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Part one
Legislative opinions
CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – Second reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the Common Position adopted by the Council with a view to the adoption of a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on credit agreements for consumers and repealing Council Directive 87/102/EEC

1.
Rapporteur: Kurt LECHNER (PPE-DE/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0504/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0011

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 January 2008

4.
Subject: credit agreements for consumers

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2002/0222(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 95 EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)

8.
Commission’s position: The European Parliament adopted a consolidated text which contains a number of amendments to the text of the Common Position. The text is the result of negotiations between the Council, the European Parliament and the Commission. Therefore the Commission can accept all amendments adopted.

9.
Forecast of Commission’s opinion: The Commission is currently preparing its opinion which will be available in February 2008.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Directive is expected to be adopted at a future Council meeting in the form of the Common Position thus amended according to Article 251 (3) of the Treaty.

CO-DECISION procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation No 11 concerning the abolition of discrimination in transport rates and conditions, in implementation of Article 79(3) of the Treaty establishing the European Economic Community and Regulation (EC) No 852/2004 of the European Parliament and the Council on the hygiene of foodstuffs - transport aspects
1.
Rapporteur: Paolo COSTA (ALDE/IT)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0513/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0003
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 January 2008

4.
Subject: the abolition of discrimination in transport rates and conditions
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0037A(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 79 (3) TEC

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by Parliament.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: It is to be expected that the Council will adopt the proposal in first reading without delay.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE - First Reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a directive of the European Parliament and the Council on airport charges

1.
Rapporteur: Ulrich STOCKMANN (PSE/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0497/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0004

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 January 2008

4.
Subject: airport charges

5. 
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0013(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 80(2) of the Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain of the amendments adopted by Parliament. Four amendments out of 45 are acceptable (8, 10, 11 and 12), nine are acceptable in principle (3, 21, 27, 29, 30, 33, 40, 44 and 45), two are acceptable with redrafting (14 and 15), five are partly acceptable (7, 16, 17, 18 and 22) and 1 is acceptable in part and in principle (35).

However, 24 amendments cannot be accepted (1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 9, 13, 19, 20, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 31, 32, 34, 36, 37, 38, 39, 41, 42 and 43).

Amendments accepted in principle
Amendments 3, 21, 29, 40 and 44 are in line with the proposal by the Council on 30 November. The text proposed by the Council is however clearer.

Amendments 27, 33, and 45 are acceptable in principle; however they are superfluous and do not improve the text.

Amendment 30 is acceptable; however this amendment refers to the competences of the independent regulatory authority and shall therefore be in article 10 which establishes the regulatory authority.

Acceptable with redrafting
Amendment 14 aims at ensuring the functioning of airport networks. The Council proposed a similar suggestion. The Commission has accepted the text proposed by the Council on 30 November.

Amendment 15 refers to differentiating charges for environmental reasons. The Council proposed a similar suggestion. The Commission has accepted the text proposed by the Council on 30 November.
Acceptable in part

Amendment 7 reflects the view of the majority on the very difficult issue of the scope. The Council has proposed an almost identical scope on 30 November 2007. However, the second part of the amendment is not acceptable as it could actually limit the discretion of Member States to apply the directive to airports falling outside the scope. A Member State may choose another authority than the competition authority to perform this investigation.

The proposal does not aim at preventing airport networks. Thus, amendment 16 is in line with the proposal by the Council on 30 November whose text is preferably. The last two sentences can however not be accepted as the references to competition and tourism are irrelevant with regard to airport networks which have purposes of regional cohesion.

Amendment 17 is in line with the proposal by the Council on 30 November whose wording is preferable. The second sentence can however not be accepted as it makes the provision very unclear. It is very difficult to have a consultation before airports or airport users wish to modify airport charges.

The first part of amendment 18 is not acceptable, as 4 months is stipulated by the ICAO Council. The second part is acceptable and in line with the proposal by the Council on 30 November.

