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Part one
Legislative opinions
CODECISION PROCEDURE - Second reading

European Parliament resolution on the Council common position for adopting a regulation of the European Parliament and the Council on the banning of exports and the safe storage of metallic mercury
1.
Rapporteur: Dimitrios PAPADIMOULIS (GUE/NGL/EL)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0102/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0214
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 21 May 2008
4.
Subject: banning of exports of metallic mercury
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2006/0206(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 175(1) and 133 ECT

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

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.

9.
Outlook for the Commission opinion: The Commission will present its favourable opinion on Parliament's amendments to the Council common position at the end of June 2008.

10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: The amendments adopted by the European Parliament at second reading are the result of an overall compromise between the European Parliament and the Council, supported by the Commission, with a view to the second reading. The Council should therefore probably approve these amendments some time in July, thus concluding the adoption procedure.

CODECISION PROCEDURE – First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the selection and autorisation of systems providing mobilie satellite services (MSS)
1.
Rapporteur: Fiona HALL (ALDE/UK)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0077/2008 / P6_TA-PROV (2008)0219

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 21 May 2008

4.
Subject: the selection and authorisation of systems providing mobile satellite services (MSS)

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0174(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 95 of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on industry, research and energy (ITRE)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission accepts all the amendments to the proposal adopted by Parliament at the plenary vote on 21 May 2008, as they are the basis for an agreement in first reading with the Council.

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

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: adoption at first reading is expected by the Council in June 2008.

CODECISION PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on farm structure surveys and the survey on agricultural production methods and repealing Council Regulation (EEC) No 571/88
1.
Rapporteur: Gábor HARANGOZÓ (PSE/HU)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0061/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0216
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 21 May 2008
4.
Subject: farm structure surveys and the survey on agricultural production methods
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0084(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 285 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all 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 Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: On 5 May 2008, the Special Committee on Agriculture approved an identical text to that adopted by the European Parliament. Adoption of the Regulation is expected at a forthcoming Council.
CODECISION PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a European Training Foundation (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Bernard LEHIDEUX (ADLE/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0131/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0227
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 22 May 2008
4.
Subject: Establishing a European Training Foundation (recast)
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0163(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 150 of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission accepts only some of the amendments adopted by Parliament.

The Commission accepts the consolidated text as set out in Amendment 11, which was presented and adopted at the plenary session of 22 May 2008. However, it does not accept Amendment 10, adopted at the same session, which introduces the concept of rotation of Commission representatives on the Governing Board in line with the system provided for by the Treaty of Lisbon (Articles 9 D, 211a and Final Act, Declaration on Article 9 D of the Treaty).

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will inform the Council of its position on Parliament's amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: A decision has not yet been taken on adoption of a common position but probably will be taken under the French Presidency.

CO-DECISION PROCEDURE – First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the Protection of the Environment through Criminal Law
1.
Rapporteur: Hartmut NASSAUER (EPP-ED/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0154/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0215
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 21 May 2008
4.
Subject: criminal law measures to ensure an efficient implementation of Community environmental legislation
5.

Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0022(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 175 (1) EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept in full all amendments adopted by Parliament.
Following three trilogue meetings, the Parliament, Council and Commission agreed on a compromise package. Accordingly, the European Parliament adopted on 21 May 2008 the amendment package as agreed.
9.
Outlook for the adoption of an amended proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: Coreper agreed on all amendments adopted by the European Parliament on 21 May 2008. The Council is expected to formally adopt the directive in autumn 2008.
CODECISION PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning meat and livestock statistics
1.
Rapporteur: Friedrich-Wilhelm GRAEFE zu BARINGDORF (Greens/ALE/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0130/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0206
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 20 May 2008
4.
Subject: meat and livestock statistics
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0051(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 285 TEC
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all 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 Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: On 5 May 2008, the Special Committee on Agriculture approved an identical text to that adopted by the European Parliament. Adoption of the Regulation is expected at a forthcoming Council.
CO-DECISION PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and the Council establishing common rules concerning the conditions to be complied with to pursue the occupation of road transport operator
1.
Rapporteur: Silvia-Adriana TICǍU (PSE/RO)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0087/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0217
3.
Date of adoption of the Resolution: 21 May 2008
4.
Subject: common rules concerning the conditions to be complied with to pursue the occupation of road transport operator
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0098(COD)
6.
Legal Basis: Article 71 of the Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept many of the amendments adopted by Parliament.
59 Amendments are acceptable (1, 3, 4, 5, 8, 13, 9, 10, 11, 12, 108, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 29, 30, 32, 34, 38, 39, 41, 42, 45, 46, 48, 60, 64, 65, 67, 68, 69, 72, 74, 75, 76, 77, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 87, 89, 90, 91, 92, 94, 95, 97, 98, 100 & 107), 22 are acceptable in principle (35, 43, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 56, 57, 59, 61, 62, 70, 73, 79, 86, 88, 93, 96, 101, 103 & 115), 9 are acceptable with redrafting (14, 21, 28, 109, 31, 40, 112, 66 & 104) and 3 are partly acceptable (111, 44 & 55). However, 13 amendments cannot be accepted (2, 6, 36, 37, 50, 113, 58, 63, 71, 116, 113, 80 & 99).
Amendments accepted in principle
Amendment 35: reference to human or drug trafficking is useful.
Amendment 49: it is however necessary to clarify that Member States, even if not obliged to impose a prior training remain authorised to impose it.
Amendment 53: promotion of training is useful.
Amendment 62: useful provision for rehabilitation.
Amendment 70: The Commission could accept to issue guidelines on the minimal structure of the data of the register and could also support the idea of a kind of 'white' list of the transport manager.
Amendments acceptable with redrafting
Amendment 109: it is indeed necessary to limit the number of vehicles.
Amendment 40: the procedure laid down in Article 6 is of high importance. The wording has to be fine-tuned.
Amendments acceptable in part
Only the first parts of Amendments 111 and 44 are acceptable.
Amendments rejected
Amendments 36 & 80: it is necessary to take into account the different legal systems between Member States and the qualification of the infringements. Therefore, the good repute should not be linked to the absence of convictions only but also to the absence of possibly other types of penalties.
Amendment 50: Despite the possible positive impact of such a provision to reduce the so-called 'tourism of diploma', this provision limits freedom of movement.
Amendment 58: once the register would be fully interconnected at EU level, there is no reason why a systematic check of the aptitude of a transport manager could not be done. Therefore the 'in case of any doubt' is not acceptable.
Amendment 71: the link with an EU interconnected future data base of vehicles registration mark, as proposed by the Commission on the Directive for facilitating cross border enforcement in the field of road safety COM(2008)151 may indeed be envisaged at a later stage. The Commission however believes that a stepwise approach is preferable and technically more realistic; the link with such a data base should therefore be optional and not mandatory.
Amendment 99: The cross border dimension of commercial transport with vehicles of less than 9 persons is very small. Such vehicles are typically used for urban transport. Therefore, for subsidiary reasons, the Commission is convinced that such a report is not necessary, since Commission Action will not be taken.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council framework, the Commission intends to orally draw the Council's attention to their position on Parliament's first reading amendments.
10.
Outlook for adoption of the common position: The Slovenian presidency aims at reaching a political agreement in June. 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 the Council on common rules for access to the international road haulage market (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Mathieu GROSCH (EPP-DE/BE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0038/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0218
3.
Date of adoption of the Resolution: 21 May 2008
4.
Subject: common rules for access to the international road haulage market (recast)
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0099(COD)
6.
Legal Basis: Article 71 of the Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept many of the amendments adopted by Parliament.
14 amendments are acceptable (2, 8, 9, 11, 12, 42, 19, 43, 24, 25, 27, 28, 33 and 35), 5 are acceptable with redrafting (1, 48, 29, 31/32 and 34), one is partly acceptable (7) and 2 are acceptable in principle (10 and 26). However, 14 amendments cannot be accepted (3, 4, 5, 6, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23 and 30).
Amendments accepted
The Commission can accept as amendment or as part of an amendment the deletion of the references to "repeated minor infringements" (see amendments 7, 8, 42, 24, 26, 27, 33, 34).
Amendments accepted in principle
Amendment 10: the text should read: "The following types of carriage and unladen journeys made in conjunction with such carriage shall not require Community license and shall be exempted from any carriage authorisation."
Amendments accepted in part
Amendment 7: Only the first part deleting "or repeated minor" can be accepted.
Amendments rejected
Amendments 3, 4 and 18: the restrictions linked to temporary cabotage seem justified as long as the application of the rules concerning establishment of undertakings, including access to the profession, social rules and enforcement are not better harmonised. Despite current progress, it is deemed too early to prejudge the outcome of this harmonisation process and to predict already now a necessary level of harmonisation by 2014.
