would be important to know whether if they spend more on one
side, they may save more on the other side. I’m not aware that France has
already discussed compensatory measures and presented them in a European



context. So I don’t think the French government has got to that stage yet and
we will have to wait and see,

The EU Commission wants to strengthen the euro’s role as a global currency.
Is that possible and if so, how?

Yes, it is possible but is not the ECB’s role to do so. Our mandate is to
maintain price stability. But we have just spoken about the euro’s importance
for the economy, also for the German economy. And the European economy, i.e.
firms in the euro area, who would benefit from as many payments as possible
being made in euro rather than in US dollar or in other currencies. That
would remove the exchange rate risk. They would not have to calculate
exchange rates and so it would be to their advantage if the euro gained in
importance. Your second question was how that could be done. Well, we could
create circumstances that would make it easier to use the euro as a currency.
Infrastructure, more payments in euro, would then mean fewer risks. That
could be achieved by promoting the capital markets union, by advancing the
banking union, by harmonising insolvency regimes. All of these things help
enormously.

You are listening to Deutschlandfunk’s interview of the week, today with
Sabine Lautenschläger, Member of the ECB’s Executive Board. Ms
Lautenschläger, the US Federal Reserve raised interest rates shortly before
Christmas, for the fourth time this year. They are now between 2.25% and
2.5%. The ECB is taking no action at all on interest rates, why not?

The US economy is different, as are US price developments. It is not our task
to copy the Federal Reserve; our mandate is to maintain price stability in
the euro area…

But many people are waiting on an interest rate hike here, too.

Yes, some people are waiting while others are very happy that the interest
rates for housing construction in Germany or for investment in companies, in
new jobs, remain low. It completely depends on whom you ask, Mr Kindermann.

Yes, there are many savers who are concerned about their pension plans
because interest rates are simply not going up. What would you say to them?

Well, I’m a saver myself. I understand their position very well and I will be
the first to vote in favour of further normalisation of monetary policy once
the necessary conditions are in place. Our asset purchase programme ends in
January. That means we have taken a first step towards the normalisation of
monetary policy and I hope that the data that we receive in 2019 will be such
that we can take further steps in 2019.

When you say the end of the asset purchase programme, it’s actually not the
end at all, because the ECB is still blithely purchasing assets. It just
means that no additional assets are being purchased, but those maturing will
be replaced. So we can’t actually say that this programme is stopping.

We’re stopping net purchases. This means that our balance sheet will not
increase any further. We will keep it stable in the first instance because an



expansionary, accommodative monetary policy is still needed to stimulate
investments, including in Germany, and to continue to support economic growth
in order to achieve inflation rates within our very narrow corridor of below,
but close to, 2%.

Will you also continue to purchase corporate bonds?

We will continue to purchase maturing corporate bonds and then reinvest
again.

Even corporate bonds?

Yes.

But with these steps it will take a relatively long time to return to
normality. Is it perhaps possible that you’ve already missed the turning
point? The Federal Reserve is already much further ahead. Interest rates can
only be reduced to combat a possible recession if they have previously been
raised.

Yes, but the United States is in a completely different stage of its economic
cycle. Its economy is much more mature, and its economic upturn started much
earlier than ours and has been going on for much longer. The inflation rates
you see in the United States are much more stable, exactly where the Federal
Reserve wants them.

But here in the euro area, inflation has also been where you’d actually like
it to be at for several months now.

Yes, but you need to look further ahead. You can’t just look at the current
month or one or two or three months ahead. You need to look at how prices
develop over a longer period looking forward. Otherwise you would have to
change the interest rates every month, and I don’t think that would do the
economy any good. You’ll also see that the inflation rates are projected to
fall again next year. This is because some effects, particularly those
resulting from higher energy costs, drop out of the calculation after a year
‒ this is called the base effect.

But then we will have to wait even longer for interest rates to increase here
in the euro area.