The first part of amendment 22 is acceptable and in line with the proposal by the Council on 30 November. However, the issue of single or dual is outside the scope of the proposal.

Acceptable in part and in principle

The first part of amendment 35, which allows for differentiation for purposes of public interest, is acceptable in principle but should be referred to in article 3, as the Council proposed. Since no particular reference to the application of competition law is necessary, the second part of the amendment cannot be accepted.
Rejected

The following amendments cannot be accepted by the Commission:

Amendment 1 could limit the possibilities to vary the quality and scope of some services, which is one of the main concepts of the proposal.

Amendment 2 refers to the efficient provision of airport services. This is outside the scope of the ICAO principles on which the proposal is based.

Amendments 4, 13, 37 and 38 refer to security charges. Amendments 4 and 37 would prohibit profits on security services at airports. Private security operators will therefore not be able to perform such services. Amendments 13 and 38 aim at limiting security charges levied due to security measures referred to in EC Regulation 2320/02 and to exempt the cost of short-term security measures respectively. Such separation of the cost for different security measures may be difficult to identify. In addition to this, the proposal should also apply to the cost of all security measures, and not only to those mentioned in EC Regulation 2320/02.

Amendment 5 would prohibit airports from providing a level of service higher than foreseen in a service level agreement.

Amendment 6 seems to be not necessary and superfluous. At most, this amendment should be in a recital.

Amendment 9 would impose an obligation on airport networks to have a common charging system. However, some airport networks may choose not to make use of this possibility in the directive.

Amendment 19 has to be rejected as article 4 is not the appropriate article in the proposal, but rather article 10. The amendment aims at introducing an appeal filter to avoid malicious complaints and at better defining the competences of the independent regulatory authority. However, limiting the possibility to appeal only to airport users with more than 10% of traffic could block complaints from smaller airport users, which would be discriminated against. Also, the competences of the independent regulatory authority should be defined in article 10 which establishes the regulatory authority, and not in article 4 on consultation. Furthermore, the independent regulatory authority should have the possibility to take an interim decision on the entry into force of charges that are clearly discriminatory.

The proposal is based on ICAO principles and not limited to infractions to Community competition law. Thus, amendment 20 is not acceptable.

Amendment 23 cannot be accepted as it is contrary to amendment 29 to keep some data confidential, which the Commission accepts in principle. There is no need to publish information on the elements of airport charges in the annual reports of the airport.

Amendments 24 and 25 are rejected as the aim of the proposal is to avoid that airport users are being overcharged for airport services. Whether airports receive other revenues is irrelevant and outside the scope of the proposal. Furthermore, with reference to amendment 25, public service obligations with financial compensation are granted to airport users and not airports.

Amendment 26 is rejected since airport users, in order to plan their traffic, are entitled to have forecast also on airport charges.

Airport users should be obliged to provide information to the airport even if charges are not modified. This information is necessary for the airports to calculate future airport charges. Amendment 28 is therefore not acceptable.

Amendments 31 and 32 are outside the scope of the proposal, which is based on ICAO principles, with no reference to the actual financing such as single/dual till, pre-financing and security funding.

Amendment 34 is rejected since differentiation and differences do not refer to the same matter; where differentiation is the possibility to vary charges, differences only refer to different levels of charges.

Amendment 36 would relieve the airports of the obligation to justify the reasons for only allowing some airport users to use certain pieces of infrastructure. This obligation is essential to ensure that certain airport users are not discriminated against.

It is not clear what the properly emphasised measures mentioned in amendment 39 refer to.

Amendment 41 is outside the scope of the proposal, which is based on ICAO principles with no reference to the actual financing such as single/dual till, pre-financing and security funding.
The independent regulatory authority shall act as appeal body as referred to in articles 4 and 7. It is therefore not sufficient that, as proposed by amendment 42, the regulatory authority ensures that these tasks are carried out by another body.