Amendments 5 and 21: a Member State may open completely its national market only if towards all EU operators and not only towards certain Member States. This principle may not prevent multilateral agreement adopted before the establishment of community rules to continue to apply.
Amendments 6, 14 and 15: The achieved acquis communautaire concerning cross trade among Member States should not be put into question by imposing additional conditions which are not enforceable.
Amendment 16: not possible to enforce properly.
Amendment 17: the Commission recognises that transit cabotage deserves a particular attention. The solutions envisaged should however be enforceable, which is not the case of the proposed amendment.
Amendment 20: no need; the Convention called "CMR" which provides the required information in an harmonised format can universally be used by the road haulage industry.
Amendments 22 and 23: No need. A provision in one legal act should not interpret another legal act.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council, the Commission intends to orally draw the Council's attention to their position on Parliament's first reading amendments.
10.
Outlook for adoption of the common position: The Slovenian presidency aims at reaching a political agreement in June 2008. The Council is expected to adopt its common position during the second half of 2008.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 establishing common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers, as regards the support scheme for cotton
1.
Rapporteur: Ioannis GKLAVAKIS (EPP-DE/EL)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0166/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0191
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 8 May 2008
4.
Subject: common rules for direct support schemes under the common agricultural policy and establishing certain support schemes for farmers, as regards the support scheme for cotton
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0242(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Paragraph 2 of Article 37 of the Treaty establishing the European Community. Paragraph 6 of Protocol 4 of the Act of Accession of Greece.
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments adopted by Parliament.
Recitals
Amendment 1 (recital 2) unacceptable - The amended wording does not correctly reflect Protocol 4 and deletes a part of the quotation of the judgement of the Court of Justice. Protocol 4 'requires support of the production of cotton in regions of the Community where it is important for the agricultural economy'; it does not require prevention of the replacement of cotton by other crops.
Amendment 2 (recital 3) unacceptable - Reference to a recital supporting the annulled cotton scheme (Regulation (EC) No 864/2004) should not serve as justification for the new support system.
Amendment 3 (recital 3a new) – unacceptable - The statements in the amendment relate to exceptional circumstances (growers without alternatives, cotton accounting for 80% of activity), which cannot be the main ground for the proposal. Cotton requires good quality soils, which implies that generally alternatives for cotton are available to producers.
Amendment 4 (recital 3b (new) – acceptable – however the content of this new recital is largely covered by recital 4 of the proposal. Furthermore, the wording needs to be adapted as no region is only dependent on cotton, as suggested.
Amendment 5 (recital 4) – unacceptable - The recital should reflect the exact wording of Protocol 4.
Amendment 6 (recital 5) – unacceptable - Cotton is not only grown in regions covered by the convergence objective, but also in regions subject to transitional support under the convergence objective, further to the 'statistical effect' following enlargement. As good soils are necessary for cotton, alternative crops may be grown.
Although cotton growing and the associated agro-industries are important to the agricultural economy of some regions, it should be recalled that the ginning industries employ 1350 persons in Spain and 3200 in Greece; much of this employment is seasonal. Consequently, its importance should not be overstated.
Amendment 7 (recital 6) – unacceptable - The Commission does not support deletion of references to the principle elements of CAP reform, which form an important basis for the proposal.
Amendment 8 (recital 8) – unacceptable - The level of coupled support should not be increased in view of the CAP reform process to stimulate market orientation through decoupling of aid. An increase of coupled aid would not be compatible with the commitments of the Community to its international partners. Allowing for upwards flexibility of coupled aid is not supported as this could put in jeopardy the classification of the aid in the Blue Box of the Agreement on Agriculture.
Amendment 9 (recital 9) – unacceptable - see amendment 8.
Amendment 10 (recital 10) – unacceptable - The limitation of eligible areas to a certain maximum level stems from environmental concerns. The proposal to allow Member States to prioritise traditional growing areas is already covered by the proposal, which allows Member States to authorise eligible areas.
Amendment 11 (recital 10a (new) – unacceptable - The amount of coupled aid granted to farmers should not be made variable. This would not be compatible with CAP reform principles and could endanger classification of the aid under the Blue Box of the Agreement on Agriculture.
Amendment 12 (recital 10b (new) – unacceptable - Alternative crops that can replace cotton do exist.
See also amendment 11.
Amendment 13 (recital 11) - unacceptable – see amendments 8 and 11.
Amendments 14/15 (recitals 11a/12a) – acceptable.
Amendment 16 (recital 12b) – unacceptable - Financing of national support programmes is not an objective of article 69 of Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003. Use of non-absorbed funds originally earmarked as coupled aid is not possible in view of the annuality of the Community budget.
Amendment 17 (recital 12 c (new) – partially acceptable - Financing of national support programmes by means of a percentage of coupled support can be accepted, although determining the budget of the programmes by means of a fixed amount has a strong preference for financial and administrative reasons. However, use of funds not used as coupled aid is not acceptable in view of the annuality of the Community budget.
Amendment 18 (recital 12d (new) – acceptable – However, eligible measures should respect the criteria for the WTO Green Box and any overlap with the Rural Development Regulation should be prevented. Specifically support for environmentally friendly growing methods and support for investments on farms growing cotton (modernisation) is already covered by the Rural Development Regulation. For research on varieties budget is available through the research programmes.
Amendment 19 (recital 12e (new) – unacceptable - Rural Development policy should be strengthened with the annual transfer of 22 million for cotton regions. The Member States concerned have already programmed the use of these funds in their Rural Development Programmes.