We have to see how the situation develops.

Do you think that interest rates will increase above 0.0% in 2019?

It depends on the price inflation data we receive in the first and second
quarters of 2019. Personally, I hope and assume that we will see a change in
2019, but I won’t try to suggest I know exactly where we’ll be, say, in the
middle of next year.

When will savings interest rates increase for savers, provided that interest
rates are raised in 2019?



It all depends on which interest rate adjustments are made and how quickly
the institutions pass them on. But for deposits interest rates are actually
negative, and so it will obviously take longer to increase these gradually
(as this cannot be done in one go) to a level that resembles where rates for
savers were 10 or 20 years ago. It will take some time to be honest.

So savers still have to wait another one or two years?

Again, it depends on how the inflation rate develops.

In the United States we’re seeing signs of a recession. Yields on longer-term
government bonds in the United States are sometimes lower than the yields on
those with shorter maturities, which is a completely abnormal situation.
Normally you get more money the longer you lend. This is what is referred to
as an inverted yield curve. This has happened eight times since the Second
World War. In the United States this has always resulted in a recession. The
Federal Reserve is already actively preparing itself for a recession. What is
the ECB doing to protect us here in the euro area from a downturn?

Once again, the US economy has achieved a different level of maturity. The
country’s upswing started much earlier – years earlier – and was much
stronger.

But a recession in the United States would also affect us here in Europe.

Yes, but if you take a look, we have become much more independent. So I
wouldn’t want to draw or confirm the same parallels that you saw in the
economic cycles 20 or 30 years ago for today. The euro area economy is much
more diversified in terms of partners, in terms of trading partners, and we
are no longer quite as dependent. We are in a different economic cycle. So
you can mention US interest rates another 150 times, but it’s not going to
help us, because we need to base our assumptions on data in the euro area.

You are listening to Deutschlandfunk’s interview of the week, today with
Sabine Lautenschläger, Member of the ECB’s Executive Board. Ms
Lautenschläger, you’re not only a member of the ECB’s Executive Board, but
also Vice-Chair of the Supervisory Board of the ECB. I would therefore like
to put the question to you: are our banks safer than they used to be?

Yes, they are. They have much more, and higher-quality, capital. They hold
much larger liquidity reserves. Risk management practices have improved. So
yes, a lot has been done in the euro area, and even internationally, as a lot
of rules have been changed and tightened globally. They are therefore safer.

Banks really like to buy government bonds, as these are given a zero risk
weighting. As such, banks currently do not need to hold a loss buffer for
these bonds. Is this the next problem waiting to happen, especially for
Italian and Spanish banks?

I can tell you that the institutions have all actually reduced their shares
of government bonds in the last ten years.

Would they not still have to back these with capital?



I agree with you here – I am very much in favour of institutions backing
risks with capital and also taking into account concentration risk, i.e.
considering the amount of specific government bonds an institution has per
country.

Ms Lautenschläger, on the subject of Brexit the Governor of the Bank of
England, Mark Carney, warns that an unregulated Brexit on 29 March 2019 would
have massive consequences for the economy. According to Mr Carney, it could
cause more damage than the financial crisis did ten years ago. What
provisions has the ECB made for the event of an unregulated Brexit?

Of course, we have looked at all of the possible consequences for the
financial sector in depth, particularly for banks. This is because, as a
central bank, we naturally maintain an overview of the financial sector and,
as a banking supervisor, we supervise banks. And I can tell you that there
are obviously still risks in this respect. You should therefore never just
sit back and relax and stop watching what’s going on. But I think we’re also
quite well prepared. We’ve been working to prepare institutions for two
years, ensuring they submit contingency plans and alternative options, for
example for certain trading activities. The European Commission is working on
a regulation on clearing and payment processing, for example. So I think
we’re well prepared, at least as well prepared as you can be in such
situations.

The British pound will probably end up crashing.

No one knows that.