Amendment 43 refers to the situation in Germany. In the Council, Germany did not see this delegation necessary. This amendment is therefore not needed.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council framework, the Commission intends to draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally.

10.
Outlook for adoption of the common position: Political agreement will be reached in April 2008. The Council is expected to adopt its common position during the second half of 2008.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning the export and import of dangerous chemicals
1.
Rapporteur: Johannes BLOKLAND (IND/DEM/NL)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0406/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0005
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 January 2008

4.

Subject: the export and import of dangerous chemicals

5.

Inter-institutional reference number: 2006/0246(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 133 and Article 175 (1) EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments adopted by Parliament which improve the Commission's proposal in a number of areas including the updating of references and Annexes.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission is currently preparing its opinion.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The Council is expected to accept the amendments from the European Parliament thus leading to adoption of the proposal at first reading at a forthcoming meeting.
CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EEC) No 1408/71 on the application of social security schemes to employed persons, to self-employed persons and to members of their families moving within the Community (various amendments 2006)

1.

Rapporteur: Csaba ÖRY (PPE-DE/HU)

2.

EP reference number: A6-0515/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0006
3.

Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 January 2008

4.
Subject: application of social security schemes to employed persons, to self-employed persons and to members of their families moving within the Community
5.

Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0054(COD)

6.

Legal basis: Articles 42 and 308 of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Social Affairs and Employment (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments of the legislative resolution since they bring the text into line with the result of the negotiations at the Council or make specific changes supported by the Commission or the Council.
9.

Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No changes foreseen.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the common position: Dossier likely to be completed at first reading. For adoption of the common position, the Council is expected to accept all Parliaments' amendments.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Decision N° 896/2006/EC establishing a simplified regime for the control of persons at the external borders based on the unilateral recognition by the Member States of certain residence permits issued by Switzerland and Liechtenstein for the purpose of transit through their territory
1.
Rapporteur: Panayiotis DEMETRIOU (PPE-DE/EL)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0509/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0026
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 31 January 2008

4.
Subject: simplified regime for control of persons at the external borders based on the unilateral recognition by the Member States of certain residence permits issued by Switzerland and Liechtenstein for the purpose of transit through their territory

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0186(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 62(2)(a) of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The amendments proposed – which are agreed by both co‑legislators - are essentially of a technical/drafting nature.

The Commission can accept all amendments and thus supports the first reading agreement between the co-legislators on these files.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already a first reading agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council will adopt the proposal shortly as amended by the Parliament.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council introducing a simplified regime for the control of persons at the external borders based on the unilateral recognition by Bulgaria, Cyprus and Romania of certain documents as equivalent to their national visas for the purposes of transit through their territories

1.
Rapporteur: Michael CASHMAN (PSE/UK)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0511/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0025
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 31 January 2008

4.
Subject: simplified regime for the control of persons at the external borders based on the unilateral recognition by Bulgaria, Cyprus and Romania of certain documents as equivalent to their national visas for the purposes of transit through their territories
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0185(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 62(2) of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The amendments proposed – which are agreed by both co‑legislators - are essentially of a technical/drafting nature and take into consideration the evolution since the adoption of the proposal by the Commission (namely, the extension of the Schengen area to 9 new Member States).

The Commission can accept all amendments and thus supports the first reading agreement between the co-legislators on these files.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already a first reading agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council will adopt the proposal shortly as amended by Parliament.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the submission by Member States of statistics on aquaculture
1.
Rapporteur: Philippe MORILLON (ALDE/FR)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0001/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0027
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 31 January 2008

4.
Subject: Statistics on aquaculture from Member States
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2006/0286(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 285(1) EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)

8.
Commission's position:

As the amendments voted for by the Parliament reflect the consensus between the co‑legislators with a view to reaching an agreement at first reading, the Commission accepts all the amendments adopted in their entirety.

