Commission Communication on the action taken on opinions and resolutions adopted by Parliament at the April 2009 I and II part-sessions
CONSULTATION PROCEDURE REQUIRING A SINGLE READING

European Parliament legislative resolution on the Proposal for a Council decision on a Critical Infrastructure Warning Information Network (CIWIN)

1.
Rapporteur : Luca ROMAGNOLI (NI/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A6-0228/2009 / P6_TA-PROV(2009)0227
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 22 April 2009

4.
Subject: Establishement of the Critical Infrastructure Warning Information Network (CIWIN)

5.
Interinstitutional reference number : 2008/0200(CNS)
6.
Legal basis : Article 308 of the EC Treaty and Article 203 of the Euratom Treaty
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)

8.
Commission‘s position: The Commission accepts certain amendments.
Amendment 1: Acceptable
As the reference provided in the original text is not the correct one, amendment 1 is necessary.
Amendments 2 and 3: Acceptable
The proposed amendment contributes to the clarity of the original text, especially in view of the informal agreement on the exclusion of the rapid alert system (RAS) from the text.
Amendment 4: Partly acceptable
The objective of the proposed decision is not to coordinate Member States activities. CIWIN should however stimulate the development of appropriate measures aimed at facilitating the exchange and dissemination of information, best practices and experience between Member States.
Amendments 5, 6 12, 17, 27, 30 and 32: Acceptable
In view of the exclusion of the RAS, it is important to add the recital proposed by the European Parliament to the text and to delete the recital and other reference to the transmission of alerts in necessary. In view of the informal agreement on the exclusion of the RAS from CIWIN, the change proposed by the European parliament in amendments 17, 27, 30 and 32 is necessary.
Amendment 7: Acceptable
The proposed text explains clearly and in more procedural details the need to avoid duplication when establishing CIWIN.
Amendment 8: Acceptable
The Commission agrees with the deletion of the reference to exchanging alerts, and putting the recital forward sooner in the text.
Amendments 9 and 10: Acceptable
Amendment 9 adds value to the original text, as it offers a clear justification of the use of the legal basis. Amendment 10 improves the legal language of the text.
Amendment 11: Acceptable
A reference to article 6 of the TEU (in addition to the Charter of Fundamental Rights) contributes to further stress the need for the respect of fundamental rights.
Amendment 13: Not acceptable
The definition of "critical infrastructures" reflects the definition provided by the Directive of the Council on the identification and designation of European Critical Infrastructure and the assessment of the need to improve their protection. This definition was subject to a lengthy discussion and a unanimous decision in the Council. Changing it at this stage would contribute to inconsistencies and lack of clarity in the field.
Amendments 14, 15, 18, 20 and 21: Acceptable
The Commission believes that having one access point to CIWIN in each EU Member States would contribute to a better horizontal coverage and availability of the system across the EU. Such a solution would not imply any additional cost to EU Member States. As the Commission can accept that a part of the system becomes mandatory (as suggested by Amendment 18), the deletion of Article 2(3) (amendment 14) and Article 3 (amendment 15) is a necessary consequence. Amendments 20 and 21 are a logical consequence as well.
Amendments 16, 22, 23, 24 and 25: Acceptable
The proposed amendment 16 adds precision to the original text. Amendment 22 contributes to the legal clarity of the text. Amendment 23 contributes to a better clarification of specific CIWIN roles. Amendment 24 improves the legal language of the proposed text. Amendment 25 contributes to legal clarity and certainty.
Amendment 19: Acceptable
The proposed amendment allows more flexibility in the development and potential changes of the system, without having to go through a lengthy legislative procedure.
Amendment 26: Partly acceptable
The automatic translation functionality, especially the one including all official EU languages, needs time and financial resources to be further developed. The development of an automatic translation tool for all EU languages would imply additional costs related to the development of the translation system and additional hardware would be needed for the deployment of such functionality (e.g. additional servers). While such a scenario might be desirable, it will certainly need time to develop. Waiting for the translation option to become fully operational, would delay the deployment of the CIWIN system to Member States.
The development of the key words is an acceptable amendment that is already included in the operationalisation of the CIWIN system; nevertheless it is beneficial to specify it also in the legal text.
Amendment 28: Acceptable
The inclusion of the comitology procedure is acceptable to the Commission as it adds clarity to the procedure of the adoption of user guidelines and is also a standard practice when developing similar user guidelines at EU level.
Amendment 29: Acceptable
The proposed amendment adds clarity to the original proposal. Submitting regular reports to the European Parliament, the Committee of Regions and the European Economic and Social Committee (in addition to the Member States) would also contribute to the transparency of the reporting procedure.
Amendment 31: Acceptable
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 adoption of the proposal: The negotiations on the Decision have been postponed until the pilot phase is on track. The proposal might be agreed upon in 2010.
