European Parliament Resolution on the input to the Spring 2006European Council in relation to the Lisbon Strategy
1.
Groups which tabled the Resolution pursuant to Rule 103(2) of the Rules of Procedure : PPE-DE, PSE and ALDE
2.
EP No: B6-0162/2006 / P6_TA-PROV(2006)0092
3.
Date of adoption of the Resolution: 15 March 2006
4.
Subject: Input to the Spring 2006 European Council in relation to the Lisbon Strategy
5.
Summary analysis of the text and of Parliament requests:
The revised Lisbon Strategy, which was agreed by the Spring 2005 European Council, is welcomed by the Parliament. Apart from leading to the presentation by all Member States of National Reform Programmes (NRPs) in the autumn of 2005, the revised strategy has also led to a clarification of responsibilities at EU and national level. However, an effective and speedy implementation of NRPs requires a supportive economic framework and the parliament considers that the political commitment regarding the four priority areas is not sufficiently supported by the Financial Perspectives (2007-2013). The EP’s Resolution of 15 March 2006 is a response to the revision of the Lisbon strategy.
In the fields of NRPs and European growth and employment strategy, Parliament is in favour of greater exploitation of the synergies offered by eco-innovation and environmental technologies. It suggests to reduce subsidies for activities which are harmful to the environment. It also calls for a quantification of the cost of inaction at Member States and Community level.
On better regulation, the Parliament calls on the Council and the Commission to jointly identify legislation in need of simplification. It looks forward to the Commission’s proposed strategy concerning how to apply co-regulation agreements and to effectively implement the 2003 Interinstitutional Agreement.
To ensure that the EU structural funds are used in line with the Lisbon Strategy, Parliament invites the Commission to systematically track the performance on allocation of resources by Member States. In the field of demographic challenges, the Parliament highlights a number of initiatives taken by Member States (such as the French service-voucher scheme).
The Parliament supports pilot projects in the field of Innovation and R&D and encourages the harmonisation of the current IRP legislation throughout the EU. It strongly supports the Competitiveness and Innovation Programme (2007-2013) as a successful cornerstone of the EU’s innovation policy. Parliament calls to reinforce the financial instruments which would enhance SME finance with venture capital and guarantees.
In order to stimulate the integration of the ‘senior citizens’ into the labour market and to ease the transition from work to retirement, Parliament requests the Commission to disseminate best practices of Member States.
In the field of Energy policies, Parliament calls for a revitalised Community energy policy and determined action to ensure competitive, low, non-CO2-emitting energy sources and sufficiently diversified supplies to avoid over-dependence on a single form of energy. Parliament also calls for combating market dominance and market imperfections.
Parliament supports a wide-ranging cooperation on energy policy between all countries with high oil and natural gas consumption and stimulates the exchange of best technologies with regard to energy savings and efficiency.
Lastly, the Parliament approves the integrated approach followed by the High-Level Group CARS21, and expects the Commission to submit proposals promptly to reduce pollutant emissions from light-duty and heavy-duty vehicles, including the development of hybrid vehicles and the use of second-generation biofuels, derivable  from a wide variety of raw materials.
6.
Reply to these requests and outlook regarding the action that the Commission has taken or intends to take:
The Parliament has identified a number of proposals for the Commission to consider in the fields of NRPs and European growth strategy; demographic challenges, innovation and research, and energy policies. The Commission provides the following response to the suggestions of the Parliament in these areas.
6.1.
NRPs and European growth and employment strategy
9. Parliament points to the potential offered by eco-innovations and environmental technologies, for which global demand is growing steadily, to foster growth and employment and, as regards employment, to shift the burden of taxation from labour to resource use and environmental degradation; calls upon the Commission and the Member States to explore these synergies and reduce environmentally hazardous subsidies.
The Commission supports this point. The Commission is encouraging eco-innovation and environmental technologies through the Environmental Technologies Action Plan (ETAP), and supports tax shifts through environmental tax reforms in line with its 'Hampton court' communication and will seek to encourage Member States to exchange best practice on the abolition of environmentally-harmful subsidies.
11. Parliament stresses that delaying action or a failure to address environmental challenges, is likely to be costly, with negative effects on quality of life as well as the financial burden on future generations; calls on the Commission, therefore, to intensify its work on identifying and quantifying the cost of inaction at Member State and Community level, as well as on the positive effects of preventive action.
