	[image: image1.png]



	EUROPEAN COMMISSION
SECRETARIAT-GENERAL
Directorate F
SG.F.1 - European Parliament, Interinstitutional Relations Group (GRI)



Brussels, 9 July 2014
	SP(2014)471
	
	


Commission Communication
on the action taken on opinions and resolutions adopted by Parliament at the April 2014 I and II part-sessions
THE FIRST PART OF THIS COMMUNICATION INFORMS PARLIAMENT OF THE ACTION TAKEN BY THE COMMISSION ON AMENDMENTS ADOPTED BY PARLIAMENT TO PROPOSED LEGISLATION DURING THE APRIL 2014 PART‑SESSIONS.
IN THE SECOND PART, THE COMMISSION LISTS A NUMBER OF NON-LEGISLATIVE RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY PARLIAMENT DURING THE SAME PART-SESSIONS, WITH EXPLANATIONS AS TO WHY IT WILL NOT BE RESPONDING FORMALLY.
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Part One
Legislative opinions
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Directive 64/432/EEC as regards computer databases which are part of the surveillance networks in the Member States
1.
Rapporteur: Sophie AUCONIE (EPP/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0201/2012 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0263
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amending Council Directive 64/432/EEC as regards computer databases which are part of the surveillance networks in the Member States.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0228(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43(2) and Article 168(4) (b) of the Treaty of the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014 at the ECOFIN Council.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the amended proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000 as regards electronic identification of bovine animals and deleting the provisions on voluntary beef labelling
1.
Rapporteur: Sophie AUCONIE (EPP/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0199/2012 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0262
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishment of new rules for the use of Bovine electronic identification in the EU and voluntary beef labelling.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0229(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43(2) and Article 168(4) (b) of the Treaty of the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014 at the ECOFIN Council.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on imports of rice originating in Bangladesh 
1.
Rapporteur: Paul MURPHY (GUE/NGL/IE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0304/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0265
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Alignment with the Lisbon Treaty and amendment of Regulation (EEC) No 3491/90 establishing a preferential arrangement for imports of rice originating in Bangladesh.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0085(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 207 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (TRADE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amendment is required, in accordance with the compromise reached by the co-legislators.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014 at the Agriculture and Fisheries Council.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on clinical trials on medicinal products for human use, and repealing Directive 2001/20/EC
1.

Rapporteur: Glenis WILLMOTT (S&D/UK)
2.

EP reference number: A7-0208/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0273
3.

Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Clinical trials on medicinal products for human use, repealing of Directive 2001/20/EC.
5.

Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0192(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 and 168(4)(c) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014 at the Agriculture and Fisheries Council.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on in vitro diagnostic medical devices
1.

Rapporteur: Peter LIESE (EPP/DE)
2.

EP reference number: A7-0327/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0267
3.

Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: In vitro diagnostic medical devices
5.

Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0267(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 and Article 168(4)(c) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts or rejects the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 64 amendments directly or in principle:
3, 4, 5, 12, 15, 27, 28, 29, 41, 42, 43, 44, 46, 48, 49, 50, 60, 61, 65, 68, 71, 78, 79, 84, 85, 86, 89, 94, 97, 101, 105, 107, 116, 118, 119, 124, 128, 134, 135, 153, 160, 164, 165, 169, 177, 179, 183, 184, 194, 196, 198, 200, 201, 207, 210, 212, 223, 231, 232, 233, 235, 242, 263, 272.
The Commission accepts 116 amendments partially or subject to rewriting:
1, 2, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 25, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 37, 39, 45, 52, 57, 63, 69, 70, 73, 74, 77, 80, 81, 82, 83, 87, 88, 90, 91, 103, 106, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 120, 121, 122, 123, 125, 126, 127, 129, 132, 133, 140, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 162, 163, 166, 167, 168, 170, 171, 172, 180, 181, 182, 185, 186, 187, 188, 190, 191, 192, 193, 195, 209, 211, 213, 214, 218, 219, 220, 221, 222, 224, 226, 227, 228, 229, 236, 241, 245, 250, 252, 253, 254, 259, 260, 261, 262, 265, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271.
The Commission rejects 81 amendments:
9, 17, 18, 20, 23, 24, 26, 35, 36, 38, 47, 51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 58, 59, 62, 64, 66, 67, 75, 76, 92, 93, 95, 96, 98, 99, 100, 102, 104, 117, 130, 131, 136, 137, 138, 139, 141, 142, 143, 144, 152, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 161, 173, 174, 175, 176, 178, 197, 199, 202, 203, 204, 206, 208, 215, 216, 217, 230, 237, 238, 239, 240, 243, 244, 246, 247, 248, 249, 251, 264, 266.
Clarification of the Commission position on some amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
· Scope: in-house exemption (in particular, amendment 70)
The Parliament proposes a conditional exemption from the requirements of the Regulation (with the exception of reporting obligations and Annex I) for class D in-house tests, in particular, where the recipient patient or patient group’s specific needs cannot be met by an available CE-marked device. Where the exemption is invoked, the Commission would have to verify if the conditions are met and if the devices are eligible for exemption. The information on exempted devices would be made public. In addition, the Parliament proposes that Member States retain the right to impose stricter requirements on in-house devices and regulate aspects that are not covered by the Regulation. The Commission could agree on this amendment, except on the obligation for the Commission to systematically verify that the exempted devices were eligible for exemption.
· Other issues: pre-market assessment of high-risk in vitro diagnostic medical devices (in particular, amendments 259 and 269)
The Parliament proposes to subject class D devices to a case-by-case assessment focused on clinical aspects by the "Medical Device Coordination Group" (MDCG) assisted by a new committee of scientific experts called "Assessment Committee for Medical Devices" (ACMD). The Commission would be empowered to extend the application of the assessment procedure to other classes of devices when necessary for the protection of patient safety and public health. The MDCG could invoke the novelty of the device, an adverse change of the risk-benefit profile, or an increased rate of serious incidents to trigger the assessment procedure. The Commission could amend or supplement these criteria by delegated act. However, the assessment procedure could not be triggered if Common Technical Specifications (CTS) or harmonised standards exist. The MDCG would have 60 days to deliver an opinion, during which it has to consult the ACMD. Where the Special Notified Body (SNB) concerned disagrees with the MDCG's opinion, it may request a re-examination. Where the final opinion of the MDCG is favourable, the SNB may proceed with the certification. Where it is unfavourable, the SNB shall not (yet) deliver the certificate for the device. At the request of the manufacturer, the Commission has to organise a hearing allowing scientific discussion and action which it can take to address the MDCG's concerns.
The Commission considers that the assessment should also include the summary of the preliminary conformity assessment of the notified body, not only the clinical aspects. It is also necessary to keep the existence of “significant discrepancies in the conformity assessments carried out by notified bodies” as one of the criteria to trigger the assessment procedure. The existence of Common Technical Specifications or harmonised standards should be taken into account but should not prevent the procedure to be triggered, when necessary. The outcome of the procedure after the hearing, as foreseen by the Parliament, is not clear.
It should be noted that a previous version of this amendment (i.e. amendment 151) was also adopted by the Parliament, seemingly by mistake. The main difference is that it foresees the adoption of a decision by the Commission on the basis of the MDCG opinion, which makes the outcome of the assessment procedure more certain.
· Other issues: counselling and informed consent in the field of genetics (in particular, amendment 271)
The Parliament proposes that an in vitro diagnostic medical device (IVD) may only be used for the purpose of a genetic test if the indication is given by a person admitted to the medical profession, including a personal consultation and appropriate information, and if the subject of the testing has given free and informed consent. It includes specific provisions regarding genetic counselling in the case of predictive and prenatal testing, as well as where a genetic condition has been diagnosed. It limits the use of devices for the determination of sex in prenatal diagnosis. The Commission could agree with the introduction of the proposed provisions relating to the use of in vitro diagnostic medical devices for genetic testing, such as the information to be provided to the person concerned before using a device for the purpose of a genetic test and the provisions related to informed consent, subject to possible rewording.
· Other issues: prescription requirement (in particular, amendment 268)
The Parliament proposes that certain IVDs may only be supplied on a medical prescription (i.e. class D devices, class C devices for genetic testing, class C companion diagnostics). Direct-to-consumer advertising of devices classed as prescription would be prohibited. By derogation, to ensure a high level of public health protection, Member States may maintain or introduce national provisions allowing some class D tests to be available without a medical prescription. The Commission would be empowered to adopt delegated acts to decide that other class C tests may only be supplied on a medical prescription after consultation with stakeholders. The Commission could agree on the Parliament proposal to introduce provisions on prescription with regard to genetic tests. However, issues relating to advertising of devices and rules on prescription with regard to class D devices and companion diagnostics should be left to subsidiarity.
· Other issues: deletion of consultation of pharmaceutical authority for companion diagnostics (in particular, amendment 243)
The Parliament proposed the deletion of the obligation for the Notified Body to consult a pharmaceutical authority as part of the conformity assessment on companion diagnostics. These provisions are important as they were introduced to ensure that companion diagnostics under conformity assessment procedure are checked by pharmaceutical authorities to ensure that they are suitable for the medicinal products they are intended to be used with. In the light of this, the Parliament proposal cannot be accepted and the provisions should be maintained.
· Other issues: notified bodies (in particular, amendment 147)
The Parliament's amendments aim at further strengthening the control, monitoring and functioning of Notified Bodies. In addition, a separate designation by the European Medicines Agency (EMA) of Special Notified Bodies is proposed for high-risk in vitro diagnostic medical devices. The Commission could support more stringent criteria for Notified Bodies which process the conformity assessment of high-risk devices. However, the added value of EMA involvement will need to be thoroughly analysed, in particular since the relevant resources and financing have not been foreseen. Furthermore, it is also necessary to analyse the issue of the legal basis for the involvement of EMA.
· Other issues: vigilance (in particular, amendment 180)
The Parliament amendments aim at extending reporting by manufacturers to all incidents – serious and non-serious. Inspired by the equivalent provision on pharmacovigilance of medicinal products, the Parliament additionally proposes that Periodic Safety Update Reports (PSURs) be drawn up by manufacturers. The Commission will have to evaluate the implications of enlarging the scope of reporting, as there is a risk that it would render the rapid identification of serious incidents and their proper follow-up more difficult. With regard to PSURs, the Commission can support this proposal.
· Other issues: market surveillance (in particular, amendment 185)
The Parliament's amendments detail the provisions on market surveillance by competent authorities. Checks may also take place in the premises of economic operators located in third countries. The final inspection report should be made available in the electronic system on market surveillance. The Parliament proposes that Member States draw up strategic market surveillance plans, periodically review them and that the Commission may make recommendations for adjustments of those plans. A summary of the results and the Commission recommendations shall be made accessible to the public. The Commission should provide an overview of the information received in the electronic system every six months, for the public and healthcare professionals. The Commission supports the proposed amendments for reinforced market surveillance by Member States’ competent authorities but does not consider necessary a systematic general reporting twice a year, as it would be too burdensome.
· Other issues: ethics committees (in particular, amendment 167)
The Parliament's amendments introduce new provisions aiming at reinforcing the role of ethics committees in conducting clinical performance studies. The Commission could agree with the introduction of reinforced provisions on ethics committees, provided they are aligned with the provisions of the Regulation on clinical trials on medicinal products for human use.
· Other issues: minors and incapacitated (in particular, amendment 253)
The Parliament amendments aim at further protecting minors and incapacitated subjects participating in clinical performance studies, in particular in terms of informed consent and adequate information to be provided. The Commission could agree, provided the provisions are aligned with the Regulation on clinical trials on medicinal products for human use.
· Other issues: transitional period (in particular, amendment 202)
The Parliament proposes the application of the IVD Regulation three years after entry into force, instead of five years, as foreseen in the Commission proposal. Three years cannot be accepted by the Commission as sufficient time to allow operators to adapt to the important changes that are introduced. Also, coherence should be kept between the other deadlines proposed for specific aspects of the proposal.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as currently there is no clear Council position on the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: There is no calendar available yet for the adoption of Council's common position.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on medical devices, and amending Directive 2001/83/EC, Regulation (EC) No 178/2002 and Regulation (EC) No 1223/2009
1.

Rapporteur: Dagmar ROTH-BEHRENDT (S&D/DE)
2.

EP reference number: A7-0324/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0266
3.

Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Medical devices
5.

Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0266(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 and Article 168(4)(c) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts or rejects the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 85 amendments directly or in principle:
1, 7, 8, 26, 38, 46, 48, 50, 52, 53, 55, 65, 70, 71, 84, 86, 89, 92, 256, 94, 95, 102, 109, 112, 257, 258, 126, 261, 259, 139, 140, 144, 260, 151, 159, 262, 178, 179, 180, 182, 183, 194, 196, 263, 201 221, 222, 223, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238, 240, 243, 244, 265, 277, 281, 282, 285, 288, 290, 291, 293, 298, 300, 303, 304, 308, 309, 328, 336, 337, 343, 347.
The Commission accepts 127 amendments partially or subject to rewriting:
2, 5, 6, 9, 14, 16, 18, 21, 22, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 34, 35, 363, 370, 39, 40, 43, 44, 45, 47, 49, 51, 56, 58, 59, 62, 64, 66, 77, 88, 97, 98, 103, 104, 106, 107, 110, 120, 129, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 137, 138, 141, 143, 145, 148, 149, 160, 161, 157, 360, 371, 372, 361, 373, 165, 374/REV, 369, 167, 168, 172, 173, 177, 181, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 195, 198, 199, 200, 202, 203, 204, 205, 206, 207, 208, 209, 210, 212, 213, 214, 216, 217, 224, 264, 266, 367, 366, 368, 246, 247, 249, 251, 252, 253, 279, 280, 283, 294, 295, 296, 297, 299, 301, 302, 310, 314, 332, 333, 334, 335, 338, 339, 344.
The Commission rejects 131 amendments:
3, 4, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 17, 19, 20, 24, 31, 32, 33, 379, 364, 41, 54, 57, 60, 61, 63, 67, 68, 69, 72, 73, 357, 75, 354, 76, 78, 79, 80, 82, 83, 87, 90, 91, 93, 96, 99, 100, 101, 105, 108, 111, 113, 358, 359, 118, 377, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 127, 128, 130, 142, 146, 147, 150, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 158, 169, 170, 171, 174, 175, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 197, 211, 215, 218, 219, 220, 239, 245, 248, 250, 254, 255, 267, 378, 268, 355, 271, 272, 273, 274, 275, 276, 278, 284, 286, 287, 289, 292, 305, 306, 307, 311, 312, 313, 315, 316, 317, 318, 319, 320, 321, 322, 323, 324, 325, 326, 327, 329, 330, 331, 340.
Clarification of the Commission position on some amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
· Scope: devices for aesthetic purposes (in particular, amendments 67 and 69)
The Parliament has proposed a definition of devices for aesthetic purposes, and the list in Annex XV has become non-exhaustive. These proposals do not appear appropriate and cannot be accepted. It would be difficult to have a definition broad enough to encompass all products that need to be covered in the future while avoiding borderline issues or legal uncertainty (e.g. with cosmetic products). The Parliament proposal to turn the list in Annex XV into a non‑exhaustive list is not acceptable either, as it would undermine legal certainty.
· Other issues: pre-market assessment of high-risk medical devices (in particular, amendment 374/REV)
The Parliament proposes to subject high-risk devices to a case-by-case assessment focused on clinical aspects by the "Medical Device Coordination Group" (MDCG) assisted by a new committee of scientific experts called "Assessment Committee for Medical Devices" (ACMD). The procedure would cover implantable devices in class III, class IIb devices intended to administer and/ or remove a medicinal product; devices utilising tissues and cells of human or animal origin (class III). The assessment procedure could be extended to other classes of devices when necessary for the protection of patient safety and public health. According to the Parliament, the MDCG could invoke the novelty of the device, an adverse change of the risk-benefit profile, or an increased rate of serious incidents to trigger the assessment procedure. The Commission could amend or supplement these criteria by delegated act. However, the assessment procedure could not be triggered if Common Technical Specifications (CTS) or harmonised standards exist. The MDCG would have 60 days to deliver an opinion, during which it has to consult the ACMD. Where the Special Notified Body (SNB) concerned disagrees with the MDCG's opinion, it may request a re-examination. Where the final opinion of the MDCG is favourable, the SNB may proceed with the certification. Where it is unfavourable, the SNB shall not (yet) deliver the certificate for the device. At the request of the manufacturer, the Commission has to organise a hearing allowing scientific discussion and action which it can take to address the MDCG's concerns.
The Commission considers that the assessment should also include the summary of the preliminary conformity assessment of the notified body, not only the clinical aspects. Moreover, it is problematic that the amendments reduce the scope of the scrutiny compared to the Commission proposal, which foresees the procedure for all class III devices. It is also necessary to keep the existence of “significant discrepancies in the conformity assessments carried out by notified bodies” as one of the criteria to trigger the assessment procedure. The existence of Common Technical Specifications or harmonised standards should be taken into account but should not prevent the procedure to be triggered, when necessary. The outcome of the procedure after the hearing, as foreseen by the Parliament, is not clear.
· Other issues: notified bodies (in particular, amendments 360 and 371)
The Parliament's amendments aim at further strengthening the control, monitoring and functioning of Notified Bodies. In addition, a separate designation by the European Medicines Agency (EMA) of Special Notified Bodies is proposed for high-risk medical devices. The scope of devices on which those Special Notified Bodies should conduct conformity assessments is wider than the scope of scrutiny.
The Commission could support more stringent criteria for notified bodies which process the conformity assessment of high-risk devices. However, the added value of EMA involvement will need to be thoroughly analysed, in particular since the relevant resources and financing have not been foreseen. Furthermore, it is also necessary to analyse the issue of the legal basis for the involvement of EMA.
· Other issues: reprocessing of single-use devices (in particular, amendments 358 & 359)
The Parliament amendments introduce a system whereby all medical devices are considered as suitable for reprocessing and reusable unless placed on a list of single-use devices which is to be adopted by the Commission by delegated act and updated regularly. The reprocessor must provide scientific evidence that a single-use device could be safely reprocessed and is considered as the manufacturer, with the exception of the obligations related to the conformity assessment procedures. The proposed amendments require the Commission to adopt, by implementing acts, a set of high quality and safety standards for reprocessing of single-use devices to be complied with by the reprocessor. They foresee an opt-out clause for Member States as in the Commission proposal.
The starting principle that medical devices are reusable by default cannot be supported by the Commission. Moreover, the exoneration from the conformity assessment procedures significantly weakens the obligations of reprocessors: reprocessors must also be submitted to conformity assessment procedures, even if in a lighter form. The Commission approach via a definition of the single-use devices which may not be reprocessed (i.e. devices for critical use) is more appropriate than the proposed list. Also problematic is the obligation for the Commission to elaborate standards, since this is the role of European standardisation bodies CEN and CENELEC, also given the variety of devices and procedures used in the context of reprocessing. Guidance with illustrative and non-exhaustive examples could be produced.
· Other issues: vigilance (in particular, amendment 198)
The Parliament amendments aim at extending reporting by manufacturers to all incidents – serious and non-serious. Inspired by the equivalent provision on pharmacovigilance of medicinal products, the Parliament additionally proposes that Periodic Safety Update Reports (PSURs) be drawn up by manufacturers. The Commission will have to evaluate the implications of enlarging the scope of reporting as there is a risk that it would render the rapid identification of serious incidents and their proper follow-up more difficult. With regard to PSURs, the Commission can support this proposal.
· Other issues: market surveillance (in particular, amendment 216)
The Parliament's amendments detail the provisions on market surveillance by competent authorities. Checks may also take place in the premises of economic operators located in third countries. The final inspection report should be made available in the electronic system on market surveillance. The Parliament proposes that Member States draw up strategic market surveillance plans, periodically review them, and that the Commission may make recommendations for adjustments of those plans. A summary of the results and the Commission recommendations shall be made accessible to the public. The Commission should provide an overview of the information received in the electronic system every six months, for the public and healthcare professionals. The Commission supports the proposed amendments for reinforced market surveillance by Member States’ competent authorities but does not consider necessary a systematic general reporting twice a year, as it would be too burdensome.
· Other issues: ethics committees (in particular, amendments 88 and 181)
The Parliament's amendments introduce new provisions aiming at reinforcing the role of ethics committees in conducting clinical investigations. The Commission could agree with the introduction of reinforced provisions on ethics committees, provided they are aligned with the provisions of the Regulation on clinical trials on medicinal products for human use.
· Other issues: minors and incapacitated (in particular, amendments 338 and 339)
The Parliament amendments aim at further protecting minors and incapacitated subjects participating in clinical investigations, in particular in terms of informed consent and adequate information to be provided. The Commission could agree, provided the provisions are aligned with the Regulation on clinical trials on medicinal products for human use.
· Other issues: risk classification of devices incorporating or consisting of nanomaterial in class III (amendment 304)
The Parliament amendments place such devices in class III only where nanomaterials are deliberately intended to be released into the body. The Commission can agree to this approach.
· Other issues: risk classification of devices composed of substances or combination of substances intended to be ingested, inhaled or administered rectally or vaginally and that are absorbed by or dispersed in the human body (amendment 306)
The Parliament proposes to delete the classification rule which places those devices in class III. The Commission cannot accept a full deletion of the rule as currently the risks presented by these products are not addressed by the Union's medical devices legislation. The Commission agrees however that some improvements to the text can be made to ensure that truly low-risk products are not covered or fall in a lower risk class (e.g. when not systemically absorbed).
· Other issues: CMR, substances having endocrine disrupting properties and endocrine disruptors (amendment 355)
The Parliament proposes that some medical devices shall not contain CMR (carcinogenic, mutagenic or toxic to reproduction) substances, certain substances having endocrine disrupting properties or endocrine disruptors in concentrations above 0.1 % by weight in homogeneous materials. By way of exception, it foresees that manufacturers may apply for derogation with the Commission under certain conditions. The approach proposed by the Parliament cannot be supported. Instead, the regime currently foreseen for phthalates classified as CMR 1A or 1B could be extended to all CMR, substances having endocrine disrupting properties and endocrine disruptors.
· Other issues: CE mark changed into "CE" accompanied by the term "Medical Device" (amendment 293)
The Parliament proposed a specific CE mark to distinguish medical devices. These provisions are acceptable as they contribute to better transparency and patient and consumer information.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as currently there is no clear Council position on the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: There is no calendar available yet for the adoption of Council's common position.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning the exercise of the Union's rights for the application and enforcement of international trade rules
1.
Rapporteur: Niccolò RINALDI (ALDE/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0308/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0264
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Application and enforcement of international trade rules in the EU
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0359(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 207(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (INTA)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 5 February 2014. The Council adopted the Regulation at the Foreign Affairs Council on 8 May 2014 and signature took place on 15 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a space surveillance and tracking support programme
1.
Rapporteur: Amelia ANDERSDOTTER (Greens/EFA/SE)
2.
EP reference number: A7- 0030/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0270
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Space Surveillance tracking support programme
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0064(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 189 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal in first reading on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EC) No 2173/2005 on the establishment of a FLEGT licensing scheme for imports of timber into the European Community
1.
Rapporteur: Iuliu WINKLER (EPP/RO)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0429/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0272
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Imports of timber
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0010(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 207(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (INTA)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014 as political agreement was reached in trilogue and the final compromise text approved in COREPER of 19 February 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU) No 691/2011 on European environmental economic accounts
1.
Rapporteur: Elena Oana ANTONESCU (EPP/RO)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0420/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0268
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: European environmental economic accounts. The purpose of this amendment is to add three modules to the three included in the Regulation in 2011.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0130(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments. However, the Commission points out that it considers that the "indicative compendium" referred to in the new paragraph 5 of Article 3, to be adopted by way of implementing acts, will produce binding effects upon Member States for their reporting of data in accordance with Annex V.
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 Council's position: The proposal was adopted by the AGRI Council at its meeting on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down provisions for the management of expenditure relating to the food chain, animal health and animal welfare, and relating to plant health and plant reproductive material, amending Council Directives 98/56/EC, 2000/29/EC and 2008/90/EC, Regulations (EC) No 178/2002, (EC) No 882/2004 and (EC) No 396/2005, Directive 2009/128/EC and Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 and repealing Council Decisions 66/399/EEC, 76/894/EEC and 2009/470/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Agnès LE BRUN (EPP/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0424/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0271
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishment of a common financial framework for food and feed
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0169(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43 and Article 168 of the Treaty of the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014 at the ECOFIN Council.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the European Year of Development (2015)
1.
Rapporteur: Charles GOERENS (ALDE/LU)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0384/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0269
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: The European Year of Development 2015
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0238(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 209 and 210(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Development (DEVE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments. The compromise text keeps the focus on:
· Informing Union citizens about the Union's and the Member States' development cooperation, highlighting the results that the Union, acting together with the Member States, has achieved as a global actor and that it will continue to do so in line with the latest discussions on the overarching post-2015 framework;
· Fostering direct involvement, critical thinking and active interest of Union citizens and stakeholders in development cooperation including in policy formulation and implementation; and
· Raising awareness of the benefits of the Union's development cooperation not only for beneficiaries of the Union's development assistance but also for Union citizens and to achieve a broader understanding of policy coherence for development, as well as to foster among citizens in Europe and developing countries a sense of joint responsibility, solidarity and opportunity in a changing and increasingly interdependent world.
· The motto of the Year will be ‘our world, our dignity, our future’.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2006/43/EC on statutory audits of annual accounts and consolidated accounts
1.
Rapporteur: Sajjad KARIM (ECR/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0171/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0284
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 3 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amended Directive on Statutory Audit
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0389(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 50 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the European Parliament’s legislative resolution.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached in COREPER on 18 December 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on specific requirements regarding statutory audit of public-interest entities
1.
Rapporteur: Sajjad KARIM (ECR/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0177/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0283
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 3 April 2014
4.
Subject: Specific requirements regarding statutory audit of public-interest entities
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0359(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the European Parliament’s legislative resolution.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached in COREPER on 18 December 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on electronic identification and trust services for electronic transactions in the internal market
1.
Rapporteur: Marita ULVSKOG (S&D/SE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0365/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0282
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 3 April 2014
4.
Subject: Mutual recognition of electronic identification and trust services
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0146(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy Committee (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all amendments. The overall approach proposed by the Commission remains untouched. The Regulation will therefore provide for a comprehensive predictable legal framework encompassing electronic identification, electronic trust services (electronic signatures, seals, time stamps, registered delivery service and website authentication) and electronic documents. The electronic identification chapter has been strengthened with the introduction of assurance levels of notifiable eIDs and the interoperability framework. With regard to trust services, an EU Trust mark for qualified trust services, prior authorisation for Qualified Trust Service Providers (QTSPs) and mandatory IT Security Certification of qualified electronic signature and seal creation devices have been introduced.
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, agreed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Adoption foreseen at General Affairs Council on 23 July 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down measures concerning the European single market for electronic communications and to achieve a Connected Continent, and amending Directives 2002/20/EC, 2002/21/EC, 2002/22/EC and Regulations (EC) No 1211/2009 and (EU) No 531/2012
1.
Rapporteur: Pilar DEL CASTILLO VERA (EPP/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0190/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0281
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 3 April 2014
4.
Subject: Adoption of rules concerning the single market for electronic communications.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0309(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: In principle, the Commission accepts some of the amendments, but does not intend to accept others and would accept some others partly or subject to rewording.
The Commission would directly accept 3, 5, 10, 11, 13-17, 21-26, 33, 37, 38, 39, 41, 42, 44, 45, 49, 50, 51, 53, 55-56, 74-78 , 81, 85-92 , 95, 96, 97, 101, 102, 103-106, 108-117, 119-124, 127, 128, 130, 131, 133-136, 138, 146 , 147, 154, 157, 158, 160-163, 164, 166-171,175, 183, 198, 200-203, 219, 230, 231, 233.
The Commission would in principle accept 36, 57, 58, 60, 64-68, 118, 148, 156, 159, 180, 184, 185, 186, 188, 189, 190, 191, 194, 197, 204-218.
The Commission would not in principle accept, or would only accept subject to rewording or clarifications of the text, the following amendments: 1, 2, 4, 6-9, 12, 18, 19-20, 27-32, 34, 35, 40, 43, 46, 52, 54, 59, 61, 62, 63, 69-73, 79-80, 82-84, 93, 94, 98, 107, 125, 126, 129, 132, 137, 139, 140-144, 145, 153, 155, 165, 172-174, 176-179, 181-182, 187, 192, 193, 195, 196, 199, 220, 221-229, 232, 234=241, 235=242, 236=243, 239, 240.
Single EU Authorisation
On the single EU authorisation, amendments 103-113, 164-171 and 219, substitute the original approach based on home and host Member States relationship for European operators with a general one-stop-shop notification system to BEREC, where the establishment of a prior notification system has been notified by a Member State to the Commission and considered necessary and justified, and by a mandate to BEREC to issue opinions on the withdrawal of the right to provide electronic communications services, but also of rights of use. The proposed changes to the notification system are still in line with the original objective to reduce red tape and to favour convergence in authorisation conditions and in conditions for withdrawal and could therefore be acceptable for the Commission. With specific regard to the principle of equivalent regulatory treatment provided for in Article 3(5), however, the wording of the Parliament resolution (amendment 107) should be clarified, also in view of the wording of the corresponding Recital 15.
Spectrum
With regard to spectrum, the resolution proposes among others a) the introduction of a 25‑year standard duration for rights of use for wireless broadband spectrum (amendments 117, 129 and 134); b) a joint authorisation process allowing two or several Member States to cooperate in granting spectrum usage rights (amendment 133); c) the deletion of the Article 16 concerning spectrum coordination among Member States (amendment 139), together with d) some references to specific national requirements and the cultural aspects of spectrum policy which would, inter alia, clarify that the proposed harmonisation procedure would not affect broadcasting spectrum (e.g. amendments 115, 118, 121, 125). Overall, and apart from some technical observations, these changes appear to be broadly consistent with the original objectives of the proposal, except for the deletion of Article 16 ensuring cooperation among Member States for spectrum coordination and granting certain powers to the Commission to ensure coordinated implementation thereof.
Access products
As far as virtual access products are concerned, the concept would be maintained in principle but significantly reduced in scope. The type of wholesale access products covered by the amendments would be limited to those destined to supply end customers in the business sector. Further, the specification of the elements of the access products that should be harmonised would be left to BEREC and there would be very little direction in the legislation on how to determine them. Finally, no implementing acts would be foreseen as the outcome of the harmonisation process, but rather non-binding BEREC guidelines. While the Commission can welcome the recognition of the need for harmonisation of wholesale access products in the internal market, the reduction in material scope and in degree of harmonisation appears to exclude any consideration of a common approach to virtual local access products (VULA), which are typically for mass-market use, and to IP‑based interconnection products. The Commission would therefore accept amendments 140-144 subject to rewording that would address these outstanding concerns.
Open internet
There was considerable support to enshrine the protection of the open internet in the regulation, and in particular the prohibition of blocking, throttling or other forms of discriminatory traffic management practices against specific services or content or classes thereof in the internet, while allowing scope to serve the quality needs of certain innovative services, and the general objectives of the proposal have been maintained in the opinion voted by the Parliament on 3 April. The text as voted by the Parliament therefore broadly represents a useful reference point for continuing work with the co-legislators.
The main amendments
 approved by the Parliament: a) introduce the principle of net neutrality in the open internet in recital 45 (amendment 41); b) introduce a definition of the net neutrality principle in Article 2(12a) (amendments 234=241); c) include reference to the principle of net neutrality and to terminal equipment in the definition of internet access service (Article 2(14)) (amendments 235=242); d) introduce "logically distinct capacity", "strict admission control", "functionality requiring enhanced quality from end to end" as criteria in the definition of specialised services (Article 2(15)) (amendments 235=242); e) clarify that specialised services are conditional upon there being sufficient capacity for the open internet and no detriment to its availability and quality (Article 23(2)) (amendments 236=243); f) provide for two distinct non-discrimination rules: one between functionally equivalent specialised services (in Article 23(2)) and one between services available in the open internet (in Article 23(5)) (amendments 236=243); g) delete Article 23(3) which emphasised that Article 23 is without prejudice to Union or national legislation related to the lawfulness of the information, content, applications or services transmitted (amendments 236=243); while maintaining some corresponding language in recital 46 (amendment 42); h) delete the formulation "within the limits of contractually agreed volumes and speeds in Article 23(5), instead referring to the possibility of contractual agreement on volumes and speeds (amendments 236=243); i) remove references to serious crime, legislative provision in Article 23(5)(a) and to unsolicited communications in Article 23(5)(c) from the exhaustive list of circumstances under which traffic management is allowed pursuant to the Regulation (amendments 236=243); j) allow, in Article 23(5)(d), congestion management only if temporary "and" (instead of "or") exceptional (amendments 236=243); k) introduce "efficient procedures aimed at addressing complaints" by internet service providers in Article 23(5) (amendments 236=243); l) reduce the aspects that NRAs should monitor in Article 24(1) (amendment 153); m) delete Commission implementing powers, assigning guidance powers to BEREC in Article 24(3) (amendment 155); n) introduce a review of the functioning of the provisions on specialised services (Article 24a(new) – amendment 156).
Regarding b), while in the view of the Commission the definition of net neutrality in Article 2(12a) (and reference to it in the definition of internet access services in Article 2(14)) is not necessary, as the relevant obligations for the treatment of traffic in the open internet are foreseen in Article 23(5), the Commission understands the political motivation of the Parliament to include such a declaratory statement in the legal text. However, in copying the text from Recital 45, the Parliament has omitted the words "in the open Internet" which were agreed in the ITRE Committee, and which the Commission will seek to have reinserted in order to ensure a balanced definition.
Regarding d), the Commission recognises that specialised services should have specific functionalities, and will work to ensure that the specific drafting of the definition in this respect also reflects the technical constraints of certain networks, in particular mobile networks.
Regarding e) and f), the Commission supports in particular the amendments to Article 23(2) which clarify the relationship between internet access services and specialised services, including the fact that distinct non-discrimination rules are applicable to the former (in Article 23(5)) and the latter (in Article 23(2)). The text voted by the Parliament states that specialised services should not be "to the detriment of the availability or quality of internet access services". The corresponding recital 49 states that the "provider should ensure that the enhanced quality service does not cause material detriment to the general quality of internet access". The Commission will work towards ensuring greater clarity regarding the threshold for regulatory intervention in respect of the effect of specialised services used by any given user on other users' internet experience (i.e. the "general quality" of the internet). At the same time, the Commission will continue to seek to ensure that any impact of specialised services on the experience of the internet connection of the same user should be transparently communicated to the end-user, as foreseen in Articles 26 (2)(e) and 25(e)(iv) of the Commission proposal.
Regarding g) and i), the Commission considers that the draft Regulation does not implicitly amend or override existing substantive legal provisions on the lawfulness of information or content or specific Union provisions addressing how certain types of traffic may be treated, such as the Child Protection Directive. It is none the less desirable to avoid any ambiguity in this respect. The Commission therefore will continue to work on a well-targeted provision, while addressing the concerns expressed about a potentially wide discretion of ISPs and law‑enforcement authorities to block broader categories of traffic. Equally, the user interest in an explicit option to avoid unsolicited communications should still be pursued.
As regards j), the cumulative effect of the change in wording proposed by the European Parliament could potentially be very restrictive, so the Commission will continue to engage with the co-legislators with practical examples of types of occasional congestion and of the costs of dimensioning networks to deal with such congestion, in order to determine the most appropriate and efficient congestion management principle.
With respect to the abolition of the implementing powers of the Commission in Article 24(3), the Commission considers that in order to achieve EU-level harmonisation, binding implementing acts are necessary and thus preferable (or a necessary potential complement) to BEREC guidelines.
End-users' provisions
The Parliament has adopted amendments implementing a comprehensive change of legal instrument as regards end-users provisions (in particular amendments 98, 101, 102, 145, 147 and 157 to 162 delete provisions from the Regulation; and amendments from 183 to 203 introduce amendments to Directive 2002/22/EC), except for those related to net neutrality under Articles 23 and 24 and to the elimination of restriction and discrimination under Articles 21(1) and (2) of the Commission proposal. Instead of the proposed provisions in the Regulation, the Parliament integrates the main elements of the Commission proposal as amendments to Directive 2002/22/EC (Universal Service Directive, USD) via Article 36 of the Regulation.
The Commission can agree with the proposed approach of changing the legal instrument as the proposed amendments integrate most of the enhanced end-users' protection and empowerment provisions in the proposal. Whilst the change of legal instrument has an impact on the full harmonisation objective of the proposal, the integration of most of the substantive elements of the Regulation as amendments to the USD (see below) would fulfil the objectives of the proposal ensuring a high level of end-users' rights at EU level and such change could be accepted.
Concerning provisions for governance foreseen in the Regulation, the Parliament has adopted amendments on inter alia Member States' flexibility to adopt further contractual requirements, and the competences attributed to the Commission to adopt a number of implementing rules are conferred to BEREC acting through the instrument of non-binding guidelines. This concerns implementation aspects regarding both end-users' rights and net neutrality. With regard to end-users provisions, the attribution of an implementing guidance role to BEREC would still contribute to ensure more effective implementation of the proposed new rules to enhance end-users rights and could be accepted by the Commission. By contrast, implementation of the Union's net neutrality rules requires legally binding implementing acts to ensure EU-wide harmonisation (see above).
Specific provisions on enhanced consumer protection and end-users' rights foreseen by the Commission proposal are generally maintained. The Parliament maintains in the Regulation the provisions on elimination of restriction and discrimination under Articles 21(1) and (2) of the Commission proposal. Furthermore, most of the provisions under the Commission proposal are transformed to amendments to the Universal Service Directive, including inter alia: a) more pertinent information requirements for contracts; b) transparency and publication of information and comparison tools; c) cross-border dispute resolution; d) elements on control of consumption; e) facilitation of contract termination; f) more efficient, receiving‑provider led switching process; and g) application of contractual and switching rules to all elements in bundled offers.
These modifications are introduced through the deletion of the relevant provisions from the Commission proposal and, via Article 36 of the Regulation, amendments to the USD, notably amendments to Articles 20, 21, 30 and 34 of the USD and the introduction of new Articles 20a and 21a of the USD. As most elements in the Commission proposal are maintained as amendments to the USD and would ensure the objectives of enhancing end-users' rights, these amendments could be accepted. In this regard, some provisions require some further improvement (e.g. greater precision in information and contracts on "normally available" internet speeds) and can be accepted subject to rewording (amendments 187 and 192 on Articles 20 and 21 USD in connection with Articles 25(1) and 26(2) in the Commission proposal). In this context, the modification of recital 56 (amendment 52) also includes a reference to "normally available" speed which could be subject to clarification.
Certain additional end-users and consumer protection safeguards foreseen in the Commission proposal are not retained, including: a) benchmarking of tariffs for intra‑EU (international) calls; b) notification when the consumption of services reaches 80 % of the financial limit set by the end-user; c) explicit provision on automatic termination of contracts after conclusion of the switch; d) the right to terminate a contract after six months subject to certain conditions; e) email forwarding when changing the associated internet service provider.
Items d) and e) reflect best practice in a very limited number of Member States; and in view of their potentially negative effect on revenue predictability and investment, and in the context of the minimum harmonisation approach adopted by the Parliament, their deletion can be accepted. Item c) is not explicitly retained but it can be accepted in view of the full revision by the Parliament of Article 30 USD on facilitating change of provider and the safeguards for end-users contained therein.
However, the deletion of the two other above-mentioned elements in the Commission proposal cannot be accepted. As regards item a) (intra-EU calls), although the Parliament has adopted full deletion of Article 21(3) of the proposal (amendment 145) and corresponding recital 44 and definition (amendments 40, 98), this market is subject to significant anomalies as very significant price differences with domestic calls continue to prevail unrelated to costs, and it appears justified to continue to pursue a modest benchmarking provision.
As regards item b), the 80 % financial limit is an important consumer safeguard, in particular for expenditure-conscious or vulnerable consumers. For this reason, the amendments regarding deletion of this element under Article 27(2) of the Commission proposal (amendment 193 regarding new Article 21a USD on control of consumption, amendment 54 as regards recital 58) cannot in principle be accepted.
In addition, the Parliament proposes the revision of Article 26 of the USD on emergency services and the single European Emergency number (112) (amendment 195), a new Article 26a USD on reverse EU "112" communication system (amendment 196), and the introduction of a new Article 37a in the same Directive as regards Commission delegated acts in application of the revised Article 26 (amendment 199). As the amendment of Article 26 USD and the related delegated acts under the proposed Article 37a were not foreseen under the Commission proposal, these amendments seem to go beyond the amending power of the Parliament. Furthermore, such amendments would imply substantial modification of the current provisions and their implementation requirements which were not considered in the Commission proposal. In this context, these amendments cannot be accepted.
Amendments to the Framework Directive
The resolution removes most measures of the original proposal aiming at ensuring more regulatory consistency for cross-border operators (such as the explicit reference to the Commission recommendation as an element to be taken into account in the context of assessment of remedies notified to the Commission pursuant to Article 7a FD and the Commission veto power on remedies imposed on multi-country operators), which the Commission cannot accept as such. (amendments 176-179)
The resolution also provides for the possibility to appoint only one NRA per Member State (amendment 174), that shall be represented in BEREC and shall be appointed with a harmonised set of competences, including inter alia authorisation issues (amendment 175). The new elements proposed regarding NRA competences can be acceptable to the Commission in view of the overall balance of the proposal and of strengthening the role of independent NRAs in terms of common competences, and thereby of BEREC. The additional amendment concerning the whole review of the Regulatory Framework, on the contrary, cannot be accepted in so far as the current wording pre-empts the Commission's prerogatives for legislative initiative (amendment 229).
Roaming
With regard to roaming, the optional Roam-Like-At-Home (RLAH) regime based on incentives for favourable multilateral wholesale agreements is substituted by a) mandatory retail RLAH as from 15 December 2015; b) fair use criteria similar to those in the proposal, but including adoption of Commission's implementing act by mid-2015 on detailed rules for application of these criteria; c) in order to support the prohibition of surcharges at retail level, the review of wholesale market measures by mid-2015 – report to the co-legislators and new legislative proposal in this regard. These amendments (204-217) deviate substantially from the Commission's proposal, while advancing the shared objective. In view of the above preference in the Parliament as to means (but not as to ends) the proposed changes are acceptable in principle.
BEREC
With regard to provisions on BEREC, the final report confirms the deletion of the proposed changes to the BEREC Regulation establishing an independent and permanent chair, while adding the abovementioned harmonisation of NRAs' competences. It also confirms the introduction of BEREC’s role as methodical to support the development of Union policy and law. Taking into account the increased role of BEREC in the overall proposal, the Commission does not accept deletion of all changes to BEREC governance. This also applies to more technical changes intended to implement the inter-institutional Common Approach (these relate mainly to the appointment and mandate of the Administrative Manager, his role in relation to the Management Committee and the Board of Regulators, and the application of the Staff Regulations). Moreover, if BEREC's proposed role in delivering opinions to the Commission is to be understood as providing in the BEREC Regulation for a formal role in the elaboration of legislative proposals, this would not be acceptable since it would be contrary to the Commission's right of initiative under the Treaty.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission awaits further progress in Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The 6th June Telecom Council took note of a progress report by the Hellenic Presidency, but did not conclude on a general approach. The Commission's expectation is for the Italian Presidency to start trilogues in view of achieving agreement on the proposal by the end of 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2003/87/EC establishing a scheme for greenhouse gas emission allowance trading within the Community, in view of the implementation by 2020 of an international agreement applying a single global market-based measure to international aviation emissions
