
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Decision renewing the Agreement for scientific and technological cooperation between the European Community and the Government of the Republic of India
1.
Rapporteur: Jan Christian EHLER (EPP-ED/DE)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0254/2008 / P6_TA-PROV(2008)0325
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 8 July 2008

4.
Subject: Renewal of the scientific and technological co-operation agreement between the EC and India
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2007/0207(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 170 (2), 300 (2 first alternative, 3 first alternative) of the Treaty establishing the European Community
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission‘s position: The Commission cannot accept any of the amendments adopted by Parliament.
Amendment 1 – rejected

Whereas the overall aim and specific objectives of the cooperation Agreement are precisely described in the text of the Agreement, it is not clear why and how the Agreement could be "key to seeking to achieve the aims of the EU-India strategic partnership". The proposed recital would risk creating confusion about the remit and context of this sectoral Agreement.

Amendment 2 – rejected

The efficient coordination and facilitation of cooperative activities should indeed be ensured by the EC-India S&T Steering Committee. The functioning of this Committee is based on the rules of procedure which have to be agreed between the executive agents, i.e. the Commission and the Indian Department of Science and Technology (DST). These rules, which are very similar for all Joint Research Committees set up under the EC S&T cooperation agreements with Third Countries, however, foresee that the deliberations and the minutes of their meetings shall be kept secret unless otherwise agreed between the executive agents. Consequently, the Commission cannot unilaterally enforce transparency and accountability without the agreement of our Indian counterparts. Furthermore, the principle of confidentiality of the work of the Joint Committee has been established to guarantee an open exchange of views between the executive agents.
This point was also emphasised by some Member States delegations in the Council's EFTA group when it discussed the question whether one should allow open access to the agenda and minutes of the Joint Committees established between the EC and the EFTA states. On request and with the agreement of the Council, the Commission however would be prepared to provide information on these meetings to the EP.

Amendment 3 – rejected

This amendment apparently aims at obtaining meaningful statistics on the implementation of the agreement on both sides.

As already explained by Commission representatives to the ITRE members, the database on FP7 projects already permits the analysis of EC-India S&T collaboration projects. Furthermore, the Commission provides information, including statistics, on the implementation of S&T international cooperation activities in the reports it adopts pursuant to Article 173 of the EC Treaty.
Amendment 4 – rejected

Regarding the mobility of researchers, the Commission is working on several fronts to improve the exchange of researchers between the EC and India. In several ITRE meetings where the Renewal of this Agreement was discussed, the Commission already mentioned the new FP7 programme: International Research Staff Exchange Scheme (IRSES), the planned development of the 'Marie Curie World Fellowships' brand, the increase of Indian National Contact Points, and the Indian initiative to develop a dedicated India-EU S&T web portal.

Therefore, the Commission is not convinced that this additional recital giving a special prominence to one single, albeit important, aspect of our cooperation with India is warranted. This would risk being interpreted as a sign that mobility of researchers prevails over the other numerous cooperation activities conducted under the Agreement.

Amendment 5 – rejected

The priority of energy and climate change is already at the forefront of the EC-India S&T cooperation. In February 2007 a joint strategic workshop was organised by the Commission and the Ministry of Earth Sciences ('Climate change research needs') involving 50 leading scientists. As a direct result a first (successful) SICA call for proposals was launched in WP2008 for joint research on Himalayan Glacier Meltwater (mitigation and adaptation). Discussions are ongoing for other cooperation activities under WP2009 and WP2010, particularly a coordinated call on climate change which would involve co-funding from both sides.

In addition, in March 2008 a strategic workshop was organised in the area of renewable energy, organised by the Commission and the Department for New and Renewable Energies. This workshop was the first knowledge exchange between experts at an EU-India level. The first immediate result is a targeted call for EU-India cooperation on Biomass to electricity in WP2009. Further concretisation of cooperation (including SICAs and coordinated calls) on the results of the workshop is currently being discussed.
The Commission has also agreed with the Ministry of Power to organise a strategic workshop with the aim to facilitate cooperation in the field of research on Energy Efficiency, Clean Coal Technologies and Carbon Capture and Storage.

Energy and climate change already play and important role in the EC-India S&T cooperation and the Commission would prefer not to give specific prominence to specific areas of our cooperation (which would risk belittling other important areas of cooperation).

Amendment 6 – rejected

In Article 3 of the Agreement which reads "Collaboration shall be conducted on the basis of …reciprocal access to the activities of research and technological development undertaken by each Party;" reciprocity is already raised to one of the four guiding principles for the implementation of the Agreement.

The executive agents of the Parties regularly use the meetings of the Steering Committee to discuss access to each Party's research activities.

Since reciprocity lies at the core of the Agreement as clearly stated in the text of the Agreement the Commission sees no need to explicitly mention it in the recitals of the Council decision.

Amendment 7 – rejected

Article 12 (b) of the Agreement already foresees an evaluation during the last year of each duration period. Furthermore, the regular Steering Committee meetings are used by the Commission and the DST to analyse the functioning of the Agreement as well as the opportunities to further stimulate and facilitate cooperation activities between the Parties (regular updates of the Roadmap of current and planned cooperative activities).

Furthermore, the incorporation into the Agreement of an obligation to carry out an additional mid-term evaluation, would require an amendment of the Agreement itself. This would be in contradiction with the Parties intention to renew the Agreement without changes to the Agreement text and would require opening a negotiation with the Indian side.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amended proposal but the Commission will inform the Council of its position on the amendments.

10.
Outlook for adoption of the proposal: The Council is expected to adopt the proposal by the end of 2008.
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