The Commission supports this demand by Parliament. Following from the obligations under the 6th Environmental Action Programme (Art. 10), it has taken this approach, identified and – as much as possible – quantified the cost-of non-action in all its Environmental Thematic Strategies. Furthermore, in its recent Environment Policy Review, the Commission stresses that boosting policy implementation will actually cut the unnecessary costs to society from inaction on environmental issues. However, further work is needed in these areas.
12. Parliament believes that national parliaments are the appropriate forum in which to discuss, legitimise and communicate national goals and to promote public debate, in order to define the NRPs; calls on the Council and the Commission jointly to establish clear procedures for identifying legislation in need of simplification or codification; calls, furthermore, on the Commission to come forward with a proposal, to be agreed with the Parliament, for a strategy concerning how and where to apply co-regulation and voluntary agreements.
The Commission cannot support the Parliament’s proposal to jointly establish procedures for identifying legislation in need of simplification or codification as this impinges on its right of initiative. The Commission however agrees with the European Parliament that whenever the circumstances allow it, alternatives to legislation should be used in compliance with the fundamental principle of proportionality. Therefore, while carrying out impact assessments to structure the preparation of policy proposals, the Commission as a rule specifically investigates whether the identified problem cannot be tackled without a regulatory option. Furthermore, under the Inter-institutional Agreement on Better Lawmaking, the Commission is committed to ensure that any use of co- or self-regulation is consistent with Community law and meets the transparency criteria. A distinction between co-regulation and self-regulation should be made. The Commission may monitor the cases of EU self-regulation but cannot define conditions or limits other than those defined by the Treaty (notably regarding competition law) because in doing that it will automatically fall within the co-regulation practices. As far as co-regulation is concerned, the legislative act which forms its basis will indicate the possible extent of co-regulation in the area concerned. The Commission is dedicated to increasing the use of this mechanism and clarifying how and where it could best be used.
As for voluntary agreements, the Commission must scrutinise and report to the other institutions on existing self-regulation practices. There is currently limited knowledge on the extent and conditions under which self regulatory schemes are being used, which is why the Commission launched a study on self- and co-regulatory practices in the EU. The objectives of the study are to complete the existing inventory of such practices and identify patterns in existing self and co-regulatory practices of a transnational, sectoral and professional nature, in order to propose a set of guidelines and recommendations on criteria, conditions and content under which such schemes may constitute efficient alternatives to regulation of business and professional activities.
The Commission considers that current procedures for identifying legislation in need of simplification and codification already allow for the other Institutions as well as stakeholders to provide substantial input. In particular, when the Commission proposed its rolling programme for simplification in October 2005, it also launched a consultation of the other institutions and of the public and stakeholders. However, the Commission has received no response on the simplification proposals listed in its rolling programme from either the Council or the European Parliament. Concerning the use of co-regulation and self-regulation, the 2003 Inter-institutional Agreement on Better Lawmaking already defines conditions for the use of such approaches, as well as the procedural modalities to follow in such cases.
14. Parliament stresses the need to accelerate the simplification and consolidation of EU legislation and to put more effort into the better regulation, prompt transposition and correct implementation of EU legislation; calls on the Commission to consider the effective implementation of the 2003 Interinstitutional Agreement on better law-making, including the development of appropriate mechanisms for stakeholder consultation, to be a matter of priority.
Consensus among the European Institutions on the priorities of the Better Regulation Programme is a vital precondition to achieving the Lisbon targets. It was consolidated in the Inter-institutional Agreement on Better Lawmaking, containing the three Institutions’ clear commitments to improve the quality of lawmaking. In line with this Agreement, the Commission has put forward several specific actions. The screening exercise and the simplification rolling programme both significantly contribute to increasing legal certainty for European businesses.
The Commission firmly supports the view that impact assessments are a key tool for ensuring that policy proposals are based on sound and objective analysis fed by the best data available. Commitment to a thorough and transparent consultation process is firmly embedded in the impact assessment tool. All proposals accompanied by an impact assessment are subject to comprehensive rounds of consultation that are carried out in strict compliance of the Commission's minimum standards for consultation
. In practice, it entails that all of these proposals are subject to, at least, one public consultation before the proposal is put forth for adoption to the College. This offers a minimum of 8 weeks for replies and sets out requirements for providing feedback on the contributions received, and on whether they have been taken into account in preparing the impact assessment. The impact assessment roadmaps are made publicly available at the time of adoption of the annual Legislative and Work Programme, which facilitates preparation by stakeholders of their input to the later consultation exercises. The final impact assessment reports are published on the Europa website once the proposal is adopted by the College.