Parliament's amendments clarify the text of the proposal, simplify it by eliminating repetitions and make technical improvements both to the content of the articles and to the annexes (definitions and tables). The changes made clarify and explain in more detail the submissions of annual data on the volume of aquaculture production.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: A consensus was reached by the Commission, the Council and Parliament on the amendments voted by Parliament. Since agreement was reached at first reading, it was not necessary to submit a formal amended proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: On 16 January 2008 Coreper I approved the final compromise text with a view to an agreement at first reading. The proposal in the version amended by Parliament will be formally adopted at one of the Council's coming meetings after revision by the legal/linguistic experts.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision establishing the European Police Office (EUROPOL)
1.
Rapporteur: Agustín DÍAZ DE MERA GARCÍA CONSUEGRA (PPE-DE/ES)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0447/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0015

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 January 2008

4.
Subject: Establishment of the European Police Office (EUROPOL)

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2006/0310(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 30(1)(b), Article 30(2) and Article 34(2)(c) of the Treaty on European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: Certain of the amendments adopted by Parliament can be supported by the Commission in the Council discussions.
These amendments are the following:
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 21, 22, 23, 27, 32, 33, 37, 38, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55.
Concerning the other amendments:
Amendment 11: Not acceptable. The idea is a good one but if the third country is on a list drawn up by the Council, the Commission considers that this is a sufficient guarantee of the level of protection of the data.
Amendment 14: Not acceptable. The Commission wishes to develop the role of the officials in the JITs. However, given the very small number of JITs set up since the Framework Decision of 12 June 2002, it is not currently possible for Member States to support the fact that Europol officials are appointed to direct an investigation. In any event, this coordination role was not supported by the Council during the discussions.
Amendment 18: Not acceptable. The Commission considers that consultation of the Joint Supervisory Body and of the European Data Protection Supervisor will make the procedure for creating an information system too cumbersome.

Amendment 19: Not acceptable. Since this paragraph was deleted during the Council discussions, this amendment is no longer relevant.

Amendment 20: Not acceptable. The Commission's proposal is intended precisely to remove this restriction and to extend access by the national units to the data in the Europol Information System.
Amendment 24: Not acceptable. The Commission considers that the time limit initially provided for ("no later than three years") was reasonable. The proposed time limit ("at least every two years") is too short.

Amendment 25: Not acceptable. The Commission considers that the purpose of the Decision is to give Europol automatic access to these data, since this access is governed by adequate data protection measures. Reducing this access to a case-by-case basis contravenes the spirit of the Decision.
Amendment 26: Not acceptable. The current text of the proposal for a Decision stipulates that this list is not exhaustive.

Amendment 28: Not acceptable. This chapter has been the subject of numerous amendments and in view of the significant changes made following the discussions, this amendment is no longer appropriate.
Amendment 30: Not acceptable. The Commission considers that this provision makes the procedure too cumbersome.

Amendment 31: Not acceptable. There is no point in re-introducing a reference to the Europol Convention since the level of data protection provided by the Decision is sufficient. Furthermore, the proposal for a Decision makes no mention of the Convention.
Amendment 34: Not acceptable. The text of the proposal for a Decision was amended during the Council discussions and now reflects the spirit of the proposed amendment.

Amendment 35: Not acceptable. This amendment makes the conditions for refusal of access extremely restrictive (in order to refuse access proof would have to be given that a fundamental right was being endangered, which would risk jeopardising an investigation in progress). Furthermore, a provision aimed at protecting the rights of third parties has already been included in Article 29(4).
Amendment 36: Not acceptable. The Commission considers that there is no need for the reference to the Council of Europe Recommendation, which is non-binding. A reference to Article 16 of the Framework Decision on personal data protection in the third pillar is more appropriate.

Amendment 39: Not acceptable. The proposed amendment would enable documents to be submitted to the national parliaments, which could take a considerable time and significantly delay final approval by the Council. The Commission's initial proposal gives the European Parliament the opportunity of receiving these documents for information purposes, which is a step forward.