1.
Rapporteur: Peter LIESE (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0079/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0278
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 3 April 2014
4.
Subject: Derogation from the Directive 2003/87/EC to temporarily consider the requirements set out in this Directive to be satisfied in respect of emissions from flights between aerodromes located in the European Economic Area (EEA) and aerodromes located in countries outside the EEA for the period from 1 January 2013 until 31 December 2016.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0344(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept the compromise text adopted by the European 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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 14 April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on conditions of entry and residence of third-country nationals in the framework of an intra-corporate transfer
1.
Rapporteur: Salvatore IACOLINO (EPP/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0170/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0369
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Conditions of entry and residence of third-country nationals in the framework of an intra-corporate transfer.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2010/0209(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 79(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments adopted by the European 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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament resolution on a proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and the Council creating a European Account Preservation Order to facilitate cross-border debt recovery in civil and commercial matters
1.
Rapporteur: Raffaele BALDASSARRE (EPP/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0227/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0367
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Creating a European Account Preservation Order to facilitate cross-border debt recovery in civil and commercial matters.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0204(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 81 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: Partial agreement. The Commission opposed the amendment of the definition of the creditor in Article 4 (6).
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission did not intend to formally amend its proposal but has drawn the Council's attention to its position on Parliament's amendments orally and in writing.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014 by unanimity. Regulation (EU) No 655/2014 was published in OJ on 27 June 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on markets in financial instruments and amending Regulation (EU) No 648/2012 on OTC derivatives, central counterparties and trade repositories
1.
Rapporteur: Markus FERBER (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0303/2012 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0385
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Financial supervision: markets in financial instruments
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0296(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 14th January 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on markets in financial instruments repealing Directive 2004/39/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Markus FERBER (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0306/2012 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0386
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Financial supervision: markets in financial instruments
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0298(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 53 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 14th January 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a framework for the recovery and resolution of credit institutions and investment firms and amending Council Directives 77/91/EEC and 82/891/EC, Directives 2001/24/EC, 2002/47/EC, 2004/25/EC, 2005/56/EC, 2007/36/EC and 2011/35/EC and Regulation (EU) No 1093/2010
1.
Rapporteur: Gunnar HÖKMARK (EPP/SE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0196/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0354
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Recovery and resolution of credit institutions and investment firms
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0150(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114-p1 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 11 December 2013. The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 2009/65/EC on the coordination of laws, regulations and administrative provisions relating to undertakings for collective investment in transferable securities (UCITS) as regards depositary functions, remuneration policies and sanctions
1.
Rapporteur: Sven GIEGOLD (Greens/EFA/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0125/2013 / P 7_TA-PROV(2014)0355
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Services in the Internal Market
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0168(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 53 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on economic and monetary affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council should adopt the proposal without substantial changes at the latest in September.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on key information documents for investment products
1.
Rapporteur: Pervenche BERÈS (S&D/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0368/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0357
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Services in the Internal Market
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0169(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 1 April 2014. The proposal was agreed at COREPER on 4 April 2014. The corrigendum to the text is expected to be voted at the plenary session of 15-18 September and the Council is expected to adopt the corrected text by the end of September.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on improving securities settlement in the European Union and on central securities depositories (CSDs) and amending Directive 98/26/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Kay SWINBURNE (ECR/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0039/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0388
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Improving securities settlement in the European Union and on central securities depositories (CSDs) and amending Directive 98/26/EC.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0029(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement was reached on 18 December 2013. The European Parliament is expected to endorse the final text of the Regulation (i.e. finalised in the legal revision) during the plenary session between 14 and 17 July. The COREPER, and subsequently the Council, is expected to adopt the final text of the regulation in July or September 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on marine equipment and repealing Directive 96/98/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Dominique RIQUET (EPP/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0255/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0389
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Ensure the safety of ships and their crew and also prevent maritime accidents and pollution to the marine environment through harmonising the way Member States apply design, construction and performance standards of marine equipment.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0358(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 100(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: The review of the text by the jurist linguists took place on 10 June 2014. The proposal on which political agreement has already been reached will be re-adopted by the Parliament (corrigendum procedure) at a date which has yet to be specified, with subsequent adoption by Council in September 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on measures to reduce the cost of deploying high-speed electronic communications networks
1.
Rapporteur: Edit HERCZOG (S&D/HU)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0455/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0360
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Reduction of the cost of the deployment of broadband networks
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0080(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all amendments. All key elements present in the original proposal (the four pillars) were retained: this concerns access to existing physical infrastructure, coordination of civil engineering works, streamlining of administrative procedures and in-building infrastructure.
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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EC) No 577/98 on the organisation of a labour force sample survey in the Community
1.
Rapporteur: Tatjana ŽDANOKA (Greens/EFA/LV)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0344/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0392
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Alignment of Regulation (EC) No 577/98 to Lisbon Treaty. It is also proposed to establish a financial contribution for the Labour Force Survey ad hoc modules (AHM) in support of Union policies.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0084(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the proposed text as regards the statistical substance and considers it to be a balanced proposal with a view to reaching a final compromise on this important file. However, the Commission opposes, for institutional reasons, the amendments proposed to the provision on the exercise of delegated powers (Article 7c). That provision imposes limitations on the Commission's exercise of its delegated powers which are not in line with the Common Understanding on delegated acts endorsed by the Council, the European Parliament and the Commission.
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.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: On 7 March 2014, the Coreper endorsed unanimously the draft compromise. The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on multiannual funding for the action of the European Maritime Safety Agency in the field of response to pollution caused by ships and to marine pollution caused by oil and gas installations
1.
Rapporteur: Keith TAYLOR (Greens/EFA/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0300/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0393
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: The proposed Regulation seeks to renew the multiannual funding for the period from 2014 to 2020 in the framework of the new financial perspectives.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0092(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 100(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: Review of the text by the Jurist Linguists is being finalised. Final text will be voted by EP at July II plenary. Final adoption by the Council will occur either in July or early September.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure
1.
Rapporteur: Carlo FIDANZA (EPP/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0444/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0352
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: The proposed Directive establishes a common framework of measures for the deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure in the Union in order to break oil dependence and accelerate the decarbonisation of the transport system.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0012(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 91 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: It is expected that the Council adopts the proposal by end of October 2014 (following vote in EP Plenary in September of the Jurist-Linguists revised text).
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 96/53/EC of 25 July 1996 laying down for certain road vehicles circulating within the Community the maximum authorised dimensions in national and international traffic and the maximum authorised weights in international traffic
1.
Rapporteur: Jörg LEICHTFRIED (S&D/AT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0256/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0353
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Weights and dimensions of certain road vehicles
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0105(COD)
6.
Legal Basis: Article 91 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept in their entirety or partially (subject to adaptations, redrafting or simplification) a majority of the amendments voted by the Parliament, but is not able to follow the Parliament’s view on a number of other amendments.
The Commission welcomes 46 of the 70 amendments voted by the Parliament, as they clarify or strengthen the original Commission proposal: 5, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63, 66, 67, 68, 69 and 70. These concern for example the definition of low carbon propulsion technologies, the clarification on the requirements related to the type approval framework for motor vehicles and the strengthening of enforcement provisions.
The Commission notes and can accept another 9 amendments subject to redrafting: 7, 9, 17, 34, 35, 38, 39, 41 and 60. The most important are:
On amendments 34, 35 and 38, which aim at improving safety of vulnerable road users as well as the safety and comfort of drivers, some redrafting is needed to avoid being too detailed and too prescriptive with regard to technical solutions. Moreover, it was not the intention of the Commission to mandate safety requirements in this instrument, as such requirements are laid down in the type-approval framework and more specifically in Regulation (EC) No 661/2009 concerning type-approval requirements for the general safety of motor vehicles.
However, another 15 amendments cannot be accepted: 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 12, 23, 40, 44, 45, 50, 53, 54, 64 and 65. Also not acceptable are the last part of amendment 34 and the last part of amendment 35, and amendment 41 as regards the minimum level of safety. The most important amendments that cannot be accepted are the following:
Amendment 23 proposes to limit the extension of aerodynamic rear devices to 500mm. Such devices up to 500mm are already provided for under Commission Regulation (EU) No 1230/2012/EC on type approval. The amendment is therefore redundant. It is also unwarranted, as it limits the potential gain in aerodynamic performance and therefore deprives society from additional benefits of lower emissions and fuel consumption. Improvement in aerodynamic performance continues at least until 2000mm, and the Commission proposal did not provide for length restrictions but lays down conditions for use and safety requirements.
Amendment 40 makes new cab designs mandatory after seven years following the entry into force of the proposed Directive. This runs counter to the proposal of the Commission which seeks to enable (not oblige) manufacturers to produce lorries that are more aerodynamic and safer should manufacturers consider that there is a market for such new cabs. The Commission has deliberately not proposed to mandate new cabs (or flaps for that matter), as this would invite calls for implementation lead-times, which would be counterproductive to the objective to realise what is possible with the products already on the market and will bring immediate benefits to society in terms of lower emissions (aerodynamic flaps are already market ready and used in other parts of the world) and avoided fatalities.
Amendment 41 is not acceptable as minimum level of "safety" performance is not relevant for this legislation but for the type-approval Regulation 661/2009 (type-approval requirements for the general safety of motor vehicles, their trailers and systems, components and separate technical units intended therefor).
Amendments 53 and 54 alter infringement categories related to weight in a way that enforcement would be compromised due to limitations in accuracy of measuring equipment. The Commission proposed categories; "less than 5 %" and "5-10 %" whereas the Parliament proposed "less than 2 %" and "2-10 %".
Amendment 44 and amendment 12, which replace intermodal transport, as proposed by the Commission, by combined transport, are not acceptable given that combined transport only applies to transport between EU Member States, whereas 45’ containers are increasingly used in ocean-going transport.
Amendment 50, making mandatory on-board weighing systems, is in conflict with the Commission proposal, wherein it was proposed to leave methods of controls of overweight to Member States to allow Member States already having other systems in use to continue using these.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council framework, the Commission will draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the Council's position: The Greek Presidency has made good progress on this file by scheduling meetings almost on a weekly basis. Following the discussions, compromises on most issues have been proposed by the Presidency, which still preserve the key objectives of the Commission proposal. Political Agreement on this file was reached at the 5-6 June 2014 Transport Council.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Directives 78/660/EEC and 83/349/EEC as regards disclosure of non-financial and diversity information by certain large companies and groups
1.
Rapporteur: Raffaele BALDASSARRE (EPP/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0006/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0368
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Disclosure of non-financial and diversity information by certain large companies and groups.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0110(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 50(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all amendments.
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 Council's position: Following political agreement reached between the Council and the European Parliament and endorsement by the COREPER on 26 February 2014, it is expected that the Council will adopt it in October. This delay is due to technical linguistic work and the calendar of the European Parliament elections.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on Animal Health
1.
Rapporteur: Marit PAULSEN (ALDE/SE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0129/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0381
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Animal health
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0136(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 43, 114 and 168 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU)
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts part of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 36 amendments directly or in principle:
2, 3, 7, 10, 15, 17, 20, 23, 44, 58, 59, 64, 69, 93, 101, 129, 139, 141, 156, 171, 185, 188, 222, 227, 228, 235, 254, 258, 278, 286, 287, 289, 298, 308, 309, 310.
The Commission accepts 70 amendments partially or subject to rewriting:
1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 12, 18, 19, 24, 25, 26, 30, 32, 38, 45, 67, 68, 73, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 97, 98, 99, 100, 132, 134, 140, 142, 147, 148, 151, 168, 169, 170, 172, 174, 175, 178, 179, 182, 183, 186, 187, 189, 192, 193, 202, 204, 205, 207, 208, 216, 217, 224, 225, 273, 275, 277, 281, 282, 283, 284, 285, 297, 299, 324.
The Commission rejects 225 amendments:
6, 13, 14, 16, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 31, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, 56, 57, 60, 61, 62, 63, 65, 66, 70, 71, 72, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 94, 95, 96, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 130, 131, 133, 135, 136, 137, 138, 143, 144, 145, 146, 149, 150, 152, 153, 154, 155, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 173, 176, 177, 180, 181, 184, 190, 191, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 203, 206, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 218, 219, 220, 221, 223, 226, 229, 230, 231, 232, 233, 234, 236, 239, 240, 241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, 249, 250, 251, 252, 253, 255, 256, 257, 259, 260, 261, 262, 263, 264, 265, 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 272, 274, 276, 279, 280, 288, 290, 291, 292, 293, 294, 295, 296, 300, 301, 302, 303, 304, 305, 306, 307, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, 317, 318, 319, 320, 321, 322, 323, 325, 326, 327, 328, 329, 330, 331, 332, 333, 334.
Clarification of Commission position on amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
· List of diseases and species (amendments 13, 14, 65-67, 70-72, 76, 77, 80-82, 88-90, 331 and associated amendments on repeals)
The Parliament wishes to remove the Commission’s implementing powers under Articles 5, 7 and 8, and proposes that a list of diseases, species and categorisation of diseases is instead set out in an Annex, amendable by delegated acts.
The Commission cannot agree with these amendments and defends its original proposal which is legally sound and technically necessary. In particular, the Commission needs the flexibility to be able to amend the appropriate measures for diseases and the species that measures apply to easily and quickly. This would of course be based on scientific evidence, risk assessment and extensive consultation. The Commission's approach of choosing Implementing Acts seems to be fully supported by the recent European Court of Justice Biocidal products judgement (C-427/12). Some amendments to articles on listing and categorisation of animal diseases are nevertheless acceptable in principle, and the Commission is willing to work with the Parliament on their wording.
· Strategic measures for non-listed diseases (amendment 107)
The Parliament's resolution envisages an amendment requiring strategic measures to be taken by Member States for diseases which are not relevant for the Union and therefore not listed for Union intervention.
This approach cannot be acceptable for the Commission. The Commission emphasises that this proposal applies without prejudice to Regulation (EC) No 2160/2003; therefore, measures suggested by this amendment should be based on that legislation. Finally, the Commission emphasises that other strategic measures to monitor, prevent and control non-listed diseases (e.g. diseases that are not relevant for Union intervention) within a Member State in respect of animal health are a subsidiarity matter.
· National measures and "additional guarantees" (amendments 37, 268 and 323)
The Parliament’s resolution adopts amendments which would allow a Member State to restrict the movements of animals or products if the Member State itself judges that it is scientifically justified, even if such a disease is not considered relevant for Union intervention and therefore not listed for such intervention. This goes much further than the current system of "additional guarantees".
These amendments cannot be agreed by the Commission as they would undermine the principles of the Single Market by allowing Member States to interfere with intra‑EU movements where they themselves decide this is scientifically justified.
· Antimicrobial resistance (amendments 29, 107, 162, 73, 101)
The Commission recognises that antimicrobial resistance is a pressing issue and should be taken into account when considering appropriate action on animal health. Amendments which oblige actors to consider or raise awareness of the risks of antimicrobial resistance are reasonable and acceptable to the Commission, although some subject to rewording (amendments 73, 101). However, many other amendments are not acceptable to the Commission since they fall outside the scope of the Regulation.
· Veterinary Medicinal Products (amendments 94, 159, 160, and 163-165)
The Parliament’s resolution contains amendments on Articles 46 and 47 and some others which completely change the intention of the original provisions in the proposal.
The Commission cannot accept this approach. The above amendments significantly expand the scope and could entail significant overlaps with legislation on veterinary medicines, on which the Commission will present a new proposal in the near future.
· Animal Welfare (amendments 5, 99, 173, 180, 194, 202 and 257, et al)
The Commission recognises that animal welfare and animal health are closely linked. Nevertheless, the Commission emphasises that the scope of the proposal should be animal health (more specifically transmissible animal diseases) and not animal welfare.
The Commission's proposal has already required, for the first time universally, that animal welfare is taken into account when considering the impacts of diseases and measures to combat diseases. Many of the amendments in the Parliament’s resolution reinforce this intention and they could be considered acceptable subject to rewording (amendments 5, 99, 202). Other amendments are not acceptable to the Commission since they overlap and/or are inconsistent with existing requirements. Some amendments (amendments 173, 180, 194 and 257 among others) go even further and could potentially undermine disease control measures in an emergency situation.
· "Non-kept", stray and feral animals (amendments 49, 51, 53, 74, 198-201, 203, 211‑215, 218)
The Parliament’s resolution includes amendments which consider stray, feral or "non-kept" animals as a different category from "wild" animals. However, the original Commission proposal makes a clear distinction between "kept animals" and "wild animals". The Commission’s proposal therefore already meets the Parliament's concerns. Defining those animals as a separate category could cause confusion, legal uncertainty and potentially restrict the measures that can be taken with respect to them.
· Identification and registration of dogs (amendment 236)
Amendment 236 requires all Member States to set up a system for the identification and registration of all dogs. This is not acceptable for the Commission, as the proposal provides a legal basis for the possible future introduction of identification and registration requirements of different animal species (possibly including dogs).
Requiring all Member States to set up such a system for dogs at this stage, without a proper impact assessment, may be disproportionate to the animal health risk. It could entail financial and administrative burden for Member States for an unidentified benefit.
· Retaining the "pet regulation", Regulation (EU) No 576/2013 (amendments 36, 39, 40, 54, 239-244, 246-247, 263-267 and 325) and retaining legislation on identification and registration of pigs, ovines and caprines (amendments 326 and 327).
The Parliament’s resolution entails retaining the "Pet Regulation", i.e. Regulation (EU) No 576/2013 and Regulation (EC) No 21/2004 on ovine and caprine identification and registration, and Directive 2008/71/EC on pig identification and registration.
The Commission’s rationale in proposing to repeal the new Pet Regulation and the current identification and registration legislation was that all animal health issues should come under one set of general principles. It is the Commission’s intention to retain the spirit and details of these legislations (for instance in the delegated and implementing legislation of the animal health Regulation) to provide certainty and stability for Member States and for operators.
· Repeal of Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000 on bovine identification and beef labelling (amendments 38, 324 and 328)
The Parliament’s resolution proposes to retain Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000 on bovine identification and beef labelling, which the animal health proposal would repeal.
The existing essential provisions concerning the identification and registration of bovine animals are reflected in the Commission's proposal. As regards the non-essential elements, the proposal envisages empowerments for delegated acts. The Commission's intention would be to introduce no changes of substance to the existing legal framework recently agreed by the co-legislators in the foreseeable future. Nevertheless, the Commission’s position is that bovine identification and registration should come under the framework of the new animal health proposal, in line with the identification and registration of other relevant animal species.
The Commission's intention was to repeal Title I of Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000 concerning the identification and registration of bovine animals. Therefore, the Commission accepts the retention of Title II of Regulation (EC) No 1760/2000, which concerns labelling of beef and beef products and which is outside the scope of the animal health proposal.
· Consultation when drawing up delegated acts (amendments 41, 66, 75, 77, 82 and 322)
The Parliament’s resolution requires certain kinds of consultation when drawing up delegated acts. As drafted, this sets out a legally binding obligation to consult, which is contrary to Article 290 (2) TFEU. The Commission could however propose a new standard recital whereby it consults experts, stakeholders and the European Food Safety Authority as well as engage in wider public consultation when appropriate. This is usual practice and there is a long history of effective co-operation and consultation in the field of animal health.
· Time limit of five years for adoption of delegated acts (amendment 320)
The Parliament’s resolution proposes the limitation of the Commission’s empowerment for all delegated acts in the proposal to five years, to be tacitly extended unless there is opposition by the co-legislator.
The Commission cannot accept this approach. The limit of five years is not enough to assess the overall impact of this broad legal text together with all the necessary delegated acts envisaged. Specifically, the gradual adoption of such acts is envisaged during a period of three years after the entry into force of the new Regulation.
· Reporting obligation (amendment 330)
Amendment 330 in the Parliament’s resolution requires the Commission to submit a Report on the impact of the Regulation by 31 December 2019.
The Commission cannot agree to this additional reporting burden. There are other tools such as fitness checks and evaluations to judge the impacts of EU Regulation. Besides, the Commission believes that the timeframe given is too short, taking into account the time needed to introduce the necessary delegated and implementing legislation.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to present a modified proposal at this stage. 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 the adoption of Council's position: The Council is still working on its first reading position and the Italian Presidency hopes to have a negotiating mandate in early autumn.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on official controls and other official activities performed to ensure the application of food and feed law, rules on animal health and welfare, plant health, plant reproductive material and plant protection products and amending Regulations (EC) No 999/2001, 1829/2003, 1831/2003, 1/2005, 396/2005, 834/2007, 1099/2009, 1069/2009, 1107/2009, Regulations (EU) No 1151/2012, [….]/2013 and Directives 98/58/EC, 1999/74/EC, 2007/43/EC, 2008/119/EC, 2008/120/EC and 2009/128/EC (Official Controls Regulation)
1.
Rapporteur: Mario PIRILLO (S&D/IT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0162/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0380
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Review of the rules on official controls along the agri-food chain
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0140(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 43(2), 114 and 168(4)(b) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts part of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 60 amendments directly:
8, 10, 16, 21, 42, 43, 49, 53, 54, 57, 59, 68, 78, 82, 86, 88, 90, 91, 92, 95, 96, 108, 116, 122, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 143, 144, 145, 146, 148, 149, 175, 204, 205, 215, 221, 225, 228, 231, 232, 237, 238, 239, 244, 249, 253, 256, 261, 279, 281, 291, 292, 302, 303.
The Commission accepts subject to rewording or in principle 40 amendments:
6, 11, 20, 28, 35, 44, 55, 62, 64, 73, 77, 80, 104, 117, 123, 125, 141, 142, 151, 152, 178, 184, 186, 203, 207, 211, 214, 226, 236, 260, 274, 277, 280, 284, 287, 288, 289, 305, 326.
The Commission accepts partly and only under certain conditions 29 amendments:
13, 25, 29, 50, 58, 60, 63, 71, 75, 76, 93, 94, 97, 136, 166, 169, 173, 179, 216, 217, 227, 242, 245, 264, 272, 273, 309, 336, 341.
The Commission rejects 190 amendments:
1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 7, 9, 12, 14, 17, 18, 19, 22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 45, 46, 47, 48, 51, 52, 56, 61, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 72, 74, 79, 81, 83, 84, 85, 87, 89, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 105, 106, 107, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 118, 119, 120, 121, 124, 133, 134, 135, 137, 138, 139, 140, 147, 150, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 167, 168, 170, 171, 172, 174, 176, 177, 180, 181, 182, 183, 185, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 206, 208, 209, 210, 212, 213, 218, 219, 220, 222, 223, 224, 229, 230, 233, 234, 235, 240, 241, 243, 246, 247, 248, 250, 251, 252, 254, 255, 257, 258, 259, 263, 266, 267, 268, 269, 270, 271, 275, 276, 278, 282, 283, 285, 286, 290, 293, 294, 295, 296, 297, 298, 299, 300, 301, 304, 306, 307, 310, 311, 312, 313, 314, 315, 316, 317, 327, 328, 343, 348.
Clarification of Commission position on amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
· Scope: removal from the scope of official controls on plant reproductive material (PRM) and on the contained use of GMOs (amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 14, 17, 25, 34, 63, 110, 147, 192, 223, 224, 233, 234, 301, 306, 310, 314, 316, 343)
The European Parliament proposes to remove official controls on plant reproductive material (PRM) rules and on rules on the contained use of GMOs from the scope. The Commission disagrees as this would impair the aim of ensuring a more consistent approach to official controls along the entire agri-food chain and allowing a more effective and efficient risk‑based use of resources. Plant reproductive material is the first link in the agri-food chain and official controls are essential to guarantee the safety of the whole chain. Also, a non‑negligible part of GMOs in contained use is used for the production of substances intended for the agri-food chain (e.g. additives/ enzymes). It is therefore essential that the contained use of GMOs be controlled in accordance with the rules provided for in the proposal.
· Scope: addition into the scope of official controls on rules aiming at preventing and minimising antimicrobial resistance (amendment 26)
The European Parliament proposes to add to the scope official controls on rules aiming at preventing and minimising antimicrobial resistance in humans, animals and the environment. While the rationale of this change is in line with the Commission’s policy aimed at preventing and minimising antimicrobial resistance, this addition is not needed, as the proposal covers already official controls on rules which have that objective. On the other hand, rules on veterinary and human medicines are subject to specific rules on controls that should continue to also apply.
· Scope: removal from the scope of official controls on pets (amendment 33)
The Parliament proposes to exclude "pets" from the definition of "animals" with the aim of excluding official controls on pets from the scope. This would not be consistent with the Commission proposal for a Regulation on Animal Health, as it would remove the possibility to perform official controls on pets and result in risks to animal and public health.
· Repeal of mandatory official control fees (amendments 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 314, 315, 316, 343, 348)
The European Parliament turns the obligation for competent authorities to collect fees for official controls along the agri-food chain into a possibility for them to collect fees (or "contributions") to recover the costs incurred. This would mean that Member States would be free to decide whether to charge or not the operators subject to official controls. The Commission cannot accept this result, as it would not address the issue present in the current situation, whereby fees are collected in a non-uniform manner that could lead to discriminatory treatment and create potential distortions.
In addition, the Parliament’s changes would prevent Member States from charging fees at the level of primary production and would allow them to also exempt small and medium enterprises (the mandatory exemption for microbusinesses proposed by the Commission is deleted). This would mean that more than 90 % of operators subject to controls would be potentially exempted from the payment of fees, and that therefore even in Member States where fees are charged, fees would only provide a marginal fraction of the revenue needed for official controls.
These changes would weaken the main objectives of the Commission proposal, namely to ensure a sustainable revenue stream for control authorities, in all Member States and across all sectors, and treating operators equitably. Furthermore, the possibility for competent authorities to establish mandatory fees at a flat rate is already possible according to current rules and should be maintained as it gives the possibility to use this system whenever Member States so wish.
· Repeal of empowerments for sector specific official control rules (amendments 100, 107, 111, 114, 121, 327, 328)
While some sector-specific empowerments for delegated acts are maintained by the Parliament (for controls on food of animal origin, on organic production and on quality schemes), in other cases the provisions of delegated powers are replaced by an "empowerment" for the Commission to put forward "legislative proposals" with the same content. This approach cannot be supported by the Commission, as the possibility to put forward legislative proposals is a prerogative of the Commission which does not require an empowerment by the legislature. Furthermore, the delegated acts provided for in the proposal are necessary to adjust official control rules to the specificities of the sectors and to update swiftly and regularly technical elements.
· Modifications of specific official control rules for food of animal origin (amendments 97 and 290)
The Parliament keeps the empowerment to lay down, in delegated acts, specific official control rules on the production of meat and, more globally, on the production of food of animal origin, adding some essential elements specific to these sectors. While this approach is acceptable, two changes proposed by the Parliament are not, since they undermine the objective of enabling – without any lowering of food safety – a more efficient use of control resources and a reduction of burden on competent authorities. Indeed, one change proposed aims at requiring the permanent presence of the official veterinarian during ante- and post‑mortem inspection which is disproportionate and unjustified and does not provide sufficient flexibility in small slaughterhouses with discontinued slaughter (this change would represent a step back in the modernisation of meat inspection as it is even stricter than current provisions). The other change limits the possibility of involving slaughterhouse staff during official controls – under the supervision of an official veterinarian – only in the case of poultry and lagomorphs (and not for all species) which is not in line with the outcome of the recent impact assessment on the revision of meat inspection rules and with the opinions of the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) on how to properly address risks in this area.
Amendment 290, which deletes Regulation (EC) No 854/2004 from the list of acts to be repealed by the proposal, cannot be accepted. As the provisions of Article 15 of the proposal and of the delegated act(s) to be adopted in this area to complement the essential elements laid down therein are meant to replace the (equivalent) requirements currently laid down in Regulation (EC) No 854/2004, this change would result in a legally untenable outcome (two acts being in place at the same time to govern the same situations, both also providing for the same empowerment provisions).
· Requirements for staff performing official controls and other official activities (amendment 58)
The Parliament proposes that staff performing official controls or other official activities shall be officials employed by the competent authorities or by an independent public body delegated by the competent authority to perform the controls or activities. The Commission cannot agree to this as in several sectors delegated bodies are often private entities which are impartial and free of conflict of interest as regards the exercise of the delegated controls or activities (e.g. private certification bodies in the organic production and quality schemes areas).
The Commission also disagrees with the deletion of the empowerment allowing the Commission to lay down specific training and qualification requirements of staff performing official controls or other official activities. That empowerment will be necessary in cases (like for example in the plant health and organic production areas) where control staff must possess certain skills and knowledge to perform their tasks correctly and to ensure the quality and reliability of official controls. Those delegated acts would also be needed to establish such minimum requirements for veterinary auxiliaries (as referred to in Annex I, Section III, Chapter IV, B of Regulation (EC) No 854/2004), or for staff tasked with controls on (certain) foodstuffs or other commodities.