Amendment 20 (recital 12f (new) – unacceptable - Rural Development policy should be strengthened with the annual transfer of 22 million for cotton regions. The Member States concerned have already programmed the use of these funds in their Rural Development Programmes.
Amendment 21 (recital 13a (new) – unacceptable - The crop specific payment for cotton is proposed for an indefinite period. The Commission reserves its right to propose modifications to the Common Agricultural Policy when it considers this necessary.
Amendment 22 (recital 13b (new) – unacceptable - This issue is subject to the Joint cases T-217/07 E.A. Action for damages to compensate for the loss allegedly suffered by ginning enterprises following the annulment of cotton reform by the Court of Justice and should therefore be resolved by the Court of First Instance. The Council of the European Union and the European Commission are defending these cases.
Amendment 23 (recital 13c (new) – acceptable - Considerable over-capacity in the ginning industry existed already before the reform of the cotton scheme, so restructuring is important for the future of the sector. However eligible restructuring measures should respect the criteria for the WTO Green Box and any overlap with the Rural Development Regulation should be prevented.
Amendment 24 – partially acceptable - The notion of this amendment can be accepted, although its legal form would need to be modified. Crisis prevention and management policies are to be discussed in a more general context (Health Check Review) and should not be the object of specific programmes for cotton.
Amendment 25 – unacceptable - The proposal already provides for a number of eligibility criteria, requiring actual sowing, growing and harvesting of cotton. Additional eligibility criteria, specifically linking production to delivery of cotton to the industry, may put in danger the classification of the crop specific aid in the Blue Box of the Agreement on Agriculture.
Protocol 4 does not require the Community cotton scheme to avoid substitution by other crops, it requires a support of the production of cotton in certain regions.
Amendment 26 – acceptable.
Amendment 27 (introductory wording) – unacceptable - The indicated amount of aid per eligible hectare should respect the limit of 35% coupling. See amendment 8.
Amendment 27 (indent 2) – unacceptable - To remain budgetary neutral, the amount per hectare for a base area of 270 000 ha should be set at 748,90 EUR. Furthermore, the term 'upwards', implying the payment per hectare may exceed the specified aid per hectare, cannot be accepted.
Amendment 28 – acceptable.
Amendment 29 – unacceptable – see amendments 8 and 11.
Amendment 30 – unacceptable – see amendment 24.
Amendment 31 – acceptable - The notion of this amendment can be accepted, although its legal form would need to be modified. See also amendment 23.
Amendment 32 – partially acceptable - The Commission can support use of coupled support to finance national support programmes, but cannot accept use of unused coupled aid funds. See amendment 17.
Amendment 33 – unacceptable – see amendment 20.
Amendment 34 – unacceptable - Measures eligible under national support programmes should be WTO Green BOX compatible and should not overlap with Rural Development. Except for the restructuring and modernisation of ginning plants the proposed measures do not meet these criteria. See also amendments 18 and 19.
Amendment 35 – unacceptable - Policies to forecast, mitigate and combat the effects of climate change are to be discussed in a more general context and should not be the object of specific cotton related programmes.
Amendment 36 – unacceptable – see amendment 20.
Amendment 37 – unacceptable - In 2004, the Council has requested a report on the implementation of the Regulation covering the reform of a number of sectors including cotton. In this report the annulment of the Chapter on cotton and the subsequent new proposal will be taken into account. See amendment 21.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will orally inform the Council of its position on the amendments.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council is expected to adopt the proposal on 23 June 2008.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation on the conclusion of the Agreement in the form of an Exchange of Letters on the amendments to the Protocol setting out, for the period from 18 January 2005 to 17 January 2011, the fishing opportunities and the financial contribution provided for by the Agreement between the European Community and the Republic of Seychelles
1.
Rapporteur: Josu ORTUONDO LARREA (ALDE/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0085/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0187
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 8 May 2008
4.
Subject: EC/Seychelles Agreement - fishing opportunities and financial contributions
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0232(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 300(3), first subparagraph, of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament for the following reasons:
Amendment 1
At the present time, the Commission has not received any complaints from shipowners with regard to this subject. However, the Commission takes due note of it and could take the opportunity of a new Joint Committee to discuss it with the Seychelles authorities.
Amendment 2
According to the provisions of the Agreement, the utilization of the financial contribution is under the responsibility of the government of the Seychelles. Both parties have however agreed that 56% of this contribution should be used in the promotion of responsible fisheries according to the Fisheries policy defined by the Government, which includes the development of coastal populations.
In addition, one of the objectives identified for the support of the sectoral fisheries policy is "To maintain Port Victoria as the major tuna landing/transhipment port in the Western Indian Ocean".
Amendment 3
For the time being, the Commission has no legal basis to block license requests on the ground of lack of or poor reporting from Member States.
However, the Commission has transmitted to the Parliament and the Council a draft Council regulation concerning conditions on license and reporting obligations which contains such provisions.
Amendment 4
The Commission already complies with the transmission of such information in line with the current inter-institutional arrangements.
Amendment 5
We fully share the concern to improve the flow of information provided to the European Parliament. In this case, however, the Commission already complies with the transmission of such information in line with the current inter-institutional arrangements.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: No amendment. The proposal will be adopted by the Council as an A point, without any further debate.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal is foreseen to be on the agenda of a forthcoming Council meeting.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation setting up the Fuel Cells and Hydrogen Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Pia Elda LOCATELLI (PSE/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0145/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0203
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 20 May 2008
4.
Subject: Setting up the Fuel Cells and Hydrogen Joint Undertaking 