The Commission agrees that full implementation of the 2003 Inter-institutional Agreement  on Better Lawmaking is essential and stresses that this can only be achieved if all 3 Institutions contribute. In particular, the European Parliament and the Council have apparently not yet implemented their commitments to revise their working methods for the examination of simplification proposals (paragraph 36 of the IIA on Better Lawmaking).
Concerning consultation of stakeholders, the Commission is launching, as part of its European Transparency Initiative, a green paper to solicit, inter alia, comments and input concerning the application of its existing ’General Principles and Minimum Standards for Consultation of Interested Parties’ with a view to their possible revision. The Commission invites the European Parliament and the Council to establish equally transparent rules for stakeholder input into their respective decision-making processes.
17. Parliament is deeply concerned about the actions of a growing number of national governments that seek to take or have already taken defensive and protective measures in favour of national industries or companies; considers these measures to be an assault on the basic principles of the internal market since they create obstacles to the right of establishment of nationals of other Member States as well as to the free movement of capital within the Community; calls on the Commission to be far more outspoken and unambiguous in the defence of the internal market, including in the field of energy and financial services.
The Commission shares the concerns of the EP on actions or failure to act from Member States, which harm a well functioning of the Internal Market. As stated in the Annual Progress Report 2006, the Member States in question 'tilt the level playing field and end up harming the interests of all. The Commission is actively combating this with available instruments. With regard to the financial sector, the Commission for example recently opened cases against two Member States for failure to respect the free movement of capital in the framework of transnational investments.
The Commission sent 28 letters of formal notice to 17 Member States on 4 April 2006. It started firm action to monitor the implementation of the legislation on the Internal Market in energy and to carry out a detailed examination of whether the basic laws adopted by the Member States to transpose the gas and electricity directives are in conformity with this legislation. Austria, Belgium, the Czech Republic, Germany, Estonia, Spain, Finland, France, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Latvia, Poland, Sweden, Slovakia and the United Kingdom will be receiving letters of formal notice for failure to transpose the directives properly or, the case in Spain, for failure to apply them properly. The Commission is also taking Spain and Luxembourg to the Court of Justice for failure to send it their national implementing measures. It is still looking into whether Portugal’s and Hungary’s laws are in conformity with the legislation.
21. Parliament considers that the EU lacks the basic data needed to compare its overall economic, environmental and social situation with those of other regions and countries, and requests that the Commission to bring forward proposals for such overviews.
In the view of the Commission the EU does have the basic data necessary for comparisons of its overall situation with that of other regions and countries. The range of available data could of course be expanded. However, the choice of additional indicators is by no means straightforward and depends on the area under consideration. In any given area there are numerous possible indicators. A simple expansion of the number of indicators for which data are collected will not be useful, given the varying relevance of specific indicators.
22. Parliament calls on the Commission to ensure that the EU structural funds are used in line with the Lisbon Strategy to monitor systematically, in particular, European regions in order to track their performances as regards the Lisbon Strategy goals, given that this information and statistical data make it possible for the regions to establish effective benchmarks between them and consequently to define best practice.
With the relaunch of the Lisbon strategy, cohesion policy has become the primary financial instrument at Community level to ensure that its resources are used for the implementation of the growth and jobs strategy.  This is reflected both in the priorities contained in the draft Community Strategic Guidelines, 2007-2013, and in the proposal that quantitative expenditure targets for the next generation of cohesion policy programmes should be set (“earmarking”). In accordance with the conclusions of the December 2005 European Council, the 15 Member States before the last enlargement will show the way by adopting ambitious earmarking targets on an obligatory basis (for the Convergence and the Regional Competitiveness and Employment objectives the targets equate to 60% and 75% of total spending, respectively). The draft regulations require reporting on the achievements regarding the Lisbon targets.
24. Parliament deplores the fact that the European Council intends to cut back the appropriations for trans-European networks called for by Parliament under the next Financial Perspective; recommends using the possibilities offered by the forthcoming launch of the Galileo system to improve electronic traffic flow management, which will necessitate the gradual introduction of an electronic toll system, preventing congestion and involving users in paying the real price of mobility.
The Commission supports the objective of using toll systems to ensure that users pay the real price of mobility. It considers, however, that the introduction of such systems is independent of the availability of Galileo.