Amendment 58: Not acceptable. This chapter has been the subject of numerous amendments and in view of the significant changes made following the discussions, this amendment is no longer appropriate.

Amendment 59: Not acceptable. The text as set out in Article 37(7) of the Europol 118 document (19/11/2007) states that:

"The Director and the Deputy Directors may be dismissed by a decision of the Council, acting by a qualified majority, after obtaining the opinion of the Management Board. The Management Board shall establish the rules to be applied in such cases. Such rules shall be approved by the Council, acting by a qualified majority prior to their entry into force",

At the request of the Member States, the European Parliament is no longer present in the procedure. Symmetrically, under these conditions it appears difficult in Article 37(1) to support the consultation procedure as described.
Amendment 62: Not acceptable. Since the Decision will come into force on 1 January 2010, it does not appear possible to revise it before that date or at a date so close to the entry into force.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amendment to the proposal is foreseen. The Commission will inform the Council orally of its position on the amendments and will support some of these during the Council discussions.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Slovene Presidency has expressed its wish that the negotiations be concluded by June 2008.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision implementing Regulation (EC) No 168/2007 as regards the adoption of a Multi-annual Framework for the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights for 2007-2012
1.
Rapporteur: Michael CASHMAN (PSE/UK)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0514/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0014
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 January 2007

4.
Subject: adoption of a Multi-annual Framework for the European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights for 2007-2012

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0189(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 5 of Regulation (EC) No 168/2007 of 15 February 2007 establishing a European Union Agency for Fundamental Rights

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept some of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.

The Commission can accept amendments 1, 2 (regarding the notion of ethnic minorities), 3, 4, 5, 8 and 13 (in part regarding the notion of multiple discrimination) as well as Amendment 15 (regarding the notion of social exclusion) and Amendment 16.

The Commission cannot accept the following amendments:

Amendments 2 (in part), 7 and 13 regarding the adding of "traditional national minorities and linguistic minorities": they do not correspond with the better regulation requirements or are already covered by the proposal;

Amendments 10, 11 and 18: they do not comply with the basic Regulation;

Amendment 12: it would significantly limit the scope of the thematic areas to be dealt with by the Agency as laid down in Article 2 of the Commission's proposal;
Amendments 14 and 15 (in part): they fall outside Community competence or the competence of the Agency;
Amendment 17: it goes beyond the basic Regulation.
The Commission is in principle ready to accept Amendment 6 although it believes that the proposal for the Multi-annual Framework is not an appropriate place to introduce general statements on the nature and definition of human rights. This is best done in relevant international conventions and in the Charter of Fundamental Rights.

However, the Commission will not oppose this amendment if both the Council and the Parliament are willing to accept it.

Amendment 9 (a reference to a review of the Multi-annual framework before the five-year period) is not necessary, given that the basic Regulation already provides the Commission, the Council and the Parliament with the possibility to request to go outside the scope of Article 2 of the Multi-annual Framework.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will present orally its position on the amendments proposed in the European Parliament's opinion in the course of the discussions in COREPER. The Council will discuss amendments proposed by the Parliament in the one of the next COREPER meetings.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Slovenian Presidency intends to adopt the proposal as soon as possible. According to the present schedule, the proposal will be on the agenda of COREPER meeting of 14 February 2008.

CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation on the measures to be undertaken by the Commission in 2008-13 making use of the remote‑sensing applications developed within the framework of the common agricultural policy
1.
Rapporteur: Friedrich-Wilhelm GRAEFE zu BARINGDORF (Verts/ALE/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A6-508/2007 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0010

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 January 2008

4.
Subject: Commission measures in 2008-2013 to make use of CAP remote sensing applications

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0132(CNS)

6.
Legal basis: Article 33 of the Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament.

Amendment 1 (Recital 2): the Commission is of the view that given that the LUCAS project is not concerned by the proposal, there is no necessity to refer to it. Regarding the second part of the amendment, the Commission maintains that the agro-meteorological system has demonstrated its effectiveness. Therefore, the Commission rejects the amendment.