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0211(CNS) 
6.
Legal basis: Article 251(2) and Articles 171 and 172(1) of the EC Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission‘s position: The Commission can accept certain amendments adopted by Parliament.
The Council adopted four regulations on Joint Technology Initiatives, JTIs, (ARTEMIS, ENIAC, Innovative Medicines and Clean Sky) at the end of 2007. The present JTI has followed the same structure and has incorporated the same provisions as the preceding JTIs. A large number of amendments suggested in the resolution have followed the previous amendments and for those the position of the Council was already known. The Rapporteur had also the possibility to consult the Council's General Approach before drafting her opinion.
The consolidated report contains 51 amendments. 15 amendments were accepted, 7 amendments were partly accepted and 29 amendments were not accepted.
The amendments can be broadly divided into three categories:
· Amendments adjusting the text to the Common Approach text of the Council, which in turn include the EP amendments accepted for the first four JTIs;
· Amendments proposed previously by the EP for the four JTIs but not accepted by the Council;
· Amendments specific to the Fuel Cells and Hydrogen JU.
Among the amendments specific to the Fuel Cells and Hydrogen JU the following are supported by the Commission:
· A reference to the need to include breakthrough–oriented research in the implementation of the research priorities of the JTI;
· The introduction of a clear reference to the possible participation of the Joint Research Centre in the activities of the Joint Undertaking, and that JRC's contribution to the activities shall not change the Community cash contribution of 470M€;
· The provision that matching in-kind contribution from industry does not have to be increased to also cover the JRC contribution.
The amendments that the Commission does not support are:
· The reduction of the Research Grouping's contribution to the running costs.
The Research Grouping will have 1/12 of the overall votes in the Governing Board and should contribute proportionally to the costs of the Programme Office.
· Nomination of the Energy Programme Committee delegates to the FCH States Representatives Group.
Member States should be free to nominate the representatives they find best suitable.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal:
The Commission proposal has undergone substantial changes in line with the other four JTIs. These changes are, to a large extent, in line with the amendments suggested. No new proposal is to be drafted.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal:
The Competitiveness Council adopted the proposal on 30 May 2008.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council decision on guidelines for the employment policies of the Member States
1.
Rapporteur: Anne VAN LANCKER (PSE/BE)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0172/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0207
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 20 May 2008
4.
Subject: employment guidelines
5. 
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0300(CNS)
6. 
Legal basis: Article 128 of the Treaty
7.
Competent parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept certain amendments adopted by Parliament. However, the Commission cannot support amendments that imply changes to the Guidelines themselves, the priorities or the targets set.
The Commission could support the following amendments in the recitals and in the narratives: In Recitals: amendments 2, 3, 4, 5; In Narratives: amendments 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 18, 19, 20, 29, 31, 33.
The amendments highlight issues such as: job quality; equal opportunities including equal pay; social cohesion and the social dimension; discrimination; the role of social partners; education, training and life-long learning; reconciliation; matching of needs with skills. These are all areas where the Commission share the concern for the coming period of Lisbon.
The Commission could support parts of amendment 1 – such as the first part:
We can support adding "achieve full employment, enhance job quality and equal opportunities, bring about social cohesion and" since this is no change in the priorities or in the guidelines themselves. We can agree that these are important issues for growth and jobs.
The Commission cannot support the amendments on the Guidelines. Amendments: 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 28, 30, 32, 34, 35.