6.2.
Ageing population: demographic challenges
28.
Parliament takes the view that European society must seize the opportunity to utilise the expertise and skills of a generation of ‘senior citizens’; calls on the Commission and the Member States to develop ‘active ageing strategies’, including measures to facilitate their integration, such as incentives to introduce a more gradual shift from work to retirement; requests the Commission to disseminate the best practices of Member States regarding preparing for retirement and moving into new, freely chosen areas of activity.
The Integrated Guidelines for Growth and Jobs adopted in June 2005 already call for "support for active ageing" and "the right conditions… … to prolong working lives"(cf. guideline n° 18).
The Commission's Mutual Learning Programme within the Employment Strategy already entails measures to disseminate good practices for various aspects of active ageing policies.
30.
Parliament calls on the Commission to relaunch its strategy for new sources of jobs, in particular by inviting Member States to promote local community-based services, social services, personal services, cultural services and environmental professions; takes the view that un-bureaucratic initiatives along the lines of the French service-voucher scheme are likely to create many new jobs and indeed eliminate undeclared working.
The Integrated Guidelines for Growth and Jobs (cf. guideline n° 19) already states that "special attention should be paid to….the expansion of social services and the social economy, as well as the development of new sources of jobs in response to collective needs”.
Service voucher schemes are certainly one interesting approach and can create new jobs and reduce undeclared work but a rather wider policy package is needed to eliminate undeclared working.
6.3.
Innovation and research, intellectual property rights (IPRs), and life-long learning
38.
Parliament encourages the Commission to propose pilot projects in the field of R&D that would allow the creation of an EU perspective and develop European thinking in this field.
The Commission broadly agrees with the Resolution, but notes that pilot projects exist in many areas such as human resources, science and society and the Open Method of Coordination applied to R&D. One of the aims of such projects is to provide a European perspective. There are also pilot projects in the European Technology Platforms and the Joint Technology Initiatives. These are however driven by industry and can therefore not be seen as Commission initiatives.
46.
Parliament stresses the need to reform the current IPR legislation; notes that the cost of registering a patent in the EU varies between EUR 37 500 and EUR 57 000 while the same process costs only around EUR 10 000 in the USA and that the length and notes complexity of the patent procedures are major obstacles to SMEs; calls on the Commission to ensure proper protection of IPRs and to present, as soon as possible, a proposal for the harmonisation of patent laws in Member States in order to create greater legal certainty and promote innovation.
The Commission remains convinced that an affordable Community patent would offer the greatest advantages for industry, innovators and researchers in the EU. Yet, agreement on the Community patent is still missing. Until the time is ripe for a final effort to have the Community patent proposal adopted, the Commission is carrying out a broad consultation of all interested parties with a view to determining what changes if any are needed to the patent system in Europe to improve innovation and competitiveness, growth and employment in the knowledge-based economy. In this context, interested parties have been asked to express their views, amongst other issues, on the need to harmonise Member States' patent laws.
47. Parliament strongly supports the Commission's first Competitiveness and Innovation Framework Programme (2007-2013) (CIP) and stresses that objectives, actions and financial means are inseparably linked in the context of a credible commitment to the Lisbon Strategy; calls on the Commission to make the CIP a successful cornerstone of the EU’s innovation policy; stresses the need to reinforce the CIP's financial instruments operated by the European Investment Fund, to enhance SME finance with venture capital and guarantees, and to extend its activities to the financing of technology transfer; highlights the fact that Parliament identified innovation as a core priority in the Financial Perspective and calls on the European Council not to ignore this ongoing pledge.
The Commission proposed the first Competitiveness and Innovation framework Programme as a practical manifestation of its commitment to growth and jobs. Bringing together 9 existing programmes and new actions into a single legal base links them more directly into the overarching objectives of the Lisbon strategy. The Commission recognises the particularly strong contribution of the Community Financial Instruments for SMEs to building European competitiveness and innovation, due to their very high leverage effect. For this reason, the budget of over € 1 billion for the financial instruments in the CIP which has been retained is in line with the original proposal in spite of the overall reduction in the CIP budget imposed by the Inter Institutional Agreement on the financial perspectives. The introduction of a new financial instrument (the Growth and Innovative SME Facility 2) is aimed directly at leveraging in further equity capital for innovative SMEs and helping them commercialise their innovative ideas. Innovation and eco-innovation remain at the core of CIP, which interprets innovation in a wider sense than purely technological innovation.