· Mandatory publication of the individual outcome of official controls (amendment 60)
The European Parliament turns the possibility for competent authorities to publish or make otherwise available to the public information about the factual outcome of official controls on individual operators into an obligation. This new obligation introduces additional administrative burdens which are disproportionate and which may pose questions also from a data protection perspective.
· Mandatory channelling and systematic official controls on "foods containing products of animal origin" entering into the Union (amendment 153)
The Parliament adds "foods that contain products of animal origin" to the goods subject to mandatory systematic controls at border control posts. The Commission cannot agree to this change, as not all "foods that contain products of animal origin" present a level of risk that requires them to be channelled to and systematically controlled at a border control post. This would be disproportionate and unnecessarily disruptive of trade, and in addition is stricter and more disruptive than current practices. It would also prevent a truly risk-based and efficient use of control resources by forcing Member States to allocate control resources irrespective of the actual risk posed by these commodities. For the cases where the risk profile of any such products would warrant such restrictive approach, an empowerment is provided allowing the Commission to add specific products to the list of those subject to the stricter mandatory controls at entry into the Union. Reversing the approach (i.e. asking this broad category of products to undergo systematic checks by default) would be disproportionate.
· Physical checks on products of animal origin – role of official veterinarians (amendments 157 and 166)
The Parliament proposes that, during border controls, not only physical checks on animals, but also those on products of animal origin be carried out by an official veterinarian and that decisions on those consignments also be taken by an official veterinarian. This would add to the requirements already included in the Commission proposal to ensure the reliability, soundness and quality of the checks
 and would unduly restrict the margin of assessment of the Member States in deciding what qualifications control staff should possess to perform official controls. Such changes would be disproportionate (physical checks on most products of animal origin, like powdered milk, canned meat etc. do not require the specialised training that is specific to veterinary doctors, as nowadays training for other professions also includes the skills necessary to ensure the performance of sound controls on those goods) and would run counter one of the core objectives of the proposal, which is intended to enable a more flexible use of control resources.
· Minimum frequencies of physical checks on animals and goods entering into the Union (amendments 162, 163, 164, 165)
The European Parliament changes the empowerments provided for in the proposal as regards the establishment of the frequency rates of physical checks on animals and goods entering the Union, and refers to such frequency rates as being minimum (not uniform) frequencies of border controls. The Commission cannot accept such a change, as the objective of the new integrated approach to border controls as provided for in the proposal is to allow the adoption of uniform frequencies of physical checks at EU level. The possibility of setting minimum frequencies would clearly not allow this objective to be achieved and could result in divergent practices with potential important effects on trade flows. The possibility for frequencies of physical checks to be increased by Member States where this is necessary in case of suspicion of non-compliance or in order to take account of local risk factors is already provided for in the Regulation proposal.
· Repeal of the single authority for the planning of official controls (amendment 248)
The Parliament deletes the obligation for the Member States to designate a single authority responsible for the coordination of the preparation of the multiannual national control plan (MANCP), and hence its coherency and consistent implementation (several authorities would be possible). The Commission disagrees, as the MANCP covers all the (numerous) sectors of the agri-food chain and a single authority is necessary to guarantee the completeness and overall coherence of the plan.
· Use of national systems instead of the Union’s information management system for official controls (IMSOC) (amendments 169 and 271)
The European Parliament changes the description of the IMSOC so as to indicate that it should also handle data and documents “automatically forwarded by national databases”. While the Commission would not object to the possibility that certain national systems co‑exist with IMSOC, this could only be possible under certain strict conditions – to be met by those systems – aimed at preventing that any of the functionalities of IMSOC be adversely affected by their operation.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to present a modified proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Discussions on the proposal started under the Irish Presidency and continued under the Lithuanian and Greek Presidencies. Discussions on a preliminary draft compromise text began in April 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the comparability of fees related to payment accounts, payment account switching and access to payment accounts with basic features
1.
Rapporteur: Jürgen KLUTE (GUE/NGL/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0398/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0356
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishment of a set of rules on payment accounts
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0139(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all amendments adopted by the European Parliament.
The Commission has issued statements on the use of Regulatory Technical Standards, on the transposition of the provisions on access and on the implementation period for the adoption of the common format of the fee information document and the statement of fees.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formally modified proposal, as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council is expected to adopt its position in September/ October 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the protective measures against pests of plants
1.
Rapporteur: Hynek FAJMON (ECR/CZ)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0147/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0382
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Protective measures against pests of plants
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0141(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43 of the Treaty of the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts part of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 56 amendments directly or in principle:
1, 5, 9, 10, 11, 12, 15, 17, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 39, 43, 44, 45, 48, 51, 52, 53, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 67, 69, 75, 77, 88, 89, 92, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 104, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110, 118, 129, 135, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146.
The Commission accepts 10 amendments partially or subject to rewriting:
3, 13, 46, 101, 105, 112, 115, 132, 133, 134.
The Commission rejects 70 amendments:
2, 4, 6, 7, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 41, 42, 47, 49, 50, 54, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 86, 87, 90, 91, 93, 94, 95, 102, 103, 111, 113, 114, 116, 117, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 130, 131, 136.
Clarification of Commission position on main amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
· Scope of the Regulation (amendments 2, 19, 18, 121, 122)
The amendment of the Parliament includes phytosanitary inspections and invasive alien species in the scope of the Regulation. This cannot be accepted by the Commission.
The Regulation concerns rules to determine phytosanitary risks and measures to reduce those risks to an acceptable level. This reflects a paradigm shift as regards Council Directive 2000/29/EC, which deals with pests on a case-by-case basis, to the conceptual logic of the International Plant Protection Convention (IPPC). It does not concern phytosanitary inspections and other official measures, which are covered by the proposal for a Regulation on official controls (COM(2013) 265 final). The expansion of the scope to also include invasive alien plant species is not acceptable either. The amendment is proposed in conjunction with amendments 2, 18, 121 and 122. The Commission has proposed a distinct legal instrument as regards invasive alien species (COM(2013) 620 final), on which a political agreement between the European Parliament and the Council was reached in April 2014. It is not appropriate to also include invasive plant species in the plant health Regulation. Invasive plants moreover require a different approach in case of widespread outbreaks in nature conservation areas, with more emphasis on suppression than on eradication.
· Implementing and delegated acts to determine the list of pests and measures (amendments 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 42, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 116, 117, 126, 127, 128)
According to the amendments of the Parliament, the regulated pests should be listed in an Annex of the basic act. Moreover, the measures against those pests should be regulated through delegated acts. This cannot be accepted by the Commission.
The Commission proposal sets out that the criteria for the listing of pests and the necessary measures are included in the basic act, while the listing and the measures themselves are introduced through an implementing act. The criteria to decide on the listing of pests are an essential element of the scope of the Regulation, not the listing itself which is transient. The status of pests in the lists changes frequently and is entwined with measures against those pests and the specific third countries/ Member States concerned. Pests should therefore be listed in implementing acts, not in Annexes to the Regulation.
For each listed pest, appropriate measures have to be set out as regards the plant species affected, the third countries and/ or Member States concerned, and possible requirements for phytosanitary certificates and plant passports. Listing of pests always coincides with elaborate changes to the measures. This complexity stems from IPPC, which developed the logic in the past 50 years and binds the EU (as contracting party) to respect this high level of fine-tuning.
Listing all pests of plants in Annexes to the basic act, while all measures (prohibitions, requirements, certificates, plant passports, marks, treatments) are laid down by implementing acts, would mean that the matrix of pest-measure-third country/ Member State is artificially cut into two pieces. The Commission cannot adopt delegated acts on pest lists, if not simultaneously adopting acts on the measures and third countries/ Member State (this is already so at present under Directive 2000/29/EC). This requires that all decisions are of the same nature: either all are delegated acts, or all are implementing acts. The dynamic nature of the pest listing and the logic of the IPPC imply that implementing acts are the right solution in this specific case.
· Listing of priority pests and criteria (amendments 37, 38, 40, 41, 42)
The amendments of the Parliament abolish any quantitative limits for the determination and listing of priority pests, and also require delegated acts for that listing. This cannot be accepted by the Commission.
The concept of priority pests makes sense only if restricted to the Union quarantine pests with truly major importance for the Union. Without a limit to the number of priority pests, Member States will push to list all Union quarantine pests as priority pests, because it will extend EU co-financing to those pests, once they are established in the Union but are still under regulatory control, whereas listing brings along only few additional obligations. Removing the maximum percentage would undermine the functioning of the priority pest system.
As explained above, it is essential to list pests in implementing acts, as proposed by the Commission, and not in Annexes to the Regulation (modifiable by delegated act).
· Import regime. New instrument for precautionary measures against high-risk trade (amendments 38, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146)
The Parliament supported the proposal’s position for an open import system, which only closes for specific risky plants/ plant products. Amendments to close and reverse that system have been rejected by a majority of two thirds.
Article 47 of the Commission proposal allows the Commission to provisionally close, ban or restrict the imports of risky new trade of plants for planting until a pest risk analysis is completed. That closing will last for two years, with the option to prolong that period for another two years.
The Parliament has voted in favour of amendments to expand the scope of that Article to all plants, plant products and other objects. It also voted to extend the maximum duration of those measures from 2 + 2 years to 5 + 5 years.
That amendment could in principle be acceptable.
· Possibility for Member States to adopt stricter measures for eradication of pests (amendment 68)
The Parliament deleted Article 31 of the proposal. That deletion cannot be accepted by the Commission.
Article 31 of the proposal provides the possibility for Member States to apply stricter measures against quarantine pests than foreseen by the Regulation itself, as long as those measures do not interfere with the open internal EU market. Member States should be allowed to increase protection against pests where there is no further EU interest on condition that this does not interfere with the free movement of goods.
The justification of the amendment provided by the AGRI committee is based on the assumption that the article endangers the functioning of the EU common market and the principle of free movement of goods. This is not the case; any interference with the free movement of goods is explicitly prohibited by the second subparagraph of paragraph 1 of Article 31.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to present a modified proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council Working Group is still discussing the details of the Commission proposal. Depending on the progress of the work, it is expected to adopt its position for the first reading in summer 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the deployment of the interoperable EU‑wide eCall
1.
Rapporteur: Philippe DE BACKER (ALDE/BE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0482/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0359
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: The proposed decision requires the Member States to deploy the necessary eCall PSAP infrastructure required for the proper receipt and handling of all eCalls on their territory.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0166(COD)
6.
Legal basis:
Article 91 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
Article 6(2) of Directive 2010/40/EU requires the Commission to present at the latest 12 months after the adoption of specifications laid down in Delegated Regulation (EU) No 305/2013, if appropriate and after conducting an impact assessment including a cost‑benefit analysis, a proposal to the European Parliament and the Council in accordance with Article 294 TFEU on the deployment of these specifications.
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the harmonisation of the laws of the Member States relating to making available on the market of pressure equipment (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Zuzanna ROITHOVÁ (EPP/CZ)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0008/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0390
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Pressure equipment
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0221(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.
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 the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the participation of the Union in a Research and Development Programme jointly undertaken by several Member States aimed at supporting research performing small and medium-sized enterprises
1.
Rapporteur: Miloslav RANSDORF (GUE/NGL/CZ)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0077/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0364
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Research and Development Programme for research performing SMEs
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0232(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 185 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the amendments as adopted by the 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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the participation of the Union in a European Metrology Programme for Innovation and Research jointly undertaken by several Member States
1.
Rapporteur: Niki TZAVELA (EFD/EL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0063/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0365
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: European Metrology Programme for Innovation and Research
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0242(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 185 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the amendments as adopted by the 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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the participation of the Union in a second European and Developing Countries Clinical Trials Partnership Programme jointly undertaken by several Member States
1.
Rapporteur: Vicky FORD (ECR/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-064/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0366
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: European and Developing Countries Clinical Trials Partnership Programme
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0243(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 185 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the amendments as adopted by the 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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the participation of the Union in the Active and Assisted Living Research and Development Programme jointly undertaken by several Member States
1.
Rapporteur: Claude TURMES (Greens/EFA/LU)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0076/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0363
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Active and Assisted Living Research and Development Programme
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0233(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 185 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all amendments. The amendments have not changed the original objectives and approach of the Active and Assisted Living Research and Development Programme as proposed by the Commission. This Programme will allow for financing research and innovation projects to bring closer to the market ICT‑based products and services for active and healthy ageing at home, in the community, or at work. This public-public partnership with the Member States will provide significant leverage and a critical mass of investment, in particular for the benefit of SMEs, and will help to address the challenges and opportunities of a rapidly ageing population by improving quality of life for elderly citizens, increasing sustainability of the care systems as well as boosting the competitiveness of the European industry by offering a large potential market for new products and services.in Europe and internationally.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modified proposal, as there is already an accepted compromise proposal between the European Parliament and the Council, which has been agreed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing uniform rules and a uniform procedure for the resolution of credit institutions and certain investment firms in the framework of a Single Resolution Mechanism and a Single Resolution Fund and amending Regulation (EU) No° 1093/2010 of the European Parliament and of the Council
1.
Rapporteur: Elisa FERREIRA (S&D/PT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0478/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0341
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishing uniform rules and a uniform procedure for the resolution of credit institutions and certain investment firms in the framework of a Single Resolution Mechanism and a Single Resolution Fund and amending Regulation (EU) No°1093/2010 of the European Parliament and of the Council.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0253(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 19-20 March 2014. Adoption by the Council is foreseen for 14 July 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU) No 1215/2012 on jurisdiction and the recognition and enforcement of judgments in civil and commercial matters
1.
Rapporteur: Tadeusz ZWIEFKA (EPP/PL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0052/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0391
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amending Regulation (EU) No 1215/2012 on jurisdiction and the recognition and enforcement of judgments in civil and commercial matters.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0268(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 81 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Legal Affairs (JURI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission agrees on the text as voted by the Parliament. Overall, the compromise text as agreed by the co-legislators has no substantial differences as compared to the Commission proposal. Some minor amendments have been made by the Parliament which are acceptable to the Commission.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 638/2004 on Community statistics relating to trading of goods between Member States as regards conferring of delegated and implementing powers upon the Commission for the adoption of certain measures, the communication of information by the customs administration, the exchange of confidential data between Member States and the definition of statistical value
1.
Rapporteur: Hans-Peter MARTIN (NI/AT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0457/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0387
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Alignment of Regulation (EC) No 577/98 to Lisbon Treaty. It is also proposed to clarify the definition of “statistical value”, to explicitly allow, for statistical purposes only, the exchange of confidential data between national statistical authorities of the Member States and to replace the reference to the Intrastat Committee by a reference to the European Statistical System Committee.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0278(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 338(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the compromise text. Nevertheless, in the context of the wider discussions on delegated acts, the new wording on the consultation of experts should be considered as an ad hoc solution with a view to unblocking the discussion on specific files. This is without prejudice to the inter-institutional discussions to come on the review of the Common Understanding.
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 Council's position: On 19 March 2014, the Coreper endorsed the draft compromise. Therefore, after the positive vote of the European Parliament, the Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EC) No 718/1999 on a Community-fleet capacity policy to promote inland waterway transport
1.
Rapporteur: Corien WORTMANN-KOOL (EPP/NL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0142/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0361
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: The proposed Regulation sets up measures to support the structural improvements in the waterway sector, in particular with respect to the fleet capacity of Member States with inland waterways linked to those of another Member State.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0303(COD)
6.
Legal basis: article 91(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: The proposal has been adopted by the Council on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council laying down technical requirements for inland waterway vessels and repealing Directive 2006/87/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council
1.
Rapporteur: Corien WORTMANN-KOOL (EPP/NL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0145/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0343
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: The proposed Directive lays down conditions and technical requirements for issuing navigation certificates for inland waterway vessels valid on all Community inland waterways, including the Rhine. The Directive also ensures that certificates issued under Article 22 of the Revised Convention for the Rhine Navigation and the Union inland navigation certificates are issued on the basis of technical requirements, which should guarantee an equivalent level of safety.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0302(COD)
6.
Legal basis: article 91(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts part of the amendments adopted by the European Parliament. Out of 13 amendments voted by the Parliament, the following amendments are:
· acceptable: 1, 2, 4, 7, 8, 10 and 12, since they concern mainly wording or reflect standard procedures regarding delegated acts,
· acceptable in principle: 6 and 13,
· not acceptable: 3, 5, 9 and 14.
As regards amendments 6 and 13 requiring a report from the Commission on various aspects of the implementation of the Directive and proposing legislation, if appropriate, the Commission cannot accept that it shall propose legislation to achieve a certain objective ("to further streamline cooperation and coordination to elaborate standards to which reference can be made in legal acts of the Union.") since such an obligation would curtail its right of initiative.
As regards amendments 5, 9 and 14 referring to the adoption of technical requirements regarding the introduction of Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) for inland waterway vessels through delegated acts, the Commission cannot accept a commitment to introduce technical requirements on a specific subject by a certain date; these requirements will depend on various factors such as feasibility, resources, etc. In addition, the possibility to adopt a delegated act on the issue is already covered by the empowerment in Article 22 (1) anyway.
As regards amendment 3, the Commission cannot accept a recital that lays down an obligation ("shall") instead of motivating it ("should").
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission intends to integrate in a formally modified proposal those of the Parliament's amendments which it accepts and to update this proposal with progress as regards the preparation of uniform standards.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: As the first reading in the Council has not yet started, it is difficult to determine at this stage whether or not a first reading agreement is in reach.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on market surveillance of products and amending Council Directives 89/686/EEC and 93/15/EEC, and Directives 94/9/EC, 94/25/EC, 95/16/EC, 97/23/EC, 1999/5/EC, 2000/9/EC, 2000/14/EC, 2001/95/EC, 2004/108/EC, 2006/42/EC, 2006/95/EC, 2007/23/EC, 2008/57/EC, 2009/48/EC, 2009/105/EC, 2009/142/EC, 2011/65/EU, Regulation (EU) No 305/2011, Regulation (EC) No 764/2008 and Regulation (EC) No 765/2008 of the European Parliament and of the Council
1.
Rapporteur: Sirpa PIETIKÄINEN (EPP/FI)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0346/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0384
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: New regulatory framework for market surveillance of products aiming at improving the enforcement of (non-food) product requirements.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0048(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 33, 114 and 207 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts or rejects the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 58 amendments fully:
1, 3, 4, 6, 9, 12, 15, 18, 20, 24, 28, 34, 37, 38, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 51, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 62, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 72, 81, 84, 88, 90, 91, 92, 95, 98, 100, 103, 105, 106, 111, 113, 114, 115, 118, 119, 120, 123, 124, 125.
The Commission accepts 47 amendments partially or in principle subject to rewording:
2, 5, 7, 10, 13, 14, 16, 21, 22, 23, 25, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 39, 40, 48, 50, 56, 68, 73, 74, 75, 77, 80, 82, 83, 86, 89, 93, 94, 97, 101, 102, 107, 109, 110, 116, 117, 121, 122, 127, 128, 133.
The Commission does not accept in their current form or rejects 28 amendments:
8, 11, 17, 19, 26, 35, 36, 52, 53, 61, 63, 64, 71, 76, 78, 79, 85, 87, 96, 99, 104, 108, 112, 126, 129, 130, 131, 132.
Clarification of Commission position on certain amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
Amendments which are acceptable partially or in principle subject to rewording:
· Precautionary principle (amendment 22)
The Commission supports this amendment in principle, possibly aligning it with other Union legislation making reference to the precautionary principle (e.g. Art. 1(3) REACH Regulation "underpinned by the precautionary principle)".
· "Non-compliant product" and "product presenting a risk" (amendment 27 and further amendments throughout the text)
The Commission, for the time being, does not object to the possible introduction of a definition of non-compliance, but maintains its original approach until a full examination of the consequences shows that the amendment would not lead to any major problems in the remainder of the proposal, especially regarding cases of formal non-compliance in Union harmonisation legislation. As a matter of fact, "non-compliant products" which are merely formally non-compliant do not necessarily "present a risk". A new definition should entail a different treatment of products affected respectively by formal and substantive non‑compliance, and the wording of the amendment might have to be adapted accordingly. At the moment, however, the categories of "non-compliant products" and "products presenting a risk" are still treated identically in the text, which would be problematic for the part of the definitions that do not overlap.
· Intermediary service providers (amendments 25 and 56)
The Commission is not opposed to introducing certain information and/ or cooperation obligations of "intermediary service providers". In its multi-annual plan for market surveillance
, the Commission identified that e-commerce brings new challenges for market surveillance authorities in terms of safety and compliance of products. In its first meeting, several Member States' representatives in the sub-group of the Consumer Safety Network regarding online sales confirmed that cooperation with online platforms is needed.
However, conflicts with the E-commerce Directive 2000/31/EC and with the Data Protection Directive need to be avoided. Any information and cooperation obligations of online service providers must be phrased in terms that do not create legal uncertainty as to the role of those service providers. Any obligation to cooperate should be limited to what is needed to stop an infringement and not require the monitoring of website content. It could be argued that situations where cooperation is required from online intermediaries could sufficiently be addressed by a proposed amendment of the Council in Article 10(2) which would allow authorities to address necessary measures to any other person with the view of obtaining their cooperation in a corrective action. However, since the safety and compliance of products offered online is a growing concern, the Commission could show flexibility and suggest reformulating the obligations to ensure consistency with the E-commerce Directive.
· Effectiveness of checks and proactive auditing of business quality control systems (amendment 39)
The Commission supports this amendment in principle. In particular, it supports the addition of criteria to assess whether checks are carried out at an adequate scale. As to the proactive auditing of business quality control systems, while the Commission can accept the idea of broadening the toolbox of market surveillance authorities, it also notes that at this stage, market surveillance authorities should not be forced along this route. In this respect, the amendment would need a slight rewording.
· Emerging risks (amendments 29, 39)
The Commission can accept in principle these amendments, although a definition of "emerging risk" is not considered necessary.
· Fees (amendments 70, 73, 74, 93, 94)
The Commission is flexible: it could support in principle these amendments, but also understands that market surveillance authorities may need more flexibility in the determination of the fees.
· Penalties (amendments 127, 128)
The Commission believes that strengthening the rules on sanctions and penalties could contribute to the effectiveness of market surveillance. Therefore, the suggestion made by the European Parliament in amendments 127 and 128 to link the penalties to the seriousness, duration and where applicable to intentional character of the infringement could be considered for example for common guidelines on fines.
· RAPEX/ ICSMS (amendment 109)
The Commission can accept in principle this amendment.
· Evaluation and compulsory third party auditing schemes (amendment 133)
The Commission could in principle support this amendment.
Amendments that are not acceptable in the current form or to be rejected:
· Evaluation of market surveillance authorities’ powers and resources (amendment 35)
The Commission opposes this amendment because it lacks the expertise and knowledge to perform the evaluations of market surveillance authorities’ resources. As to the evaluation of the powers, it is unclear why this would be necessary, as the main powers of market surveillance authorities are laid down in the Regulation itself which is directly applicable.
· Commission evaluation of Market Surveillance Programmes (amendment 52)
The Commission opposes this amendment since it has neither the knowledge and expertise nor the resources to perform the evaluations and to issue recommendations. The Regulation sets the principle that authorities should be endowed with the necessary resources, but deciding the actual levels of these resources is up to Member States. Furthermore, Article 27 of the proposal specifies that the European Market Surveillance Forum should coordinate the preparation and implementation of the general and sector-specific market surveillance programmes referred to in Article 7.
· Pan-European Injury Database (amendment 112)
Although the Commission does not reject the idea of a Pan-European Injury Database, it opposes this amendment in its current form since the Commission is still missing essential information on: (i) feasibility and costs and (ii) benefits and added value for market surveillance of such a database. Regulation (EC) No 765/2008 (Article 18) obliges Member States to monitor accidents but little has happened in practice, considering the many practical difficulties to establish a reporting system that could be helpful for all authorities and economic operators. In its Multi-Annual Plan on Market Surveillance (COM(2013)76), the Commission promised to examine the feasibility of a public Consumer Product Safety Information Database, which could include a platform for complaints and injuries. This feasibility study would take into account the achievements made by EUROSAFE, the JAMIE project funded from the EU health programme, the OECD and other relevant tools available in this area. Having regard to the Parliament's amendment, the launch of the feasibility study has currently been put on hold.
· Penalties (amendments 129-131)
As mentioned above, the Commission believes that strengthening the rules on sanctions and penalties could contribute to the effectiveness of market surveillance. However, the amendments 129-131 cannot be accepted because they could have an effect to encourage rogue traders to circumvent the sanctions. For example, the proposed ceiling could encourage them to establish new companies with low turnover which would only sell products presenting a risk, thus eventually "benefiting" from a 10 % ceiling.
Moreover, the requirement that administrative penalties should at least offset the economic advantage sought through the infringement is problematic. Experience especially in the area of competition law enforcement shows that it can be extremely difficult and often practically impossible to properly calculate the amount of illegal economic gains made through the infringement. Having a requirement for the fines to reflect the illicit gains would therefore render any fines calculation extremely difficult (or even impossible) and expose the fining authority to risky and lengthy court litigation. At EU level, any such requirement for the calculation of fines in competition cases (which is sometimes advocated) has for these reasons been rejected.
Also, the blacklist could be considered as a double sanction and could even restrain market surveillance authorities from imposing sanctions, considering the likely exposure to additional pressure from businesses to avoid the negative effect that the blacklist could have on them. Finally, the keeping of the blacklist would expose the Commission to litigation while economic operators could change the name of their company to escape the negative effects of the blacklist. It should be noted that the European Parliament did not propose specific rules on the management of the blacklist.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to present a modified proposal at this stage.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: COREPER has not yet given a mandate to the Presidency to launch the informal trilogues due to fundamental differences in Member States' positions concerning Article 7 of the Consumer Product Safety Regulation proposal, which is part of the same package.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on consumer product safety and repealing Council Directive 87/357/EEC and Directive 2001/95/EC
1.
Rapporteur: Christel SCHALDEMOSE (S&D/DK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0355/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0383
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: New regulatory framework aiming at enhancing the safety of (non-food) consumer products.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0049(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Internal Market and Consumer Protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts or rejects the amendments adopted by the European Parliament as follows:
The Commission accepts 36 amendments fully:
1, 2, 3, 4, 7, 9, 11, 14, 20, 25, 27, 28, 30, 33, 36, 50, 51, 52, 54, 55, 58, 59, 61, 66, 69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 78, 79, 80, 83, 87. 
The Commission accepts 31 amendments partially or in principle subject to rewording:
6, 8, 13, 15, 16, 17, 21, 24, 26, 29, 31, 32, 34, 37, 38, 39, 41, 53, 56, 57, 62, 65, 70, 81, 82, 84, 85, 86, 88, 89, 92.
The Commission does not accept in their current form or rejects 22 amendments:
5, 10, 12, 22, 23, 35, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 63, 64, 67, 68, 77, 90, 91.
Clarification of Commission position on certain amendments approved by the European Parliament in Plenary
Amendments which are acceptable partially or in principle subject to rewording:
· Precautionary principle (Article 1) (amendment 38)
The Commission supports this amendment in principle, possibly aligning it with other Union legislation making reference to the precautionary principle (e.g. Art. 1(3) REACH Regulation "underpinned by the precautionary principle)".
· Child-appealing products (amendment 53)
The Commission supports, in principle, this amendment as it appears reasonable and proportionate but considers that it can be improved by further rewording.
· Indication of the country of origin (Article 7) (amendments 61, 62)
The Commission accepts both amendments subject to some redrafting of amendment 62.
· Product Safety Contact Points (new Articles 15a and 15b) (amendments 85, 86)
The Commission supports the approach of these amendments, namely that the existing Product Contact Points, established by Regulation (EC) No 764/2008 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 9 July 2008 laying down procedures relating to the application of certain national technical rules to products lawfully marketed in another Member State, should play an active role in providing information on consumer product safety. However, this should neither lead to the establishment of new or separate Contact Points, nor to a limitation of the competences of the current Product Contact Points.
· Penalties (amendments 88, 89)
The Commission believes that strengthening the rules on sanctions and penalties could contribute to the effectiveness of market surveillance. Therefore, the suggestion made by the European Parliament in amendments 88 and 89 to link the penalties to the seriousness, duration and where applicable to intentional character of the infringement could be considered for example for common guidelines on fines.
Amendments that are not acceptable in the current form or to be rejected:
· Consumer products (Article 2(1)) (amendment 40)
The Commission does not accept this amendment. It is unclear if it could properly address the safety risks from products "migrating" from professional to consumer use, in the absence of other rules. Its acceptance would also require more vigilance, if even possible, from the market surveillance authorities to prevent that economic operators, by means of labelling, exclude the application of the CPSR for professional products that "migrate" and become available to "off-label" use by consumers.