To amend the guidelines or to add new indents in the guidelines is not in line with our overall approach that stability of the guidelines has to be maintained. This approach has been confirmed by the March European Spring Council 2008.
The Commission cannot support any amendments in priority areas, including adding a new priority area (amendments 1, 11,12,13,14,15,16,17, 27): parts of amendment 1 adding a new priority area (promoting mobility), amendments 11 and 17 for the first priority (attracting more people), amendment 12 adding a new priority (active social integration), amendments 13 and 27 for the second priority (adaptability), amendment 14 for the third priority (investments in human capital), amendment 15 adding a new priority (research, science and innovation), amendment 16 adding a new priority (sex discrimination).
This goes against the view of stability in the Guidelines. We should keep the three priorities stable. Some of the proposed amendment policy areas are covered by other amendments in the narratives, for example: quality jobs (can be accepted in first part of amendment 1); discrimination (can be accepted in amendment 5).
The Commission could not support changes in the definition of targets and benchmarks:
Amendment 22: The European Parliament proposes to replace "new start" with "the possibility of employment, an apprenticeship, further training or other measures leading to employment." in the narratives following guideline 18.
The Commission could  not support this but would suggest adding the following wording  "a job, apprenticeship, additional training or other employability measure" .
This concerns one of the agreed target and benchmarks within the Employment Strategy. The EPSCO council based its definition of the target on the definition in the Spring European Council Conclusions in their general approach from February: "that every unemployed person is offered a job, apprenticeship, additional training or other employability measure; in the case of young persons who have left school within no more than 4 months by 2010 and in the case of adults within no more than 12 months".
The Commission could support the idea of adding the targets and benchmarks in the end of the Guidelines, however the agreed definitions should be used.
Amendment 36: The EP proposes to add in the agreed target and benchmarks (as the Council did in its general approach) after the Guidelines; however they have changed some of the definitions of the targets; namely target number 1, 3, 4.
The Commission could propose the following:
Target number one should instead read: "that every unemployed person is offered a job, apprenticeship, additional training or other employability measure; in the case of young persons who have left school within no more than 4 months by 2010 and in the case of adults within no more than 12 months";
Target number three should instead read: "that jobseekers throughout the EU are able to consult all job vacancies advertised through Member States' employment services".
Target number four should instead read: "an increase by five years, at EU level, of the effective average exit age from the labour market by 2010 compared to 2001";
The agreed definitions of the agreed target and benchmarks within the Employment Strategy should be used, as they are in the general approach taken by the EPSCO council.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal. The Commission will inform the Council of its position on the amendments.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal. The EPSCO Council is likely to shortly adopt the Commission's proposal including the amendments adopted by Parliament and accepted by the Commission.
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 as regards the transfer of tobacco aid to the Community Tobacco Fund for the years 2008 and 2009 and Regulation (EC) No 1234/2007 with regard to financing of the Community Tobacco Fund
1.
Rapporteur: Sergio BERLATO (UEN/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0164/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0204
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 20 May 2008
4.
Subject: The Community Tobacco Fund
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2008/0020(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 37(2), third subparagraph of the EC 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 Parliament.
Amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 10 are rejected because the Commission is not going to propose a prolongation of the transitory coupled aid scheme for tobacco producers beyond what was agreed by the Council in 2004, i.e. the harvest year 2009.
Amendment 8 is rejected because the transfer scheduled in Article 143e of Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 has already been done by including the funds in the rural development programs approved for the period 2007-2013 for the Member States concerned.
Amendment 9 is rejected because the coefficient 0.5 established in Annex VII, point I, second paragraph of Regulation (EC) No 1782/2003 has already been taken into consideration at the time of the inclusion of the tobacco support into the Single Payment Scheme in 2006.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal (see point 10).
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal was adopted as "A point" at the General Affairs Council meeting on 26 May 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 MAY 2008 PART-SESSIONS
-
European Parliament resolution of 8 May 2008 on EU election observation missions: objectives, practices and future challenges (2007/2217(INI))