Amendment 2 (Recital 2a (new)): the Commission considers that the scope of the proposal is clearly defined and rejects the amendment.
Amendment 3 (Recital 5): it is not the purpose of the Commission to use the agro‑meteorological system for control purposes. The low resolution level of satellite images utilised by the system does not allow controls of any sort. Therefore the Commission rejects the amendment.

Amendment 4 (Article 1, paragraph 1, introductory part): the agro-meteorological system contributes operationally to the management of the Common Agricultural Policy and therefore fits naturally within the framework of the European Agricultural Guaranty Fund. The Commission rejects the amendment.

Amendment 5 (Article 1, paragraph 1, point (a): the proposal of the Commission does not indicate that the agro-meteorological system is the only tool utilised for the management of agricultural markets as other tools, including farm surveys, provide useful information. Therefore the Commission rejects the amendment.

Amendment 6 (Article 1, paragraph 1, point (c)) the information referred to in point (b) of the Commission proposal is not of a nature that would allow utilisations such as controls of farmers. Therefore the Commission rejects the amendment.

Amendment 7 (Article 1, paragraph 2, point (b)): the website of the JRC Agriculture Unit already exists and makes the relevant information and data available to the public. Moreover, the proposal provides for the access to information generated by the agro-meteorological system (Article 1, paragraph 1, point (c)). Therefore the Commission rejects the amendment.

Amendment 8 (Article 1, paragraph 2, point (ba) (new)): the Commission welcomes the principle of setting up an inventory of projects and initiatives in the field of space and remote-sensing. However, the present Commission proposal does not seem to be the right place for this. This would indeed fall in the realm of the Global Monitoring for Environment and Security (GMES) European initiative. Therefore the Commission rejects the amendment.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal was adopted by the Council on 21 January 2008.
Part two
Non-legislative resolutions
THE COMMISSION DOES NOT INTEND TO RESPOND FORMALLY TO THE FOLLOWING NON-LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT DURING THE JANUARY 2008 PART-SESSIONS
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 January 2008 on a more effective EU policy for the South Caucasus: from promises to actions (2007/2076(INI))

Report by Lydie POLFER (EP: A6-0516/07)

Minutes, Part 2, 17 January 2008
Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Ferrero‑Waldner has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 17 January 2008 on a Black Sea Regional Policy Approach (2007/2101(INI)) (COM(07) 0160)

Report by Roberta Alma ANASTASE (EP: A6-0510/07)

Minutes, Part 2, 17 January 2008
Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Ferrero‑Waldner has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 January 2008 on Kenya
(EP: B6-0024/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 17 January 2008
Competent: 
Louis MICHEL



DG Development
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Michel has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 17 January 2008 on the situation in the Democratic Republic of Congo and rape as a war crime
(EP: B6-0022/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 17 January 2008
Competent: 
Louis MICHEL, Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG Development, DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Kuneva has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 17 January 2008 on the situation in Egypt
(EP: B6-0023/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 17 January 2008
Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Kuneva has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 31 January 2008 on Iran
(EP: B6-0046/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 31 January 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER



DG External Relations
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Ferrero‑Waldner has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 31 January 2008 on the outcome of the Bali Conference on Climate Change (COP 13 and COP/MOP 3)

(EP: B6-0059/08)

Minutes, Part 2, 31 January 2008

Competent: 
Stavros DIMAS



DG Environment
Grounds:
The Commission will not be responding formally given that Commissioner Dimas presented the Commission's position in the Bali COP 13 outcome and expressed his views about what the Commission intends to do in the run up to the 2009 COP in Copenhagen both in the Environment Committee and the Plenary. He also presented the climate action and renewable energy package.
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