48. Parliament notes that, of the world’s 20 largest biotechnology enterprises, 19 are American and 1 is Swiss and notes that the EU can no longer afford to fall further behind in this area; calls on the Commission to apply the principle of subsidiarity also in the area of research, and to support fundamental research in all Member States.
The call on the Commission to apply the principle of subsidiarity in the area of R&D seems to be misplaced. There is no indication that the principle of subsidiarity is not upheld in the area of R&D given that 95% of all R&D funds in the EU are spent by the Member States in the context of national policies. Furthermore, in few areas are the benefits of joint efforts at the Community level more tangible than in R&D.
6.4.
Energy policies
51.
Parliament calls on the Commission, in view of the Hampton Court conclusions, to ask it to develop a revitalised Community energy policy and to expedite its drafting of proposals on the subject; calls on the Commission to take much more determined action to ensure competitive, low and non-CO2-emitting energy sources and environmentally friendly supplies of energy, sufficiently diversified to avoid over-dependence on a single form of energy.
The basis for a European Energy Policy has been set out by the European Commission in its Green Paper, which invites comments on six specific priority areas, containing over 20 concrete suggestions for possible new action. The Green Paper outlines how a European Energy Policy could meet the three core objectives of energy policy: sustainable development, competitiveness, and security of supply. The Commission suggests a series of measures to address the challenges of global warming. In particular, it puts forward possible contents for an Action Plan on energy efficiency to be adopted by the Commission later this year. This Action Plan will identify the measures necessary for the EU to save 20% of the energy that it would otherwise consume by 2020. In addition, it proposes that the EU prepares a new Road Map for renewable energy sources in the EU, with possible targets to 2020 and beyond in order to provide a stable investment climate to generate more competitive renewable energy in Europe.
52.
Parliament calls on the Commission to react strongly to the market dominance and market imperfections described in DG Competition's findings of its Energy Sector enquiry, published on 16 February 2006, and to come forward with new proposals on how to combat market dominance and market imperfections with a concrete set of actions and instruments.
The Commission agrees with the European Parliament’s position.
57.
Parliament calls on the Commission, in view of the EU's very substantial wind energy potential, especially along the coasts most exposed to sea winds, to have an assessment made of this potential.
Wind energy is an important sector in renewable energy sources. The predictions made by the Commission, foresees that half of the 21% share of renewable electricity (Directive 2001/77/EC) would be covered by wind energy. Important work has been done on wind energy potential under the Altener programme and Intelligent Energy-Europe programme.
The 6th Framework programme for Research and Technological Development included the possibility of financing innovative wind technologies including off-shore under specific programme “sustainable energy systems”. Under the next 7th Framework programme and the new CIP programme, the Commission has the intention of continuing to develop the wind potential.
61. Parliament calls on the Commission and the Council to offer wide-ranging cooperation on energy policy to all countries consuming high volumes of oil and natural gas, starting with the US, Japan, China and India; takes the view that such cooperation could ease tensions concerning oil and natural gas pricing, in particular if a code of conduct would not only eliminate rivalries in the major production regions, but would also, simultaneously, lead to an exchange of best technologies with regard to energy savings, energy efficiency and environmentally friendly energy sources.
This is in line with the Green Paper on "European Strategy for Sustainable, Competitive and Secure Energy" of 8 March 2006 which calls for a strengthened dialogue with major energy consumers and in particular US, China and India. This cooperation should contribute to the implementation of energy efficiency policies as well as clean energy technologies. However, the idea of a code of conduct to eliminate rivalries in the major production regions seems not to be realistic and achievable.
62. Parliament recalls that the EU possesses globally acknowledged expertise in the area of nuclear energy, which is one possible response to energy dependence and climate change; notes that this expertise relates, inter alia, to the efficiency and quality of production installations, and to decommissioning processes (‘decommissioning to greenfield’, in IAEA terminology).
The Commission has made specific legislative proposals intended to provide the Union with common rules on nuclear safety, safe management of spent fuel and radioactive waste, decommissioning funds. Now the Commission is planning to play an active role in the on-going energy debate in particular on nuclear safety, the decommissioning processes, radioactive waste management and further investments in the nuclear industry.
63. Parliament recognises the role that nuclear energy currently plays in maintaining security of electricity supply, constituting a significant part of the energy mix and avoiding an estimated 312 million tonnes of CO2 emissions per year, that is, 7% of total greenhouse gas emissions in the EU; points out that current estimates project a 12% increase in EU CO2 emissions by 2020, which is well short of the Kyoto target 8% reduction.