No one knows that, but the Bank of England is expecting it in any case. That
means you’ll also be asked about it.

We’re not responsible for the pound; we look after the euro here.

But there’s an exchange rate between the pound and the euro.

Yes, but again, I think it’s better that Mark Carney speaks for the pound and
we speak for the euro.

How many foreign banks have already applied for a banking licence in Germany
to retain access to the European markets after Brexit? Can you give a figure?

I think it’s around 20, if I’m not mistaken, and we’re in regular contact
with 40 institutions. Some only need their licence extended, some need a
completely new licence and some don’t need a licence at all, but want to
substantially expand the business that’s covered by their existing licence,
and this all obviously also entails work, as we then impose other conditions
on their set-up here in the European market.

Will Frankfurt, Germany’s financial centre, become more important after
Brexit?

Yes.



Why?

Because quite a few banks will move parts of their business from London to
Frankfurt, or to Paris, Amsterdam or Dublin, so not only to Germany’s
financial centre. London will always be a very important financial centre,
but continental European business above all will be relocated in part – and
perhaps to a larger extent over the years – to Germany, France, Ireland and
Spain, and therefore also jobs.

And finally, the eight-year term of the current President of the ECB, Mario
Draghi, will be coming to an end at the end of October 2019. Has the time not
come for a woman to head the ECB?

The time is ripe to appoint women to all kinds of positions, not only at the
ECB. There are lots I could list.

But also at the ECB?

Yes.

The previous ECB presidents have come from the Netherlands, France and Italy.
Shouldn’t it be Germany’s turn next?

I don’t see it so much from a national perspective. First and foremost I’d
like to have someone – a man or a woman (a woman would of course be nice) –
who is an established expert in monetary policy and ensures stability. I
think that’s really important, and then nationality takes more of a backseat,
as we’re not working as representatives of our own countries, but as
representatives of the euro area as Europeans.

Mr Draghi has had to navigate through a number of crises during his time at
the ECB. What do you think are the most important qualities a new ECB
president needs to have?

As I said, definitely expertise in monetary policy and national economy,
steadfastness, stamina, strategic thinking, and I think a talent for
communications is extremely important.

In that case, wouldn’t Deutsche Bundesbank President Jens Weidmann be the
right candidate?

I’m sure there are several people who possess these specific skills, but Mr
Weidmann, President of the Deutsche Bundesbank, also has these skills, yes.

Ms Lautenschläger, thank you for the interview.
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Hier, le gouvernement de la République Démocratique du Congo a sommé
l’ambassadeur représentant l’Union européenne de quitter le pays. Rien ne
saurait justifier cet acte arbitraire.

Quant à la réciprocité invoquée suite aux sanctions individuelles adoptées à
l’encontre de certains citoyens congolais, l’UE tient à rappeler que ces
mesures sont liées aux violations des droits de l’homme et aux obstacles
créés à une sortie pacifique de la crise en RDC. Elles ont été adoptées le 12
décembre 2016 et le 29 mai 2017 à l’unanimité des 28 Etats membres de l’UE,
et seront examinées à nouveau compte tenu des élections en RDC, en les
adaptant éventuellement en conséquence.

L’UE est un partenaire de premier plan de la RDC et de sa population, en y
maintenant une coopération importante. A la veille d’élections cruciales pour
le pays, elle estime que cette décision est totalement contre-productive,
nuisant aux intérêts de la population.

Comme la Haute Représentante Federica Mogherini l’avait déclaré au nom de
l’UE le 22 novembre, la tenue d’élections inclusives, transparentes,
crédibles et pacifiques sera importante pour l’engagement futur de l’Union
européenne en RDC. L’UE partage entièrement la préoccupation manifestée par
les leaders de la région réunis en urgence à Brazzaville ce 26 décembre, et
leur appel à l’apaisement et la retenue en vue de la tenue des scrutins dans
la sérénité.
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