· Exclusion of medical devices and construction products (Article 2(3)) (amendments 43, 44)
The Commission maintains its text and insists on ensuring the application of Chapter I to these sectors. This principle should remain unchanged while coherence and consistency among the various categories of consumer products should also be ensured, because many other Union harmonisation Directives and Regulations that are being aligned to Decision 768/2008/EC cover consumer products that fall within the scope of the CPSR.
· Definition of safe products (Article 3(1)) (amendment 45)
The Commission considers that the reference to Union harmonisation legislation in the definition of a "safe product" is not necessary and would overlap with Article 5 (presumption of safety). Furthermore, the concept of "authenticity" refers to trade mark protection which should not be mixed up with product safety.
· Authenticity (amendment 49)
The Commission considers that the concept of "authenticity" refers to trade mark protection which should not be mixed up with product safety. This amendment should therefore not be accepted.
· Prohibition of marketing, import and manufacture or export of food-imitation products (new Article 4(a)) (amendment 48)
The Commission opposes this amendment since it is disproportionate and would constitute a conflict with Directive 2009/48/EC on the safety of toys.
· Obligations of economic operators (Articles 8 - 11) (amendments 63, 64, 67, 68, 77)
The Commission opposes these amendments which would lead to a severe additional administrative burden and be difficult to implement. Furthermore, they would fundamentally depart from the reference provisions of Decision 768/2008/EC and the Alignment Package
.
· Penalties (amendments 90, 91)
As mentioned above, the Commission believes that strengthening the rules on sanctions and penalties could contribute to the effectiveness of market surveillance. However, amendments 90 and 91 cannot be accepted because they could have an effect to encourage rogue traders to circumvent the sanctions. For example, the proposed ceiling could encourage them to establish new companies with low turnover which would only sell products presenting a risk, thus eventually "benefiting" from a 10 % ceiling.
Moreover, the requirement that administrative penalties should at least offset the economic advantage sought through the infringement is problematic. Experience especially in the area of competition law enforcement shows that it can be extremely difficult and often practically impossible to properly calculate the amount of illegal economic gains made through the infringement. Having a requirement for the fines to reflect the illicit gains would therefore render any fines calculation extremely difficult (or even impossible) and expose the fining authority to risky and lengthy court litigation. At EU level, any such requirement for the calculation of fines in competition cases (which is sometimes advocated) has for these reasons been rejected.
Also, the blacklist could be considered as a double sanction and could even restrain market surveillance authorities from imposing sanctions, considering the likely exposure to additional pressure from businesses to avoid the negative effect that the blacklist could have on them. Finally, the keeping of the blacklist would expose the Commission to litigation while economic operators could change the name of their company to escape the negative effects of the blacklist. It should be noted that the European Parliament did not propose specific rules on the management of the black-list.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to present a modified proposal at this stage.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: COREPER has not yet given a mandate to the Presidency to launch the informal trilogues due to fundamental differences in Member States' positions concerning the proposed mandatory indication of the country of origin (Article 7).
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 515/97 of 13 March 1997 on mutual assistance between the administrative authorities of the Member States and cooperation between the latter and the Commission to ensure the correct application of the law on customs and agricultural matters
1.
Rapporteur: António Fernando CORREIA DE CAMPOS (S&D/PT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0241/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0344
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Mutual assistance between Member States’ authorities and cooperation between the latter and the Commission to ensure the correct application of the law on customs and agricultural matters.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0410(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 33 and 325 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the internal market and consumer protection (IMCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission agrees with the following amendments: 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 8, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18, 19, 23, 24, 28, 35, 36, 37, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47 and 48.
The Commission partly agrees with the following amendments: 17, 20, 27, 29, 33, 38, 39, 40, 49, 50, 51 and 53.
The Commission would like to provide the following comments on the remaining amendments:
Amendments 4, 25, 26, 32 and 52: The Commission wishes to maintain the possibility of receiving export data including export CSMs as these are considered useful for the fight against customs fraud.
Amendment 14: The Commission would like to underline the importance of the Commission Communication on Customs Risk Management and Supply Chain Security COM(2012) 793. The Commission notes that the proposed directories could also support Member States in their activities of risk analysis and management.
Amendments 7, 9, 11 and 22: The Commission would like to point that there are a number of changes to the existing wording of Regulation which are not necessary.
Amendments 4 and 34: The Commission cannot agree to submit the results extracted from the directory to the EP and the Council. The results are extracted as a matter of implementation of the Regulation and the legislator should not be involved in this process.
Amendments 21 and 31: The Commission does not agree with the changes proposed in the context of delegated acts. Such provisions are not in line with Article 290 TFEU.
Amendment 30: The Commission does not agree with the need for an additional act to specify the means by which the agreement of service providers shall be obtained prior to the transfer of the relevant data.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: It is not the Commission’s intention to present a modified proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The discussions at the Council are ongoing. From the discussions so far it appears that the most problematic issues for the Member States are the scope of the proposed directories (in particular, obligation to submit export data and national transit data) and possibility to transfer data to international organisations.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on information provision and promotion measures for agricultural products on the internal market and in third countries
1.
Rapporteur: María Esther HERRANZ GARCÍA (PPE/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0217/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0362
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Revision of the current system (Council Regulation (EC) No 3/2008 and other measures within the framework of the CAP) enabling the implementation of information provision and promotion measures for EU agricultural products on the internal market and in third countries.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0398(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 42 and 43(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Agriculture and Rural Development (AGRI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: No amendment is required, in accordance with the compromise reached by the co-legislator.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council is expected to approve the proposal at a future meeting.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the amended proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 1198/2006 and Council Regulation (EC) No 861/2006 and Council Regulation No XXX/2011 on integrated maritime policy
1.
Rapporteur: Alain CADEC (EPP/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0282/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0443
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Adoption of the regulation establishing the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0380(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments reflecting the outcome of the political compromise reached at the trilogue negotiations. The Commission wishes to make a number of declarations to clarify its position on certain issues:
· The reference to Article 349 of TFEU as a legal basis:
The object and purpose of the Commission's proposal is the establishment of the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund as the main financing instrument for the implementation of the reformed Common Fisheries Policy and thus the attainment of the objectives laid down in Article 39(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union (TFEU). The Commission's proposal does not aim at introducing any derogation from obligations and/or prohibitions foreseen in the TFEU. For this reason, the Commission considers Article 43(2) TFEU as proposed to be the only correct legal basis in the given context and cannot concur with the addition of Article 349 TFEU as a second legal basis.
· Verification of ex-ante conditionalities at the level of Partnership Agreements:
In accordance with Article 15.1.b.(iii) and Article 19 as well as Part II of Annex XI of the CPR, the fulfilment of general ex-ante conditionalities at national level shall be assessed at the level of the Partnership Agreement, and for those which, pursuant to the assessment, are not fulfilled at the date of submission of the Partnership Agreement, an action plan shall be established with the actions to be taken, the responsible bodies and the timetable for their implementation. In the case of non-fulfilment of the general ex ante conditionalities, the required action plans will already be drawn up by the competent authorities in Member States as part of the establishment of the Partnership Agreements. General ex-ante conditionalities do thus not require further detailed elaboration within the context of the operational programme co-financed by the EMFF, apart from the inclusion of the parts related to the general ex-ante conditionalities established in the Partnership Agreements.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the enforcement of Directive 96/71/EC concerning the posting of workers in the framework of the provision of services
1.
Rapporteur: Danuta JAZŁOWIECKA (EPP/PL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0249/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0415
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Enforcement of Directive 96/71/EC concerning the posting of workers in the framework of the provision of services.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0061(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 53(1) and 62 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepted the compromise text.
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 Council's position: The proposal was adopted by the GAC Council on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a framework for managing financial responsibility linked to investor-state dispute settlement tribunals established by international agreements to which the European Union is party
1.
Rapporteur: Pawel ZALEWSKI (EPP/PL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0124/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0419
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Framework for managing financial responsibility linked to investor-state dispute settlement tribunals.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0163(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 207(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (INTA)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments and agrees with the joint statement.
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 Council's position: Political agreement was reached on 2nd April 2014. For signature, the text still needs to be revised in all languages and the European Parliament will need to approve the corrigendum. With this in mind, the corrigendum could be approved during the week of 14 July by the Parliament and approval by the Council could take place on 23rd July 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the fight against fraud to the Union's financial interests by means of criminal law
1.
Rapporteurs: Ingeborg GRÄSSLE (EPP/DE), Juan Fernando LÓPEZ AGUILAR (S&D/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0251/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0427
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Fighting fraud against the Union’s financial interests by criminal law
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0193(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 325(4) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgetary Control (CONT); Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can in general accept most of the amendments. However, the Commission cannot accept the amendment changing the legal basis to Article 83(2) TFEU, the amendment deleting minimum sanctions and the amendment restricting the definition of "public official". For the time being, the Commission will maintain its position and continue to defend its proposal in the upcoming negotiations.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to the upcoming trilogue negotiations, there is no need for a formal modified proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted a general approach on 6 June 2013. Trilogue negotiations are expected to start by September 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the statute and funding of European political parties and European political foundations
1.
Rapporteur: Marietta GIANNAKOU (EPP/EL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0140/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0421
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: The proposal introduces a new statute for European political parties and European political foundations with a view to increase their visibility, reinforce their capacity to act and enhance their accountability. An independent Authority will be established for the purpose of registration, control and sanctions of European political parties and foundations, which will be granted EU legal personality. The proposal will repeal Regulation (EC) No 2004/2003.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0237(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 224 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Constitutional Affairs (AFCO)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text fully in line with the political agreement reached on 25 February 2014 and subsequently endorsed by COREPER on 5 March 2014. The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Jurist-linguists from Council and Parliament are currently revising the proposal, whose formal adoption by the Council should take place in September or October 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Directive 2001/110/EC relating to honey
1.
Rapporteur: Julie GIRLING (ECR/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0440/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0442
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Status of pollen in honey – comitology alignment
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0260(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43 of the Treaty of the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all amendments adopted by the European 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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU, EURATOM) No 966/2012 as regards the financing of European political parties
1.
Rapporteur: Ingeborg GRÄSSLE (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0200/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0422
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amendment of the Financial Regulation in order to take account of the changes proposed in the Commission proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the statute and funding of European political parties and European political foundations.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0336(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 322 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union and 106a of the Treaty establishing the European Atomic Energy Community
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text in line with the political agreement reached on 20 March 2014. The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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 Council's position: The adoption of the proposal by the Council is scheduled for July or September 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 1225/2009 on the protection against dumped imports from countries not members of the European Community and Council Regulation (EC) No 597/2009 on protection against subsidized imports from countries not members of the European Community
1.
Rapporteur: Christofer FJELLNER (EPP/SE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0053/2014 /P7_TA-PROV(2014)0420
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Trade Defence Instruments, making certain changes to modernise the current anti-dumping and anti-subsidy Basic Regulations.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0103(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 207 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (INTA)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept a number of amendments (11, 18, 19, 27, 55, 61, and considers other amendments acceptable in principle (10, 12, 13, 14, 17, 25, 26, 77, 36, 75, 44, 47, 48, 53, 54, 61, 76, 68, 69). Parts of the following amendments are acceptable, other parts are rejected (1, 8, 20, 23, 30, 31, 32, 40, 51, 52, 58, 59, 65).
There are however a number of amendments that cannot be accepted (see further below) (2, 95, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 16, 9, 93, 15, 70, 86, 87, 90, 21, 22, 24, 28, 29, 33, 35, 79, 39, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 91, 92, 94, 49, 50, 56, 57, 60, 78, 64, 66, 67.
a) Amendments regarding transparency
Amendments on transparency provide that interested parties should have web-based access to the non-confidential file used in anti-dumping and anti-subsidy investigations, that improved non-confidential summaries of offers of price undertakings should be made by interested exporting producers as well as that the European industry should be consulted if the Commission intends to accept such undertaking offer. Moreover, they provide for recognition of the role of the Hearing Officer in the Basic Regulations. These amendments aim at further improving transparency and should therefore be accepted, but fine-tuning of the legal drafting will be necessary as well as additional enabling provisions for the adoption of procedural rules. For instance, providing non-confidential information of undertaking offers to Parliament and Council would raise problems regarding the institutional balance. It should be clarified that this is not possible. The amendments concerned are 10, 12, 20, 25, 26, 32, 53, 54.
However, Parliament deleted the proposed “shipping clause”. This proposal is very important regarding transparency since it would provide importers and users with information regarding the imposition of provisional measures two weeks in advance. It is also a very important element in terms of balance of the proposal and should therefore be maintained. Several other amendments that are linked to the shipping clause, in particular the possibility to check calculations before the imposition of provisional measures and the advance notice, should also be maintained and the deletion of these proposals by the Parliament should thus be rejected. The amendments concerned are 29, 41, 57, 66, 95. Amendment 59 should be partially rejected.
b) Effectiveness and enforcement
Parliament proposes to considerably enlarge the situations where the lesser duty rule ("LDR") should not be applied in anti-dumping cases, i.e. in case of non-respect of key International Labour Organisation and environmental conventions, in case of State interference in exchange rates, labour, investment research etc, as well as in cases where EU industry consists of Small and Medium Enterprises (SMEs). These Parliament amendments are not expected to find support in the Council. Moreover, they would redefine the balance between EU producing and importing interests and would go beyond addressing relevant market distortions, and should therefore be rejected. The amendments concerned are 7, 16, 30, 33, 43, 45.
However, Parliament also proposes to clarify the Commission proposal of not applying the LDR in cases of structural raw material distortions by also including in the Basic Anti‑Dumping Regulation definitions of relevant raw materials (including energy), structural distortions and their significance. The draft definitions proposed by Parliament could be, in principle, acceptable to the Commission and are a good basis for discussion in trilogues. The amendments concerned are 18, 19, 30, 33 in part. Amendment 47 which deals with the non-application of the lesser duty rule in subsidy investigations is also acceptable in principle.
Parliament has proposed to extend the application of anti-dumping and anti-subsidy measures on products that are used for offshore platforms in the Exclusive Economic Zone. Such application is legally feasible and also used by other jurisdictions. A separate legal regime would have to be designed to establish the substantive and procedural conditions for the creation of the obligation to pay. Subject to fine-tuning of the legal drafting, these amendments are in principle acceptable. The amendments concerned are 17, 36, 48, 61.
Parliament suggests that the Commission provides interested parties with specific import data upon request. This can be useful in detecting circumvention of measures. Amendments 75 and 76 are thus accepted in principle.
c) Optimising review practice
Regarding expiry reviews, Parliament suggests that continuing interferences in the exporting country may be an indication for the likelihood of continuation of injurious dumping/ subsidisation. This is a valid point and the suggested amendment 77 is thus acceptable in principle.
Parliament opposes the Commission proposal on the reimbursement of duties in expiry reviews where the measures are not prolonged. Besides being fair, the Commission proposal is an important element for balance. The Commission should therefore insist on maintaining this element and reject the Parliament’s amendments in this regard. The amendments concerned are 5, 35, 60.
d) Fight against retaliation
By no longer referring to the fight against retaliation in the recitals, Parliament has changed the purpose of the Commission proposal. It changes the obligation to cooperate into a request to cooperate in ex officio investigations, but excludes small and micro enterprises from the scope of this request. However, in order for the Commission to initiate and carry out an ex-officio investigation, it needs the cooperation of the producers. Furthermore, the obligation to cooperate should shield the producers concerned from threats of retaliation, since they would not have any choice but to cooperate with the Commission. Therefore, the legal obligation to cooperate needs to be maintained and the Parliament’s amendments in this regard rejected. The amendments concerned are 3 (in part), 4, 24, 50.
e) Shortened deadlines for imposition of provisional measures and the overall duration of investigations
Parliament proposes a radical shortening of the timeframe of investigations with imposition of provisional measures within six months (instead of currently nine months) and shortening the overall duration of investigations from 15 months to 12 months.
Given the need to respect the rights of the many parties involved in an investigation and to uphold high quality standards in investigations, it is not feasible to impose provisional measures within six months even with increased resources. Therefore these amendments should be rejected. The amendments concerned are 9, 28, 56. Amendments 23, 51 should be partially rejected.
However, the Commission undertook, as part of the non-legislative items of the modernisation exercise, to seek to reduce in general the time needed for deciding provisional measures by two months. The Commission remains committed to this task.
f) Improved SME support
Parliament suggests to considerably strengthen the support of SMEs in the area of trade defence. A Commission help desk should inter alia facilitate access to trade defence for SMEs, raise the awareness of the instruments and provide information on drafting a complaint, provide standardized forms, inform of initiation of cases and relevant deadlines and assist in completing questionnaires. SMEs should also be appropriately reflected in the selection of a sample. This would give legal status to the already existing SME help desk and increase its tasks considerably. Given the important role of SMEs in the EU’s economy, and the complexity of the trade defence instruments, the Commission will do its utmost to assist SMEs. The following amendments are acceptable in principle: 14, 20.
However, assisting SMEs in achieving the 25 % threshold for the admissibility of complaints, besides being not feasible in practice, would also pose legal problems. Furthermore, given the considerable resource implications of some of these amendments, the Commission cannot commit to tasks that go significantly beyond current activities. Therefore the following amendments should be rejected 21, 22, 49, 94; and amendments 8, 40, 52, 65 should be partially rejected.
g) Guidelines
Parliament suggests establishing a procedure for the Commission to follow when it intends to issue guidelines concerning its views on certain aspects of the application of the anti-dumping and the anti-subsidy instruments. This procedure provides for the consultation of Parliament and Council.
While the Commission could offer a political commitment to involve Parliament and the Member States in the preparation of the guidelines, the Commission opposes a procedure for the adoption or the timing of guidelines. It is already in its prerogatives to adopt measures that are not legally binding, even without an empowerment in a basic act. Therefore the following amendments should be rejected: 6, 39, 64.
h) Miscellaneous
Parliament proposes that the Commission submits an Annual Report and provides information about investigations to Parliament and the Council, and that questionnaires are – upon request – provided to parties concerned in any official language of the Union. These amendments do not pose a particular problem and are thus acceptable. The amendments concerned are 11, 27, 55. Amendments 13, 44, 68 are acceptable in principle.
Parliament suggests to also take into account the level of social and environmental standards when choosing an analogue country (when the investigation concerns imports from a "non‑market economy"). It also proposes that trade unions may submit complaints jointly with the Union industry. The former proposal introduces criteria which are not relevant for identifying a market economy country in which the prices for a like product are determined in circumstances similar to those in the country of export. It is difficult for trade unions to act as a complainant, since they do not have the information required by the basic Regulation and the decision whether to cooperate in an investigation is taken at a company level. Therefore, these amendments should be rejected: 70, 86, 87, 90, 91, 92.
Parliament suggests changes to the current provisions regarding registration of imports. However, it seems that the current provisions in the Basic Regulations are more appropriate and some of the Parliament’s proposals can be problematic in legal terms. Therefore it is suggested to reject the following amendments: 78, 79.
Parliament also makes amendments to several proposals of the Commission that aim at bringing the Basic Regulation in line with current practice and court or WTO rulings. With regard to these amendments the Commission would like to maintain its position since the modernisation exercise is the best avenue to follow up expeditiously on the clear rulings. Furthermore, a few amendments seem inconsistent with regard to substance or legal provisions. Therefore, the following amendments should be rejected: 15, 42, 46, 67, 93; amendments 1, 31 and 58 partially rejected. However, amendment 69 is acceptable in principle.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council framework, the Commission has already drawn the Council’s attention to the Commission’s position on Parliament’s first reading amendments orally.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Work on the Council position is ongoing in the Council and is expected to be completed under the Italian Presidency.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing rules for the surveillance of the external sea borders in the context of operational cooperation coordinated by the European Agency for the Management of Operational Cooperation at the External Borders of the Member States of the European Union
1.
Rapporteur: Carlos COELHO (EPP/PT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0461/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0418
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Surveillance of external sea borders
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0106(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 77(2) (d) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments adopted by the European 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, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
 European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EC) No 302/2009 concerning a multiannual recovery plan for Bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and Mediterranean
1.
Rapporteur: Raul ROMEVA i RUEDA (Greens/EFA/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0102/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0440
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amending the ICCAT multiannual Bluefin tuna Recovery plan
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0133(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 43(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Fisheries (PECH)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
The changes incorporated to the Commission proposal are the following:
1) Article 7: "Fishing seasons"
1.1)
Explicit exclusion of the use of driftnets in the BFT fishery in the Article on BFT fishing seasons of the different gears active in the fishery:
The Commission can accept the amendment. The use/ prohibition of driftnets is already regulated by EU Council Regulation (EC) No 894/97 of 29 April 1997 laying down certain technical measures for the conservation of fishery resources.
1.2)
Flexible start of fishing season for baitboats and trolling boats in the eastern Atlantic:
The inclusion of those provisions which had been adopted by ICCAT in the meantime in 2013 (Recommendation 13-08) is fully in line with the original Commission proposal which aimed to transpose the updated BFT fishing seasons (purse seiners, baitboats and trolling boats) adopted by ICCAT in 2012 by ICCAT Recommendation 12-03.
2) Inclusion of a new Article 24a: "Use of stereoscopic cameras during caging operations"
The Commission agreed on the substance to include measures for the use of stereoscopic cameras adopted by ICCAT in 2013 (Recommendation 13-08). The Commission would have however preferred to implement those measures under Article 24(10) of 302/2009 which empowers the Commission "to adopt implementing acts laying down detailed rules pertaining to the caging operations".
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: Amendment of the proposal is not foreseen.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council formally adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the return of cultural objects unlawfully removed from the territory of a Member State (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Marie-Christine VERGIAT (GUE/NGL/FR)
2.
EP reference number: A7 0058/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0416
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Cultural goods
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0162(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294 and Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Culture and Education (CULT)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments.
9.
Outlook for the amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE 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 euro and other currencies against counterfeiting by criminal law, and replacing Council Framework Decision 2000/383/JHA
1.
Rapporteur: Anthea McINTYRE (ECR/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0018/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0441
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Protection of the euro and other currencies against counterfeiting by criminal law.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0023(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 83(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments, as agreed in the first reading compromise text.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for formal modified proposals as there is already agreement between the European Parliament and the Council, endorsed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Political agreement has been reached on 19 February 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on enhanced co-operation between Public Employment Services (PES)
1.
Rapporteur: Frédéric DAERDEN (S&D/BE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0072/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0435
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Enhanced co-operation between Public Employment Services (PES)
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0202(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 149 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Employment and Social Affairs (EMPL)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepted the compromise text.
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 Council's position: The proposal has been adopted by the Foreign Affairs Council on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on fees payable to the European Medicines Agency for the conduct of pharmacovigilance activities in respect of medicinal products for human use
1.
Rapporteur: Linda McAVAN (S&D/UK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0476/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0438
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishment of fees payable to the European Medicines Agency for pharmacovigilance of medicinal products for human use.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0222(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 114 and 168(4) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text which was the result of negotiations between the Parliament, the Council and the Commission. The Commission accepts all amendments adopted by the European Parliament. The Commission will issue a statement in respect of the fee for referrals.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 8 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the monitoring, reporting and verification of carbon dioxide emissions from maritime transport and amending Regulation (EU) No 525/2013 
1.
Rapporteur: Theodoros SKYLAKAKIS (ALDE/EL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0080/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0424
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: EU-wide legal framework for collecting and publishing verified annual data on CO2 emissions and energy efficiency from all large ships (over 5000 gross tons) that use EU ports, irrespective of where the ships are registered.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0224(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission welcomes the Parliament's Resolution.
It has rejected a small number of amendments which were contained in the report by the ENVI Committee and aiming at extending the proposal to NOx emissions and at lowering the threshold of ships to 400 gross tones.
The Commission can accept, accept in principle or in part a large number of the amendments contained in the Resolution: 52 are acceptable in full, 4 in principle or in part. 28 amendments are unacceptable.
These 28 amendments are unacceptable either because they raise concerns regarding their practical implementability and added value, or because they delete important information on the reasoning behind the scope of the EU MRV or alternatively restrict the monitoring reporting and verification system's added value by deleting important parameters on cargo carried (and related parameter on transport work) and distance sailed, which allow for calculations on the ships' average energy efficiency. Also, one of the amendments infringes the Commission's right of initiative by imposing the obligation to submit a legislative proposal.
Overview of the Commission position on amendments:
Amendments accepted in full: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 14, new 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 31, 32, 33, 34, new 35, 36, 40, 41, 42, 44, 45, 46, 38, 50, 56, 58, 60, 61, 63, 64, 65, 66, 68, 70, 71,75, 77, 78, 79, 80, 82, 84 and 87.
Amendments accepted in principle or in part: 11, 13, 15 and 29.
Amendments rejected: 17, 26, 28, 30, 39, 43, 47, 48, 49, 51, 53, 54, 55, 57, 59, 62, 67, 69, 73, 74, 76, 83, 85, 86, 90, 91, 92 and 93.
Amendments accepted in principle or in part:
Amendment 11 adding a reference to global solutions as the preferred ones is acceptable. However, deleting current references to the expected benefits of the EU-wide monitoring reporting and verification system in terms of estimated emissions reductions and of removal of existing barriers on lack of information negatively impact the correct understanding of the proposal's reasoning and cannot be accepted.
Amendment 13 adding a new recital 8a) on the Commission informing third countries on the proposal so as to ensure a maximum international acceptance is acceptable but should be reworded because this type of exchange of information has already taken place as part of the usual bilateral technical exchanges.
In amendment 15, deleting the current reference to information collected under the monitoring reporting and verification proposal as "allowing the determination of ships' efficiency" is not acceptable, as it is an essential feature of the proposal. The rest of the amendment is acceptable.
In amendment 29, deleting "transport work and assessing ship's energetic performance" from the relevant information to be monitored is not acceptable as they are critical elements under the monitoring reporting and verification proposal. On the other hand, deleting the word "climate" is acceptable as it is a mere drafting suggestion; also adding "distance sailed" to the elements defined as "relevant information" is consistent with the intent of the proposal.
Amendments rejected:
Amendment 17 which deletes the current recital 13 referring to carbon dioxide as the most relevant greenhouse gas emission for shipping is not acceptable. This is factual and scientifically confirmed information, its deletion hinders the proper understanding of the scope of the proposal.
Amendment 26 including "fish catching or processing ships" under the monitoring reporting and verification scheme is not acceptable, as this category of ships is already highly regulated and presents some difficulties in terms of enforcement instruments, also combined with the threshold of 5000 GT this category represents a negligible part in terms of emissions.
Amendments 28, 83 and 90 adding "agencies in charge of modelling system for monitoring of ship emissions" to the ones who can be "accredited verifiers" and also including "modelling with ship movement information (AIS) and shis specific data" as a possible monitoring methodology under the monitoring reporting and verification scheme are not acceptable. Agencies in charge of modelling if acting as verifiers will face conflict of interest as they might be assesing the accuracy of their own data, also "modelled data" can not be the only source of data under the MRV, real (whether estimated or measured) data shall at least be one of the sources for the MRV in order to bring awareness to the sector on cost savings.
Amendments 30, 43, 53, 54, 55 and 73 deleting "cargo carried" from the data to be monitored and later reported in an aggregate manner are not acceptable. Cargo carried is traditionally a relevant parameter when dealing with energy efficiency for any transport mode. It later allows for calculations of the ship's energy efficiency, according to the formulas included in Annex II. Collecting information on "cargo carried" is also not a too overburdening request; as these data already exist, making calculations based on these data available shall not be considered as releasing commercially sensitive information to the extent it will be handled only on an aggregated basis.
Amendments 59, 91, 92 and 93 deleting calculation of "transport work" based on the collected information on cargo carried (see also above) is not acceptable. This information is relevant to calculate energy efficiency for shipping as a transport mode according to the formulas included under Annex II.
Amendment 39 imposing an obligation to submit a monitoring plan to ships beyond 400 gros tonnes (instead of the proposed 5000 GT) is not acceptable and it is not coherent with the rest of the proposal. The Commission has thoroughly assessed the different tonnage threholds retained in international convention in the light of the monitoring, reporting and verification scheme, and remains convinced of the added value of the 5000 GT threshold, particularly in view of the expected increase in administrative burden. Lowering the threshold will also have an important economic impact on some parts of the sector.