The formulation ‘… points out that current estimates project a 12% increase in EU CO2 emissions by 2020’ is not accurate. It needs to be stressed that the 12% increase in CO2 emissions by 2020 is a baseline scenario which assumes no change in policy but not a projection of future emissions.
Security of energy supply and climate change pose the two greatest challenges facing the European Union today. The Commission is developing a broader energy strategy. The basis for a European Energy Policy has been set out in its Green Paper.   The Commission ‘s new initiative on PINC (An illustrative Nuclear Programme for the Community) supports the Commission’s energy policy paper and is intended to provide useful guidance on the nuclear option as part of the on-going EU energy policy debate during 2006 and beyond, contributing towards a Strategic EU Energy Review.
64.
Parliament is aware that long-term energy security is not possible without the economically and ecologically meaningful development of renewable energies; calls on the Commission to establish market-based incentives in order to make renewable energies economic as rapidly as possible; calls on the Commission to help expand the use of hydrogen as an environmentally friendly and sustainable energy source; and on a long-term basis thereby to reduce dependence on politically unstable exporting countries; realises that renewable energy systems can technically provide a limited percentage of energy supply.
The Commission will closely monitor the state of play in EU renewable energy policy. It will by no later than December 2007 draw up a report on the different systems promoting renewable electricity.
65.
Parliament encourages the Commission, when evaluating the energy question, to consider it from different perspectives, such as the energy mix, market evolution, investment, research funds, as well as to consider the possibility of creating and developing a system providing an exchange of information between Member States.
The Commission is currently conducting a review of the strategy on CO2 from light-duty vehicles, using among other sources the input that the CARS21 process has provided, with a view to producing a Communication in the autumn.
When considering fuel issues, especially biofuels, it is necessary to consider their positive and negative impacts over the whole life cycle and ensure that policies are appropriately tailored to take account of these factors.
67.
Parliament welcomes with interest the integrated approach followed by High-Level Group CARS21 as well as its conclusions, and expects the Commission to be guided by the road map adopted by CARS21 with a view to submitting proposals promptly to reduce pollutant emissions from light-duty and heavy-duty vehicles, in particular through improvements to vehicle technology, such as the development of hybrid vehicles, and the use of second-generation biofuels, derivable  from a wide variety of raw materials; calls on the Member States to be guided by Sweden’s initiative to make it compulsory for all service stations to sell biofuels.
It is important to make a distinction between two different environmental issues: reduction of pollutant emissions and the reduction of CO2 emissions. The first is governed by the “Euro” standards and concerns the emissions of particulate matter, NOx and hydrocarbons. The Parliament and the Council are currently discussing the Commission’s proposal for the Euro 5 regulation for light-duty vehicles. In addition, the Commission is expected to put forward a proposal for Euro VI for heavy-duty vehicles next year. Alternative fuels bear no relation to the Euro proposals as the Parliament seems to suggest. The second issue deals with CO2 emissions which are linked to the fuel efficiency of vehicles. While we agree that both improvements in vehicle technology and alternative fuels will play a role in this, the Commission supports a technology neutral approach and would therefore caution against any references to specific technologies (such as hybrids).
Following up on the CARS 21 High Level Group recommendations, the Commission will present a Communication later this year on the future strategy and measures on the reduction of CO2 emissions from cars.
On the reduction of pollutant emissions from light duty vehicles and passenger cars, the Commission has made a proposal for a new step in the Euro emission regulations with the proposal for a Euro-5 standard, on 21 December 2005.
On the reduction of pollutant emissions from heavy duty vehicles, the Commission has made a proposal for a directive on the promotion of clean vehicles through public procurement, on 21 December 2005.
Clean vehicle technologies and alternative fuels, such as biofuels and in particular second-generation biofuels, have been proposed by the Commission for preferential funding in the 7th Research and Technical Development Framework Programme. A Biofuels Technology Platform also has recently been established upon the initiative from the Commission.
A review of the biofuels directive implementation is presently being carried out, and the Commission will come out later this year with a Communication and possibly proposals for further measures on supporting a market broadening of biofuels. Further support to biofuels is also foreseen in the Biomass Action Plan, presented by the Commission in 2005 (COM(2005)628) and the EU biofuels strategy (COM(2006)34).
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