European Parliament Resolution on taking stock of the Galileo programme
1.
Resolution tabled pursuant to Rules 108(5) and 103(2) of Parliament’s Rules of Procedure by the EPP-ED, PES, ALDE, Greens/ALE, GUE/NGL and UEN groups

2.
EP reference number: B6‑0511/2006 / P6-TA-PROV(2006)0385

3.
Date of adoption of the Resolution: 28 September 2006

4.
Subject: Taking stock of the Galileo programme

5.
Background to the Resolution:

On 7 June 2006 the Commission adopted a communication to the European Parliament and the Council taking stock of the Galileo programme (COM(2006) 272 final). The communication mentions the need to terminate the activities of the Galileo Joint Undertaking on 31 December 2006 and to transfer them to the European GNSS Supervisory Authority as from that date. It reports on the stage reached in the procedure for adopting the European Parliament and Council Regulation defining the programme's 2007-2013 financial framework, which was the subject of a Commission proposal on 14 July 2004 (COM(2004) 477 final).

In order to wind up the Galileo Joint Undertaking and transfer its activities to the European GNSS Supervisory Authority, as per the 7 June 2006 communication, on 2 and 29 June 2006 the Commission adopted two proposals for a Council Regulation amending both bodies' Statutes accordingly (COM(2006) 261 final and COM(2006) 351 final).

6.
Analysis of the Resolution and of requests made in it:

In its Resolution, Parliament recalls the importance of the Galileo programme and the support it has always given it. It considers that satisfactory pursuit of the programme calls for recourse to creative solutions and depends primarily on the introduction of a good governance framework.

Parliament asks the Commission to amend the regulatory framework accordingly and to comply with the programme’s new timetable. It calls on the Council to ensure that no further delay occurs. It asks to be kept up to date with the project's development, including from a financial standpoint. It would also like to see the concession contract satisfactorily concluded.

More specifically, Parliament asks:


- the European GNSS Supervisory Authority:

× to deliver to it semi-annual reports on the programme’s progress, with special regard to the tasks transferred to the Authority from 1 January 2007;

× to grant the expert nominated by it permanent observer status within the Authority’s Administrative Board;

- the Commission:

× to complete, following publication of the forthcoming Green Paper on regulated services, the Community regulatory framework so as to make possible applications in various areas and to give SMEs sufficient time to prepare;

× to inform it before the signing of any contract of institutional participation with third countries.

7.
Response to requests and overview of action taken, or intended to be taken, by the Commission:

The Commission welcomes Parliament’s continued support for the Galileo programme. It will continue to keep Parliament regularly informed of the programme’s progress. Once the concession contract negotiations have culminated in agreement on the contract’s key points, and before the contract is signed, the Commission will present these points to Parliament and the Council together with a reasoned analysis. The analysis will be drawn up with the European Investment Bank and will point up all the financial implications of the contract during the concession’s lifetime.

As to the two more specific requests addressed to the Commission by Parliament, it should be pointed out first of all that the purpose of the Green Paper on the regulated applications of Galileo which the Commission will be presenting in December 2006 is precisely to identify all the areas of Community activity where it is feasible or desirable to develop or impose recourse to satellite radionavigation. The Green Paper will be widely publicised so as to involve European SMEs in the debate. Secondly, international agreements on the Galileo programme are negotiated under Article 300 of the Treaty and the procedure laid down by that Article includes consultation of Parliament prior to their conclusion.

The Commission is not in favour of Parliament having observer status within the Authority’s Administrative Board. It is hard to see how Parliament – as the main budgetary control body for the whole Community – can both carry out controls and sit, even as a mere observer, on the board of a body it has to monitor. Nor would this be in line with the draft inter-institutional agreement on regulatory agencies. The Council shares the Commission’s views on this point.
Lastly, with regard to Parliament’s request that it receive semi-annual reports from the Authority, the Commission would point out that Article 6(g) of Council Regulation No 1321/2004 establishing the Authority provides expressly that the latter must adopt an annual report on its activities and prospects. The report is forwarded to all the Institutions, and in particular to Parliament. Acceding to Parliament’s request would be tantamount, therefore, to amending de facto the Regulation establishing a Community agency. The fact is that a mere parliamentary resolution cannot lead to the amending of a Regulation adopted by the Council after consulting Parliament.
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