Amendment 47 empowering the Commission to adopt through delegated acts (instead of implementing acts) templates and associated rules for submission of monitoring plans is not acceptable. Setting standard templates and associated rules for submission of monitoring plans aims at ensuring uniform application of the regulation and it is therefore typically a matter for implementing acts.
Amendment 48 limiting the possibility to amend the monitoring plan to a number of elements is not acceptable. Inclusion of relevant additional changes in the monitoring plan should remain a possibility.
Amendment 49 introducing the obligation to amend the monitoring plan in case of change of ship-owner or document holder is not acceptable, as these circumstances might be no relevant in relation to MRV obligations.
Amendments 51 and 59 deleting the obligation to report, in a differentiated way, fuel used inside and outside ECAs is not acceptable as this allows the verifiers for additional elements on the correctness of the calculations on CO2 emissions made by the company. It also facilitates information on compliance with the Sulphur Directive.
Amendment 57 aiming at considering "a series of EU ports" as a unique voyage in terms of monitoring and reporting is not acceptable. Although the reasoning behind the amendment is interesting (lessening ships' administrative burden), it is unclear how the notion of "series of EU ports" will work in practice, and to which Member State these EU shipping emissions should be attributed.
Amendment 62 deleting "fax" from the information to be provided as contacts is not acceptable. Fax is a useful communication tool still used in the sector and should remain in the list of likely elements to help to contact the ship.
Amendment 67 providing for the European Maritime Safety Agency (EMSA) inspecting the implementation by Member States of Article 19 of the MRV proposal is not acceptable. This information will already be incorporated and available in a "Thetis-like" data base further to the performance of PSC-like inspections by Member States under Article 19(2) and (3).
Amendment 69 including a reference to Directive 2003/4/EC on access to environmental information is not an acceptable reference under Article 21. The Directive does not apply to access of information held by the European institutions and by the Commission.
Amendment 74 deleting the reference to "annual time spent at sea" is not acceptable, as this information is relevant to calculate the ship's energy efficiency.
Amendment 76 imposing an obligation on the Commission to present a legislative proposal is not acceptable as it contravenes the Commission's right of initiative.
Amendments 85 and 86 which foresee that "in case bunker delivery notes are not available and especially where cargo is used as a fuel, only the stock takes of fuel tanks shall be used as a monitoring method" is not acceptable. In that case, a different monitoring method among those described under Annex I shall be used instead.
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 the adoption of Council's position: A progress report is foreseen in June. The Council is expected to adopt its common position in autumn 2014. If negotiations between Parliament's newly designated rapporteur and the Council prove fruitful, an agreement at the stage of the Council's position ("early second reading agreement") may be reached.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Regulation (EC) No 2012/2002 establishing the European Union Solidarity Fund
1.
Rapporteur: Rosa ESTARÀS FERRAGUT (EPP/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0078/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0436
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: European Solidarity Fund
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0248(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2) and the third paragraph of Article 175 and Article 212(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Regional Development (REGI)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and the Council on the prevention and management of the introduction and spread of invasive alien species
1.
Rapporteur: Pavel POC (S&D/CZ)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0088/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0425
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Invasive Alien Species
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0307(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2) and Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council is expected to adopt the compromise text, as political agreement was reached in trilogue and the final compromise text approved in COREPER on 19 March 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU, EURATOM) No 966/2012 on the financial rules applicable to the general budget of the Union and repealing Council Regulation (EC, EURATOM) No 1605/2002
1.