Report by Véronique DE KEYSER, José Ignacio SALAFRANCA SÁNCHEZ-NEYRA

(PE: A6-0138/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 8 May 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations

Reason:
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 8 May 2008 on the management of deep-sea fish stocks (2007/2110(INI))  (COM(07) 0030)

Report by Rosa MIGUÉLEZ RAMOS (PE: A6-0103/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 8 May 2008

Competent: 
Joe BORG


DG Maritime Affairs and Fisheries

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally given that Commissioner Borg replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution and underlined the next steps with regard to the Communication. He stated that in 2006, the Commission produced a Communication to Council and Parliament: "Review of the management of deep-sea fish stocks." As from 2009 the Commission intends to start a revision of the Regulation 2347/2002 establishing specific access requirements and associated conditions applicable to fishing for deep sea stocks, involving experts and stakeholders in order to apply stricter and clearer rules into this fishery.
-
European Parliament resolution of 20 May 2008 on the evaluation of the PEACE Programme and strategies for the future (2007/2150(INI))

Report by Bairbre de BRÚN (PE: A6-0133/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 20 May 2008

Competent: 
Danuta HÜBNER


DG Regional Policy

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Hübner has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the Resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 21 May 2008 on the Green Paper on better ship dismantling  (2007/2279(INI))  (COM(07) 0269)

Report by Johannes BLOKLAND (PE: A6-0156/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 21 May 2008

Competent: 
Stavros DIMAS


DG Environment

Reason: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Dimas has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 21 May 2008 on the scientific facts of climate change: findings and recommendations for decision-making (2008/2001(INI))

Report by Karl-Heinz FLORENZ (PE: A6-0136/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 21 May 2008

Competent: 
Stavros DIMAS


DG Environment

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Dimas has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 22 May 2008 on the situation in Lebanon

(PE: B6-0271/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Dimas replied in plenary on 9 April 2008 to the requests contained in the resolution.

-
European Parliament resolution of 22 May 2008 on the natural disaster in China

(PE: B6-0242/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Louis MICHEL, Stavros DIMAS


DG Humanitarian Aid (ECHO), DG Environment

Reason:
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 22 May 2008 on (depleted) uranium weapons and their effect on human health and the environment – Towards a global ban on the use of such weapons

(PE: B6-0219/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations

Reason:
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 22 May 2008 on the EU strategy for the third meeting of the parties to the Convention on access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice in environmental matters

(PE: B6-0238/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Stavros DIMAS


DG Environment

Reason:
The Commission will not be responding formally as Commissioner Vassiliou has given a written answer in plenary, which is included in the verbatim report on the proceedings of the European Parliament (CRE 21/05/2008-19).

-
European Parliament resolution of 22 May 2008 on Sudan and the International Criminal Court

(PE: B6-0240/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Louis MICHEL, Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG Development, DG External Relations

Reason:
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 22 May 2008 on the arrest of political opponents in Belarus

(PE: B6-0239/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Benita FERRERO-WALDNER


DG External Relations

Reason:
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 22 May 2008 on Burundi

(PE: B6-0241/08)
Minutes, Part 2, 22 May 2008

Competent: 
Louis MICHEL


DG Development

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