Rapporteur: Ingeborg GRÄSSLE (EPP/DE)
2.

EP reference number: A7-0108/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0423
3.

Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Alignment of the Financial Regulation with the MFF 2014-2020
5.

Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0313(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 322 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)
8.
Commission's position: The Parliament voted in first reading a compromise text in line with the political agreement reached on 20 March 2014. The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First Reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 94/62/EC on packaging and packaging waste to reduce the consumption of lightweight plastic carrier bags
1. Rapporteur: Margrete AUKEN ( Greens/EFA/DK)
2. EP reference number: A7-0174/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0417
3. Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4. Subject: Common Environment Policy – waste
5. Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0371(COD)
6. Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7. Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8. Commission's position:
The Commission can accept the Parliament's amendment introducing an obligation for Member States to ensure that measures to reduce consumption of lightweight plastic carrier bags do not lead to overall increase in the generation of packaging (amendments 20 and 38).
The Commission can accept the Parliament's amendment allowing consumers to refuse and leave at the point of sale any packaging they consider superfluous, in particular as regards carrier bags and obliging retailers to ensure that such packaging is either re-used or recycled (amendment 35).
The Commission can accept in principle the introduction of an obligation for the Commission and Member States to, at least during the first year, promote public information and awareness raising campaigns (amendments 7, 14 and 36); however, these campaigns should focus on the environmental impacts of the use of all plastic bags rather than be limited to conventional plastic only, as the amendment suggests.
The Commission considers acceptable in principle the Parliament's amendments introducing an obligation for Member States to ensure that plastic carrier bags are not given to consumers for free (amendments 6, 9 and 32). The Commission reserves its position on the exact way of referring to this instrument in the Directive. In this respect, the Commission reserves its position on the introduction of preferential pricing provisions for biodegradable and compostable plastic bags in that these may benefit from 50 % discount of the mandatory charges for biodegradable and compostable bags (amendments 13, 27 and 32).
The Commission reserves its position on the amendments relating to the type of plastic and the substances used in the plastic material. This regards notably:
· the introduction of a definition of "oxo-fragmentable plastic materials" and an obligation for Member States to ensure that packaging is manufactured without oxo-fragmentable plastic materials (amendments 17, 26 and 30);
· the introduction of definitions of "substances that are carcinogenic, mutagenic or toxic to reproduction" and of "endocrine disruptors" and an obligation for Member States to ensure that packaging does not contain more than 0.01 % of such substances (amendments 18, 19, 28, 29 and 30);
· the amendment/ development of European standards for garden composting and biodegradability (amendments 15 and 16 – recitals, no provisions);
· the development by the Commission through delegated acts of indications of biodegradability and compostability to be put on plastic carrier bags (mark, feature or colour code) to ensure EU-wide recognition (amendments 21, 39 and 40).
The Commission prefers to address these issues in a broader context, including as follow-up to the Commission Green Paper on plastic waste. In this context, account will inter alia be taken of the fact that the composition of plastic packaging in contact with food is already regulated via Regulation (EU) No 10/2011 with a view to safeguarding the health of consumers of packaged food. In addition, as there is not yet an agreed set of identification criteria for endocrine disrupting substances, a Parliament amendment should not pre-empt a future Commission proposal in this regard.
The Commission reserves its position on the amendments that introduce an EU-wide target of 80 %, with an intermediate step of a 50 % reduction (amendments 5, 31, 34 and 46). As set out in the Explanatory Memorandum to the proposal, the Commission considered that because "it would be difficult to design and implement an EU-wide reduction target applying to all Member States (…) it is (…) preferable to introduce (…) the obligation for all Member States to reduce the consumption of lightweight plastic carrier bags, while allowing them to set their own national reduction targets and to choose the measures to reach those targets. At a later stage the establishment of an EU-wide reduction target could however be considered."
The Commission reserves its position on the amendments introducing modifications to the scope of the proposal by changing the definition of "lightweight plastic carrier bags" by:
· introducing a definition of "plastic carrier bags" and excluding from this definition plastic carrier bags that are "necessary for food hygiene to wrap humid, loose foods such as raw meat, fish and diary and plastic bags to hold unpacked prepared foodstuffs" (amendments 7, 48, 51 and 53);
· introducing a definition of "very lightweight plastic carrier bags" excluding these from the definition of "lightweight plastic carrier bags" and obliging Member States to ensure that such bags used to "wrap dry loose, unpackaged foods such as fruits, vegetables and confectionary" are replaced progressively by carrier bags made of recycled paper or by very lightweight plastic carrier bags that are biodegradable and compostable (amendments 12, 24, 25 and 33).
The Commission's proposal covers all plastic carrier bags with a thickness below 50 microns, regardless of the type of plastic and the use of the bags. There is room to reduce the consumption of plastic carrier bags for humid loose food as well as for dry loose food, while respecting food safety and hygiene requirements. The proposed amendments do not address the problem of littering.
9. Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the framework of Council work and negotiations, the Commission intends to draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally.
10. Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: The Council will soon establish a position.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EU) No 525/2013 as regards the technical implementation of the Kyoto Protocol to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change
1.
Rapporteur: Vladimir URUTCHEV (EPP/BG)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0171/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0426
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amendment to the Monitoring Mechanism Regulation, establishing a legal basis for new registry regulation needed for the technical implementation of the Kyoto Protocol in accordance with internationally agreed rules after 2012.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0377(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments. The Commission accepts the trilogue compromise agreed by the Council and the Parliament. The Commission welcomes the swift adoption of this amendment, including the cooperative and constructive approach both institutions have been taking in this matter.
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 Council's position: On 19 March 2014, Coreper has endorsed the compromise achieved in the trilogue meeting of 17 March 2014. The Council adopted the proposal on 13 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council providing Macro-Financial Assistance to the Republic of Tunisia
1.
Rapporteur: Vital MOREIRA (S&D/PT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0110/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0439
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Macro-financial assistance to Tunisia
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0416(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 212 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on International Trade (INTA)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all the amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Decision of the European Parliament and of the Council on the participation of the European Union in the capital increase of the European Investment Fund
1.
Rapporteur: Eider GARDIAZÁBAL RUBIAL (S&DES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0156/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0437
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Increase in the capital of the European Investment Fund (EIF) by 50 %, of which 30 %, or approximately EUR 178 million, is covered by the EU.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2014/0034(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 173(3) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts the amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council establishing a framework for maritime spatial planning and integrated coastal maritime spatial planning and integrated coastal management
1.
Rapporteur: Gesine MEISSNER (ALDE/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0379/2013 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0449
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishing a framework for maritime spatial planning
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0074(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2) and Article 294(3), Article 43(2), Article 100(2), Article 192(1) and Article 194(2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council is expected to adopt the proposal during the General Affairs Council meeting scheduled for 29 July 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on certain rules governing actions for damages under national law for infringements of the competition law provisions of the Member States and of the European Union
1.
Rapporteur: Andreas SCHWAB (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0089/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0451
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 April 2014
4.
Subject: Antitrust damages actions
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0185(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 103 and 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all amendments.
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 Council's position: Political agreement was reached on 18 March 2014. The Permanent Representatives' Committee agreed to the compromise package on 26 March 2014. The Council is expected to approve the European Parliament's position and adopt the act in autumn 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 1013/2006 on shipments of waste
1.
Rapporteur: Bart STAES (Greens/EFA/BE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0069/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0452
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amending the Waste Shipment Regulation to reinforce the inspection provisions of existing legislation.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0239(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty of the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position: Accepts all amendments.
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 Council's position: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014 as political agreement was reached in trilogue and the final compromise text approved in COREPER of 12 March 2014.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Council Framework Decision 2004/757/JHA of 25 October 2004 laying down minimum provisions on the constituent elements of criminal acts and penalties in the field of illicit drug trafficking, as regards the definition of drug
1.
Rapporteur: Teresa JIMÉNEZ-BECERRIL BARRIO (EPP/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0173/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0454
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 April 2014
4.
Subject: Criminal sanctions for trafficking in new psychoactive substances
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0304(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 83(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can, in principle, accept all amendments of the Parliament’s Resolution, except those empowering the Commission to amend, through delegated acts, the annex to the Directive to update the list of new psychoactive substances subjected to the EU criminal law provisions applicable to illicit drugs.
The Commission cannot accept amendments 4, 5, 14, 15, 16 empowering the Commission to adopt delegated acts to update the list of new psychoactive substances subject to criminal law provisions, because the decisions regarding the level of risk of, and the corresponding restriction measure on, new psychoactive substances are taken under the accompanying Regulation on new psychoactive substances (COM(2014) 619).
Although the Commission welcomes the Parliament’s intention to clarify the rules applicable to severe-risk new psychoactive substances, the proposed delegated acts amending the annex to the Directive would only repeat the decisions already taken under the Regulation. They would, therefore, make the procedure for withdrawing harmful new psychoactive substances from the market longer and more burdensome, by introducing an additional step, while having limited added value.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to amend the proposal at the current stage, pending the adoption of a position by the Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council’s position: Discussions at the Council have not started yet; considering the strong link between this proposal for a Directive and the proposal for a Regulation on new psychoactive substances, negotiations on the Directive are expected to start only when sufficient progress will be made on the negotiations on the Regulation. Discussions on the proposed Directive in the Council are, therefore, expected to start in the following months.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on new psychoactive substances
1.
Rapporteur: Jacek PROTASIEWICZ (EPP/PL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0172/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0453
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 17 April 2014
4.
Subject: Restriction measures on new psychoactive substances
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0305(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 114 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Civil Liberties, Justice and Home Affairs (LIBE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can in principle accept all amendments of the Parliament’s Resolution, except those empowering the Commission to amend or supplement, through delegated acts, the definition of low, moderate and severe risks new psychoactive substances.
The Commission can accept the amendments aimed at enhancing the provisions regarding the protection of public health, the prevention of diversion of harmful new psychoactive substances from licit uses to the illicit market and the exchange of information on new psychoactive substances at EU level. However, references to additional EU support for research, prevention and awareness-raising on new psychoactive substances should not introduce legal obligations to provide additional funding to EU agencies, because the proposed Regulation does not create new tasks for them but merely develops existing tasks.
The Commission can accept amendment 34, which further clarifies that Member States are allowed to adopt national restrictions on new psychoactive substances on which no EU‑wide restriction measures are introduced as they pose low risks at EU level. This amendment provides a clarification that reflects the Commission’s intentions.
The Commission can also accept amendment 44, introducing specific provisions enabling Member States to apply stricter national measures to new psychoactive substances that pose moderate risks at EU level and are, therefore, subjected to consumer market restriction. However, while this amendment is in line with the Commission’s aim to enable Member States to introduce stricter national measures in justified cases, it should reflect more accurately the provisions of Article 114 TFEU, paragraphs 4 to 6, in particular the conditions for adopting more stringent national rules.
The Commission cannot accept amendments 29, 46 and 49, which empower the Commission to adopt delegated acts to amend or supplement the thresholds for distinguishing between low, moderate and severe risks new psychoactive substances. While the Commission welcomes the Parliament’s intention to enhance the flexibility of the mechanism, it considers that these thresholds are essential elements of the act that must, therefore, be defined by the legislator and cannot be amended or supplemented through delegated acts.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission does not intend to amend the proposal at the current stage, pending the adoption of the Council’s position.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Discussions are on-going at the Council since October 2013; a common position is expected to be adopted during the Italian Presidency.
ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE – First Reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the protection of species of wild fauna and flora by regulating trade therein (Recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Matthias GROOTE (S&D/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0087/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0397
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Recast and alignment of Council Regulation on wildlife trade
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2012/0196(COD)
6.
Legal basis: Article 192(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on the Environment, Public Health and Food Safety (ENVI)
8.
Commission's position:
The Commission welcomes the fact that the Parliament's opinion largely endorses the approach contained in its proposal.
The Parliament's proposed amendments relate to a reordering of Articles of Council Regulation 338/97 and to a change in the type of comitology procedure to be applied in relation to Article 4(6) of this Regulation. The Commission does not support those changes.
In the first place, the Parliament proposes that the Commission be empowered to adopt delegated acts (instead of implementing acts) for the establishment of restrictions on the import into the EU of certain species from third countries (amendments 3, 4, 11, 12 and 13, relating to Article 4(6)). In its proposal, the Commission proposed that acts adopted via the regulatory procedure pursuant to the current version of Regulation 338/97 should be turned into implementing acts in the recast version. The amendments proposed by the Parliament depart from this approach and can therefore not be supported.
Secondly, the Parliament proposes to restructure and broaden the scope of Article 10 on the handling of certificates by including also a number of other documents pertaining to export and import (amendments 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10). The conditions governing the import and export of specimens covered by Council Regulation 338/97 are already clearly defined in its Articles 4 and 5. No difficulty or problems have been reported on the implementation of those articles, which would justify the introduction of the changes proposed by the Parliament. Since the purpose of a recast exercise is to update the provisions of a Regulation but not to change its provisions unless this is absolutely needed, the Commission is not in a position to support these amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting progress in the framework of Council work and negotiations, the Commission intends to draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: Discussions for a second reading agreement are to resume after elections of the Parliament.
SPECIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE- CONSULTATION
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Directive amending Directive 2011/96/EU on the common system of taxation applicable in the case of parent companies and subsidiaries of different Member States
1.
Rapporteur: Mojca KLEVA KEKUŠ (S&D/SI)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0243/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0275
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Parent Subsidiary Taxation Directive
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0400(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 115 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission’s position:
The Commission can accept in principle amendments 7, 8 and 4. It will defend their spirit in negotiations with Council. Given the possible split of the proposal by Council (see below – "Outlook for the adoption of the proposal"), this may have to be considered in the framework of the second round of negotiations.
The Commission can partially accept in principle amendment 11: the Commission will monitor the operation of the directive and if Member States wish to include a requirement to report on monitoring to Council, the Commission would support this amendment. However, it cannot commit the next Commission to present a legislative proposal.
The Commission rejects the other amendments for the following reasons:
Amendment 6 aiming at allowing Member States to strengthen anti-abuse rules via domestic or agreement based provisions which would permit taxation of activities at the place of production or consumption: The Commission welcomes improving the anti-abuse clause but believes that the proposed amendment will create interpretation and coordination issues among Member States.
Amendment 9 making it more difficult for companies to benefit from the Directive (while the current Directive allows Member States to replace the criterion of a minimum holding in the capital (10 %) by a minimum holding in the voting rights, the Parliament gives Member States the option to add to the criterion on the holding in capital (10 %) the criterion on holding of voting rights): If Member States implement this option in national laws, it will put a hurdle for the access to the benefits of the Directive, without being addressed to specific abusive situations.
Amendment 12 calling on the Commission to publish a consolidated version of the Directive three months after its publication: The Commission's wording reflects the legal format currently in use. ECON's proposed amendment will amount to a recast of the directive. A recast of the directive has been done in 2011.
Amendment 1 (recital referring to the estimated EUR 1 trillion of potential revenue loss due to tax fraud): The figure of potential tax revenue lost is not specifically related to the loopholes targeted by the proposed amendment to the Directive. It refers generically to tax fraud, tax evasion and tax abuse in the EU.
Amendment 2 (recital referring to the action plan on tax fraud and a previous European Parliament resolution): The Commission does not oppose these statements. However, they are not necessary. The wording of the Commission's Action Plan on fighting against tax fraud and the wording of the Parliament Resolution are already reported in the Impact Assessment accompanying the proposal and in the Explanatory memorandum preceding the proposal.
Amendment 3 (recital referring to situations of extreme forms of under-taxation): A recital should introduce a provision which is inserted in the body of the directive. Since ECON's proposed amendment to have a minimum level of taxation in the directive has been deleted, also this proposed amendment to Recital 2 should be deleted.
Amendment 5 (recital subjecting the application of domestic or agreement-based provisions required for the prevention of tax evasion to compatibility with the Directive): There is no compatibility issue between the Directive and national provisions for the prevention of tax evasion, as the Directive, in both its current wording and in the Commission's proposal, does not contain any anti-tax evasion provision. The Commission's proposal is about tax anti‑avoidance.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not table a modified proposal. It will defend the spirit of (parts of) the Parliament's amendments that are acceptable during the negotiations in Council.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Discussions on hybrid loans progressed fast and well. On the other hand, an early agreement could not be reached on the anti-abuse clause due to the opposition of several Member States.
The proposal was then split up with the anti-abuse clause to be revisited by future Presidencies, notably by Italy with the aim of adopting that separately. At the ECOFIN of 20 June 2014, political agreement was reached on hybrid loans.
SPECIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE - CONSULTATION
European Parliament legislative resolution on the recommendation for a Council Decision concerning the accession of Croatia to the Convention of 23 July 1990 on the elimination of double taxation in connection with the adjustment of profits of associated enterprises
1.
Rapporteur: Slawomir Witold NITRAS (EPP/PL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0214/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0346
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Accession of Croatia to the Convention on the elimination of double taxation
5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2013/0308(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 115 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Economic and Monetary Affairs (ECON)
8.
Commission’s position:
The amendment which consists in adding a footnote to the attention of Council in Article 3 is in principle acceptable to the Commission, as it does not modify the substance of the Commission's proposal. It was in fact the Commission’s original intention to leave the decision on the date of entry into force of the act to the European Parliament and the Council, therefore no date was included in its Recommendation. The Commission can accept that the date of entry into force of the Council Decision would be the date following that of its publication in the Official Journal.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not table a modified proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: Discussions in the Council Working Group on Tax Questions suggest that reaching an agreement on the proposal should be a formality. Adoption of the proposal can be expected before the summer break.
SPECIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE - CONSULTATION
European Parliament legislative resolution on the draft Council Decision on the system of own resources of the European Union
1.
Rapporteurs: Jean-Luc DEHAENE (EPP/BE), Anne E. JENSEN (ALDE/DK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0271/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0432
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 16 April 2014
4.
Subject: Own resources decision – financing the revenue of the EU budget
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2011/0183(CNS)
6.
Legal basis: Article 311 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Budgets (BUDG)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts the amendments.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: There is no need for a formal modification of the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council has reached unanimous agreement at COREPER level on 22 January 2014. It adopted the proposal on 26 May 2014. The own resources decision has to be ratified by the Member States before it can enter into force.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Directive amending Directive 2009/71/EURATOM establishing a Community framework for the nuclear safety of nuclear installations
1.
Rapporteur: Romana JORDAN (EPP/SI)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0252/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0274
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 2 April 2014
4.
Subject: Amending Directive 2009/71/EURATOM establishing a Community framework for the nuclear safety of nuclear installations.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0340(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 31 and 32 of the Treaty establishing the European Atomic Energy Community
7.
Competent parliamentary committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The resolution is broadly acceptable to the Commission. Many amendments proposed by the Parliament are fully or in principle acceptable to the Commission. Some amendments however cannot be supported by the Commission:
Acceptable amendments:
Amendments 3, 4, 6, 7 (new sentence), 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 24, 25, 28, 30, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 43, 44, 45, 47 and 65 which strengthen, reaffirm or clarify the provisions of the proposed Directive.
Amendments 7 (use of the term "incidents"), 19, 20, 22, 26, 27 and 29 which seek to align the text with terminology used by the International Atomic Energy Agency.
Amendment 23 which proposes to replace the phrase "reasonably achievable" with "reasonably practicable". The former is used in documents of the Western European Nuclear Regulators Association (WENRA) with reference to new plants, whereas the second is used for existing plants. The amendment is in line with the Commission's proposal, which covers both.
Amendments acceptable in part or subject to redrafting:
Amendment 5 after deletion of the reference to legal independence, since in the Commission's view requiring a legal separation could entail a disproportionate administrative burden for some Member States.
Amendment 8 after reinsertion of the last sentence, since the deletion weakens the Commission's text particularly as regards the public's right to participation in the licensing process of nuclear installations.
Amendment 41, except the changes to paragraph 4, since the Commission considers that the reference to the environmental impact assessment would limit the scope for public participation in the decision-making process and, additionally, the reference to the Aarhus Convention is not appropriate given that the Euratom Community is not a Party to this Convention.
Amendment 42, except the changes to the introductory wording of paragraph 1, since the Commission is of the view that these changes weaken the text.
Amendment 46, except the explicit references to the European Nuclear Safety Regulators Group (ENSREG) which, as an advisory body of the Commission, cannot be mentioned in the binding text of a Directive, in line with principles of good legal drafting.
Not acceptable amendments:
Amendments 1 and 2 as the Euratom Community is not a Party to the Aarhus Convention.
Amendment 17 which weakens the Commission's proposal.
Amendment 31 which requires the legal separation of the national competent authority. The Commission is of the view that such a requirement could place an undue administrative burden on the Member States, and although it would entail certain benefits, these benefits are already secured by the strong provisions on independence contained in its proposal.
Amendment 64 which overlaps with the work undertaken in recent years by the Commission in order to build a wide consensus around the issue of nuclear third party liability and insurance. The amendment is thus deemed to be premature as it runs the risk of pre-empting further initiatives in this area.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission informed the Council orally on its position on Parliament's proposed amendments.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The proposal has been under discussion in the Council's Working Party on Atomic Questions since October 2013. Significant progress has been made on all aspects of the proposal and Council could adopt the amended Directive by summer 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation on the Innovative Medicines Initiative 2 Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Teresa RIERA MADURELL (S&D/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0105/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0373
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Innovative Medicines Initiative 2 Joint Undertaking
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0240(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Article 187 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent parliamentary committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The amendments are acceptable.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not modify the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation on the Bio-Based Industries Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Lambert VAN NISTELROOIJ (EPP/NL)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0092/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0371
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Bio-Based Industries Joint Undertaking
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0241(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Article 187 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent parliamentary committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The amendments are acceptable.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not modify the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation on the ECSEL Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Paul RÜBIG (EPP/AT)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0074/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0374
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishment of ECSEL Joint Undertaking
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0234(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: 187 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission accepts all amendments. The essential elements of the overall approach proposed by the Commission have not been altered. The Regulation provides for establishment of a new Joint Undertaking (JU) which will continue to support research and innovation in the areas of nanoelectronics, smart systems and embedded/ cyber physical systems, and build on the results obtained by ENIAC and ARTEMIS JU. This is to be achieved through a public private partnership structure where the Union, Member States and associated countries together with private partners combine their financial and technical means essential to master the complexity of the escalating pace of innovation in this area for growth and competitiveness in Europe. The JU will aim to achieve the overall aim of simplification and harmonisation of the research and innovation funding under the Horizon 2020 Framework Programme. Financial support will be provided to participants mainly in the form of grants following open and transparent calls for proposals. States participating in ECSEL have the option to entrust the JU with the implementation and/or payment of their contributions. The resolution adopted by the Parliament is a confirmation of a trialogue agreement on the full Innovation Investment Package reached on 19 February 2014.
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, agreed by the Commission.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation amending Regulation (EC) No 219/2007 on establishment of a Joint Undertaking to develop the new generation European air traffic management system (SESAR) as regards the extension of the Joint Undertaking until 2024
1.
Rapporteur: Britta THOMSEN (S&D/DK)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0062/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0372
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: The Commission’s proposal aims at reviewing and extending the duration of the SESAR Joint Undertaking which otherwise would cease to exist on 31 December 2016 under its existing founding Regulation.
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0237(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Article 187 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)
8.
Commission's position: The Commission can accept all the amendments adopted by the European 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: The Council adopted the proposal on 16 June 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation on the Clean Sky 2 Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Christian EHLER (EPP/DE)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0083/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0370
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Clean Sky 2 Joint Undertaking
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0244(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Article 187 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent parliamentary committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The amendments are acceptable.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not modify the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation on the Fuel Cells and Hydrogen 2 Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Vladko Todorov PANAYOTOV (ALDE/BG)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0094/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0375
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Fuel Cells and Hydrogen 2 Joint Undertaking
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0245(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Article 187 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position: The amendments are acceptable.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission will not modify the proposal.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 6 May 2014.
NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation establishing the Shift2Rail Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Josefa ANDRÉS BAREA (S&D/ES)
2.
EP reference number: A7-0259/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0347
3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014
4.
Subject: Establishment of the Shift2Rail Joint Undertaking
5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0445(NLE)
6.
Legal basis: Articles 187 and 188(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)
8.
Commission's position:
The Commission can accept the large majority of amendments. The acceptable amendments largely concern those amendments that are identical or very similar to the amendments made by the Council in its common position adopted on 14 March or that reflect the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package.
The amendments that could be accepted are: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 38, 39, 40, 42, 44, 46, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67.
The amendments that could not be accepted are: 7, 23, 28, 29, 34, 35, 36, 37, 41, 45, 48, 49, 50, 56, 57.
Amendments 7 and 35:
Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package. The text is redundant given the numerous references to the Horizon 2020 framework and is overly restrictive.
Amendment 23:
Unacceptable: Additional funds (from CEF for example but possibly other instruments too) should not be limited to mature outcomes only, but to all types of innovative solutions developed by Shift2Rail.
Amendments 28, 29, 34:
Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package.
Amendments 36 and 37:
Unacceptable: The wording refers to a decision making process that is internal to the Associated or Founding Member and should not be dealt with in the text of the Regulation.
Amendment 41
Unacceptable: The Joint Undertaking will not have the power to define interoperability standards – this is the role of the European Railway Agency. Instead, the Joint Undertaking will have the task of proposing to define such standards.
Amendment 45:
Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package. The possibility to suspend voting rights of members in breach of their obligations is already dealt with under Article 4(5) of the Regulation.
Amendments 48, 49:
Unacceptable: These amendments propose to specify very detailed procedures that should not be set out in the text of the Regulation, but rather laid down in the rules of procedure of the JU. They are very prescriptive and may even be unnecessary. In particular, on AM 49, the Commission has 50 % of voting rights in the Governing Board and therefore already de facto has the right to object.
Amendment 50:
Unacceptable: The wording proposed by the Commission in this clause results from extensive negotiations with the industry partners and with the Member States in Council, leading to a very delicate compromise, which could not be altered at this stage, as this could significantly delay the adoption.
Amendment 56:
Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package.
Amendment 57:
Unacceptable: The amendment is neither in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP, nor in line with the general procedures for designating an Executive Director of an Agency.
9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission has drawn the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 16 June 2014.
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 APRIL 2014 PART-SESSIONS
-
European Parliament recommendation to the Council of 2 April 2014 on the 69th session of the United Nations General Assembly (2014/2017(INI))
Report by Alexander Graf LAMBSDORFF (EP: A7-0250/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 2 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that the recommendation is addressed primarily to the Council.
-
European Parliament resolution of 2 April 2014 on the mid-term review of the Stockholm Programme (2013/2024(INI))
Report by Luigi BERLINGUER, Juan Fernando LÓPEZ AGUILAR and Carlo CASINI
(EP: A7-0153/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 2 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Viviane REDING, Cecilia MALMSTRÖM
Directorate-General for Justice, Directorate-General for Home Affairs
Justification: A reply and presentation of the Communication was already provided by Vice-President Reding and Commissioner Malmström during the debate in the mini-plenary.
-
European Parliament resolution of 3 April 2014 on the EU comprehensive approach and its implications for the coherence of EU external action (2013/2146(INI))
Report by Arnaud DANJEAN (EP: A7-0138/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 3 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON, José Manuel BARROSO
European External Action Service, Secretariat-General
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that the Vice‑President/High Representative, Baroness Ashton, has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 3 April 2014 on the EU strategy towards Iran (2014/2625(RSP))
(EP: B7-0279/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 2 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests contained in the resolution, given that Mr Dimitris Kourkoulas, Greek Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs, has already replied in plenary to those requests on behalf of High Representative/Vice-President Ashton.

-
European Parliament resolution of 15 April 2014 on negotiations on the MFF 2014-2020: lessons to be learned and the way forward (2014/2005(INI))
Report by Jean-Luc DEHAENE and Ivailo KALFIN (EP: A7-0254/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 15 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Janusz LEWANDOWSKI
Directorate-General for Budget
Justification: During the plenary debate on 14 April, Commissioner Lewandowski addressed the most pertinent issues raised in the resolution. In line with the European Parliament position, the Commission also intends to learn lessons from the experience of the negotiations on the Multiannual Framework 2014-2020 and considers the resolution to be a good basis for the dialogue on the way forward in view of improving the negotiating process which should reflect and respect the letter and the spirit of the treaty.
-
European Parliament resolution of 16 April 2014 on implementing measures for the system of own resources of the European Union (2014/2020(INI))
Report by Jean-Luc DEHAENE and Anne E. JENSEN (EP: A7-0270/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 16 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Janusz LEWANDOWSKI
Directorate-General for Budget
Justification: The Commission will not respond formally to the resolution, given that Commissioner Lewandowski has already replied to the substance of the resolution in the plenary on 16 April 2014. Further discussion on possible future reforms of the own resources system will also take place in the context of the inter-insitutional High Level Working Group on Own Resources where members of the European Parliament and the Commission are represented.
-
European Parliament resolution of 16 April 2014 on relations between the European Parliament and the national parliaments (2013/2185(INI))
Report by Carlo CASINI (EP: A7-0255/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 16 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Maroš ŠEFČOVIČ
Secretariat-General
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests in the resolution. The report concerns a general topic and all requests but one in the resolution are addressed to other institutions or bodies. As regards the invitation addressed to the Commission, the Commission does not consider it appropriate to comment on its communications with third parties.
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 April 2014 containing the European Parliament’s recommendation to the Council, the Commission and the European External Action Service on the negotiations of the EU-Japan Strategic Partnership agreement (2014/2021(INI))
Report by Alojz PETERLE (EP: A7-0244/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 17 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Vice-President Almunia has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 April 2014 on EU foreign policy in a world of cultural and religious differences (2014/2690(RSP))
(EP: B7-0365/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 17 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally to the requests contained in the resolution, given that Mr Dimitris Kourkoulas, Greek Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs, has already replied in plenary to those requests on behalf of High Representative/Vice-President Ashton.

-
European Parliament resolution of 17 April 2014 on the situation in North Korea (Democratic People’s Republic of Korea) (2014/2696(RSP))
(EP: B7-0388/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 17 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Vice-President Almunia has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 April 2014 on Syria: situation in certain vulnerable communities (2014/2695(RSP))
(EP: B7-0387/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 17 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Vice-President Almunia has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 April 2014 on Pakistan: recent cases of persecution
(2014/2694(RSP))
(EP: B7-0399/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 17 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Vice-President Almunia has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
-
European Parliament resolution of 17 April 2014 on Russian pressure on Eastern Partnership countries and in particular destabilisation of eastern Ukraine (2014/2699(RSP))
(EP: B7-0436/14)
Minutes, Part 2, 17 April 2014
Commissioner responsible:
Catherine ASHTON
European External Action Service
Justification: The Commission will not be responding formally, given that Commissioner Füle has already replied in plenary to the requests contained in the resolution.
------------
� Additionally to these main amendments the following amendments were approved by the Parliament in the context of the open internet: amendment 148 (title of Article 23), amendment 154 (Article 24(2)), amendments 42 to 46 (recitals 46, 47, 47a new, 48, 49), amendments 239 and 240 (recitals 50 and 51).


� These are as follows: a) all staff must be appropriately trained, suitably qualified and experienced; b) control staff must possess the appropriate qualifications in veterinary and phytosanitary matters to perform physical checks to verify compliance with animal health and welfare or plant health requirements; c) physical checks on animals (and decisions on consignment of animals) must be carried out (taken) by official veterinarians (or under their supervision).


� Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council and the European Economic and Social Committee "20 actions for safer and compliant products for Europe: a multi-annual action plan for the surveillance of products in the EU", COM(2013) 76.


� The "Alignment Package" consists of the following Directives: Civil Explosives Directive, ATEX Directive, Low Voltage Directive, Electromagnetic-compatibility Directive, Measuring Instruments Directive, Non�automatic Measuring Instruments Directive, Simple Pressure Vessels Directive, and Lifts Directive. Also the Pyrotechnics Directive, the Radio and Telecommunication Equipment Directive and the Recreational Crafts Directive have recently been aligned with Decision 768/2008.
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